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In recent years, the physics of many-body quantum chaotic systems close to their ground states
has come under intensified scrutiny. Such studies are motivated by the emergence of model sys-
tems exhibiting chaotic fluctuations throughout the entire spectrum (the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK)
model being a renowned representative) as well as by the physics of holographic principles, which
likewise unfold close to ground states. Interpreting the edge of the spectrum as a quantum critical
point, here we combine a wide range of analytical and numerical methods to the identification and
comprehensive description of two different universality classes: the near edge physics of “sparse”
and the near edge of “dense” chaotic systems. The distinction lies in the ratio between the number
of a system’s random parameters and its Hilbert space dimension, which is exponentially small or
algebraically small in the sparse and dense case, respectively. Notable representatives of the two
classes are generic chaotic many-body models (sparse) and single particle systems, invariant random
matrix ensembles, or chaotic gravitational systems (dense). While the two families share identical
spectral correlations at energy scales comparable to the level spacing, the density of states and its
fluctuations near the edge are different. Considering the SYK model as a representative of the sparse
class, we apply a combination of field theory and exact diagonalization to a detailed discussion of
its edge spectrum. Conversely, Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity is our reference model for the dense class,
where an analysis of the gravitational path integral and random matrix theory reveal universal dif-
ferences to the sparse class, whose implications for the construction of holographic principles we
discuss.

I. INTRODUCTION

Random matrix universality represents one of the most
powerful universality principles in quantum physics: Cor-
relations between close-by energy levels of quantum sys-
tems which are chaotic (and ergodic) in their long time
limit are statistically equivalent to those of Gaussian dis-
tributed random matrices. Depending on the system
class under consideration, a spectrum of different meth-
ods is available to establish this correspondence, includ-
ing periodic orbit theory [1], methods of quantum field
theory [2], matrix theory [3], and most recently the anal-
ysis of gravitational path integrals [4].

Spectral analysis often focuses on quantum states deep
inside the spectrum, where the average spectral density
is structureless, or even approximately uniform on small
energy scales. In which ways do correlations between
neighboring levels change upon approaching the edge of
a spectrum? Asking this question is motivated by re-
cent developments in quantum many body physics and
in gravity. In the former context, one is often interested
in physics close to a many-body ground state. While
Hamiltonian dynamics at low excitation energies gener-
ically is integrable, some system classes remain chaotic
all the way down[5]. A celebrated example is the SYK
model, i.e. a maximally random pair interaction model of
(Majorana) fermions [6]. Another one is two-dimensional

Jackiv-Teitelboim (JT) gravity (see Ref. [7] for review).
JT gravity satisfies a holographic principle, in which it
becomes the bulk dual of a one-dimensional quantum
chaotic boundary theory close to its ground state. The
description of this correspondence requires a fine-grained
statistical resolution of this spectral edge.

Random matrix theory itself has no difficulties with
the description of spectra near the edge, including ex-
treme value statistics (the probability distribution of the
lowest eigenvalue of the matrix ensemble), spectral corre-
lations, and the detailed profile of the average near-edge
spectral density [3, 8]. However, for ‘real’ systems, the
universality principle is up for renegotiation: are systems
which display quantum chaos all the way down to their
edge (in a sense to be made precise below) universally de-
scribed by the random matrix paradigm? If not, can we
identify distinct universality classes? Which of the above
theoretical frameworks remain applicable in the immedi-
ate vicinity of the edge, i.e. how can we quantitatively
describe observables such as spectral densities and their
correlations beyond random matrix theory?

In this paper, we approach these questions from dif-
ferent perspectives, the most general one being an inter-
pretation of the edge as a quantum critical point of a
symmetry breaking quantum phase transition. The con-
trol parameter of this transition is energy, ϵ, and its order
parameter is the ensemble average ⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩ of the spectral

ar
X

iv
:2

40
3.

13
51

6v
1 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 2

0 
M

ar
 2

02
4



2

density

ρ(ϵ) = − 1

2πi
tr(G(ϵ+)−G(ϵ−)), (1)

where G(z) ≡ (z −H)−1 is the resolvent, H the system
Hamiltonian, ϵ± = ϵ± i0, and ⟨. . . ⟩ an average over mi-
croscopically different realizations of H. A spectral edge
at ϵe ≡ 0 is characterized by a profile ⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩ ∼ Θ(ϵ)ϵα,
0 < α < 1, resembling that of, for example, the mag-
netization at a ferromagnetic transition. (The transition
is symmetry breaking in that for each realization H the
block diagonal operator Ĝ ≡ (ϵ + i0τ3 −H)−1 is invari-
ant under continuous rotations in the two-dimensional
‘causal’ representation space of the Pauli matrix τ3. How-
ever, the ensemble average ρ→ ⟨ρ⟩ breaks the symmetry
at energies ϵ > 0 via the onset of a finite density of states
Eq. (1), i.e. the degeneracy between G+ and G− is lifted
and the symmetry broken.)

The understanding of the edge as a phase transition
point unlocks an arsenal of concepts and methods of sta-
tistical mechanics in the analysis of the edge problem.
Specifically, we know that upon approaching a quantum
critical point in terms of the control parameter ϵ, the the-
ory must develop ‘gapless fluctuations’, i.e. fluctuations
that become unbound in the limit ϵ → 0. Below, we
will reason that there are at least two universality classes
of many-body quantum chaotic models distinguished by
different fluctuation behavior, and accordingly different
edge phenomenology.

Dense systems: We call systems dense if their number
of independent random system parameters is roughly of
the same order as the Hilbert space dimension, D. Rep-
resentatives of this class include synthetic models such as
random matrix ensembles or random graphs, and, as we
will discuss, JT gravity. The edge of dense models turns
out to be hard in that corrections to the above mean field
power law are small in D−1 [9]. These modifications in-
clude an exponentially small tail of spectral density ρ(ϵ)
leaking beyond the edge for ϵ < 0, and a power law cor-
rection proportional to (Dϵ)−5/2 to the leading ∼ ϵ1/2

inside the region of spectral support, ϵ > 0. Superim-
posed on this envelope, there are oscillations periodic in
the level spacing indicating almost crystalline order in
the level position near the hard edge (cf. Fig. 1).

While these are known signatures of invariant random
matrix ensembles [8], our discussion here is geared to-
wards systems which are defined differently, and to which
the toolbox of random matrix methodology does not im-
mediately apply. Instead, we will demonstrate that dense
systems define a broad universality class whose near edge
physics is quantitatively described by an effective (low-
dimensional) matrix theory known as the Kontsevich
model [10]. From this model, the universal features of
the dense spectrum can be conveniently described, as we
will demonstrate.

Sparse systems: By our definition, sparse systems
contain at most O(ln(D)) independent random param-
eters. This is the situation generically realized in ran-

domly interacting many-body systems. In these systems,
we have N degrees of freedom, think of spins or qubits,
defining a Hilbert space of dimension D ∼ 2N . Assum-
ing few-body interactions, the associated Hamiltonians
contain random parameters whose number grows poly-
nomially in N ∼ lnD. In a first quantized representa-
tion, these Hamiltonians are matrices which are sparse in
that they contain only O(D logD). (not O(D2)) of non-
vanishing matrix elements, and massively correlated, in
that there are only O(lnD) statistically independent pa-
rameters.

Referring for a detailed discussion to section IV, these
differences affect the structure of spectra all the way from
scales comparable to the band width down to the corre-
lations of individual levels. In particular, the edge turns
out to be much softer than in the dense case. The tails
leaking beyond the D → ∞ mean field edge, now are
of extent ∼ ln(D)−1, parametrically exceeding the level
spacing. There are no superimposed oscillatory struc-
tures and no power law corrections to the mean field limit
inside the edge. We note that the formation of a compar-
atively soft edge does not contradict the interpretation in
terms of a quantum critical point: writing the spectral
density as ⟨ρ⟩ = ρ̄(1 + . . . ) all terms represented by el-
lipses vanish in the ‘thermodynamic limit’, D → ∞, and
the spectral density of both, sparse and dense systems
retracts to the mean field order parameter ρ̄ ≡ ϵαΘ(ϵ)
heralding the phase transition. (In the qualitative rep-
resentation of figure 1, this implies that the deviations
from the long dashed line representing ρ̄ become small
in the same sense.) For the same reason, our two classes
sparse and dense do not represent distinct phases; They
are universality classes associated to signatures visible in
the regime of large but finite D.

In section IV, we will discuss how the differences to
the dense case originate in the presence of two chan-
nels of correlations in sparse systems. The first of these,
can be traced back to statistical dependence: turning
only few ‘knobs’ in the Hamiltonian affects an exponen-
tially large number of matrix elements, and in this way
generates large scale ‘collective’ fluctuations in the spec-
trum. The second describes the microscale correlations
of nearby levels, as in dense systems. Empirically, we
know that these two types of fluctuations operate largely
independently of each other. In models affording a high
degree of analytical solvability, collective [11, 12] and mi-
croscale [13] fluctuations can be treated by tailored meth-
ods assuming the form of, e.g., summations over differ-
ent perturbative diagram classes. Considering the SYK
model as a case study, we will here introduce a compre-
hensive framework in which the fluctuations of a sparse
system are treated in a unified fashion. Zooming in to
the edge, we will show how the theory assumes the form
of a matrix theory different from the Kontsevich model.

We reason that the emergence of two different effec-
tive theories reflects the existence of at least two univer-
sality classes for the edge transition, dense and sparse.
The differences between these two classes become of im-
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FIG. 1. Upper panel: near edge spectral density of dense
systems. A small tail and oscillations periodic in ∼ D−1 well
away from the edge superimposed on the ∼ ϵ1/2 (long dashed)
mean field profile indicate an almost crystalline ordering of
levels close to the edge. Inside the edge, there exists a weak
universal power law correction ∼ ϵ−5/2 (short dashed), which
may serve as a perturbative indicator of the dense universality
class in physical models such as JT gravity. Bottom: the near
edge spectral density of sparse models is softer, structures at
level spacing scales are washed out. The spectral density at
large scales (inset), too, is broader distributed than it is in
the dense case. Here, Γ and ∆ are the band width and mean
level spacing, respectively, and δE is the energy range over
which the scaling form of the density of states holds (see also
discussion in main text).

portance in cases where physical phenomena close to
quantum ground states are addressed. As a case study,
we will consider the two-dimensional holographic corre-
spondence, which motivated the introduction of the SYK
model in the first place [6]. In this context, JT gravity
and the SYK model feature representatives of the dense
and sparse class, respectively. (The intuition behind the
gravity setting in the dense class is that the gravitational
path integral describes fluctuating geometries. Thinking
of the latter in terms of discrete tessellations of space-
time, fluctuating matrix structures containing about as
many random parameters as degrees of freedom emerge
— a dense scenario.) The finding that the two models
fall into different universality classes may be somewhat
sobering news for the construction of holographic corre-
spondences relying on principles of chaos: In the regimes
of interest, so-called double scaled energy windows close
to the band edge, the differences in the structure of bulk
(JT) and boundary (SYK) spectra show in the average
spectral density as well as in its statistical correlations.

Specifically, we will demonstrate that the collective fluc-
tuations affect the spectral form factor (Eq. (27)), in-
cluding at time scales τ ≳ 1, where correlations in the
spectrum at level spacing scales are probed. (The sta-
tistical independence of collective and micro-scale fluctu-
ations is not in conflict with the former influencing the
latter down to the smallest scales.) A fully developed
holographic correspondence would not tolerate such dif-
ferences, and hence require the model sitting in the dense
class at the boundary. However, this criterion is not re-
alizable in terms of ‘natural’ theories defined in terms of
a few-body interaction. Instead, one needs to resort to
more artificial constructions such as the so-called double
scaled SYK model [14], where q-body interactions with
q scaling as a power of N , define a dense setting. In
section V, we will demonstrate how the structure of the
edge interpolates between the sparse and the dense pro-
files as we increase the large-N scaling of q in an SYK
Hamiltonian.
The remainder of the paper is organized as follows:

We start in section II with a more precise definition of
the spectral edge, and quick introduction of statistical
diagnostics that will be used throughout. In sections III
and IV we will discuss the near edge physics of dense
and sparse systems, respectively. We will compare our
predictions to exact diagonalization in section V, and in
section VI discuss two-dimensional holography as an ap-
plication. Several more technical discussions, such as the
first principle derivation of the effective edge theories for
random matrix Hamiltonian (dense) or the SYK Hamil-
tonian (sparse) are relegated to Appendices.

II. SETTING THE SCENE

We start our discussion with a sharpened definition of
the terminology ‘spectral edge’. Consider an ensemble
of chaotic quantum systems defined in a D-dimensional
Hilbert space whose spectral density vanishes on average
as ⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩ ≈ ρ̄ ∼ ϵαΘ(ϵ), with 0 < α < 1. Here, the ‘mean
field’ approximation ρ̄ is defined to exclude contributions
to ⟨ρ⟩ vanishing in the limit D → ∞. (Throughout this
paper, spectral densities averaged in different ways will
appear frequently. Unless stated otherwise, we use the
notation ρ̄ for the leading order contribution to the spec-
tral density and ⟨ρ⟩ for the exact ensemble average. Oc-
casionally, we will need to indicate the type of averaging,
such as ⟨. . . ⟩coll for the average over ‘collective fluctua-
tions in sparse systems’. If no confusion is possible, we
omit the energy argument, ρ̄(ϵ) = ρ̄, etc.) We implicitly
define the region of energies over which the above scal-
ing form holds as δE ≪ Γ, where Γ is the band width
of the system. Deep inside the spectrum, individual en-
ergy levels are separated by a spacing ∆ = ⟨ρ⟩−1 ∼ Γ/D.
Upon approaching the edge, the level spacing increases
as ∆(ϵ) ∼ ∆0(∆0/ϵ)

α, where ∆0 is the ‘largest’ aver-
age level spacing in the system, i.e. the spacing between
the two outermost levels, and implicitly defined by the
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condition
∫∆0

0
dϵ∆(ϵ)−1 = 1.

The systems considered here are chaotic down to the
edge in the sense that for all energies satisfying the con-
dition ϵ≫ ∆(ϵ) spectral correlations are governed by the
universal correlation functions of random matrix theory.
For Hamiltonians not possessing antilinear symmetries
besides hermiticity – the symmetry class considered in
this paper –, this implies that the connected two-point
correlation function

C(ϵ1, ϵ2) ≡ ∆2(ϵ) ⟨ρ (ϵ1) ρ (ϵ2)⟩c , (2)

is given by [3]

C(ϵ1, ϵ2) = −

〈(
sin s

s

)2
〉

coll

, s ≡ πω⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩, (3)

where ϵ = (ϵ1 + ϵ2)/2 and ω = ϵ1 − ϵ2. The physical
meaning of the oscillatory correlation function is level
rigidity, i.e. an almost uniform spacing of levels with
period ∆(ϵ). For later reference, we note that this result
can be equivalently represented as

C(ϵ1, ϵ2) = −K2
sin (ρϵ1, ρϵ2) (4)

where ρ = ⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩ and

Ksin(x, y) =
sin(π(x− y))

π(x− y)
, (5)

is the so-called sine-kernel. However, upon relaxing the
condition ϵ ≫ ∆(ϵ) down to the near edge regime ϵ ≳
∆(ϵ), these results must be adjusted somewhat:

• Eq. (3) requires a sufficiently large ensemble of
levels, such that ⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩ remains approximately
constant over the correlation interval ω centered
around ϵ. This condition is satisfied far from the
edge, ϵ≫ ∆(ϵ). (In a strict sense, Eq. (3) holds in
the limit D → ∞, ∆ → 0 at ω/∆ fixed. In sections
III and IV we will discuss how this result changes
upon approaching the edge of dense or sparse sys-
tems.

• The notation ⟨. . . ⟩coll in Eq. (3) indicates that the
background spectral density ρ(ϵ) featuring in the
definition of the dimensionless scaling parameter s
may be subject to collective fluctuations [15, 16]. In
section IV, we will discuss how for sparse systems
the combined inclusion of microscale correlations
and collective fluctuations determines the statistics
of spectra down to the smallest energy scales.

Having defined the general setting, we now turn to
the specific discussion of the two principal universality
classes. In both classes, the edge has the status of a
quantum critical point, with ⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩ as a symmetry break-
ing order parameter, and Eq. (2) as an order parameter
correlation function. Much as in other critical theories,
the scaling regime unfolding near the critical point will be
a powerful source of universality. The difference between
the two classes has to do with stronger conditions on ef-
fective unitary invariance constraining the dense class, as
we will discuss in the following.

III. DENSE SYSTEMS

We implicitly define the dense universality class
through phenomenological equivalence to a Gaussian dis-
tributed random matrix Hamiltonian H . (The condi-
tion of Gaussianity can be generalized to other unitar-
ily invariant distributions, i.e., distributions depending
on functions of tr(Hn), without significant changes to
the phenomenology discussed below.) Intuitively, one
expects these ‘maximally random’ ensembles to model
systems whose microscopic Hamiltonian contains a suf-
ficiently large number of independent matrix elements,
hence the attribute ‘dense’. (At this point, we remain
vague about the threshold required for a crossover into
the dense encoding limit. However, in section V we will
investigate this question for a class of generalized SYK
models with q-body interaction, q ≫ 1.)

In practical terms, the random matrix paradigm im-
plies an ergodicity condition: all observables are required
to be invariant under unitary transformations in Hilbert
space. In the following, we discuss how this criterion,
combined with the interpretation of the edge as a critical
point, essentially fixes the near edge theory of the dense
class. To illustrate this point, the discussion in this sec-
tion will be phenomenological, relying only on the above
two criteria. (For a complementary microscopic deriva-
tion of the same effective edge theory we refer to Ap-
pendix A.)

Starting from Eq. (1) as a definition of our order pa-
rameter, and representing the trace tr(G) =

∑
µGµµ as

a sum over the states of an arbitrary Hilbert space ba-
sis |µ⟩, µ = 1, . . . , D, it is evident that we need control
over correlation functions of the structure ⟨Gµµ(ϵ+)⟩ and
⟨Gµµ(ϵ±1 )Gνν(ϵ

±
2 )⟩ where pairwise summation over µ, ν

is implicit.

To describe the symmetry breaking phenomenon in
this setting, we bundle the required data in a four-block
diagonal operator Ĝ = (ϵ̂−H ⊗ 14)

−1, with

ϵ̂ = diag(ϵ+1 , ϵ
−
2 , ϵ

+
3 , ϵ

−
4 ), (6)

where ϵ± = ϵ ± iδ. In the limit ϵ1 = · · · = ϵ4 ≡ ϵ, and
for almost all ϵ (except for those sitting at the poles of
H), this operator is invariant under similarity transfor-

mations, Ĝ = TĜT−1, T ∈ GL(4), up to the infinitesimal
symmetry breaking δ. Upon averaging over realizations,
we expect a broadening, ϵ± → ϵ ± iγ for energies inside
the spectral edge, and hence a collapse of the symme-
try to T → T+ ⊕ T−, where T± ∈ GL(2). Outside the
edge, the symmetry remains unbroken. Our goal now is
to formulate a minimal theory for this particular type of
symmetry breaking phenomenon. We will here proceed
in a bootstrap manner by postulating this theory on the
basis of symmetry and consistency arguments, to then
discuss how it predicts spectral properties in agreement
with those of microscopically defined models.

Assume that our correlation functions can be obtained
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from a partition sum

Z(ϵ̂) ≡
∫
dA exp(−S[A, ϵ̂]) (7)

by differentiation in the arguments ϵ̂. In view of the
above symmetry, it is natural to expect that the inte-
gration degrees of freedom, A, are matrices A = {Aαβ},
α, β = 1, . . . , 4 inheriting Ĝ’s transformation under the
symmetry as A → TAT−1. There now comes a little
twist, namely, we would like the partition sum to be nor-
malized such that for ϵ+1 = ϵ+3 and ϵ−2 = ϵ−4 we have
Z(ϵ̂) = 1. This normalization (which is often realized via
the introduction of replica indices) can be conveniently
implemented by ‘grading’ the matrices A [2]: organizing
the index α = (a, s) into a causal index s = ± = ±1 and
a complementary index a = 1, 2, we organize the a-blocks
of the matrix A such that

A = {Aab} =

(
Abb Abf

Afb Aff

)
, (8)

where Abb,ff are 2× 2 complex matrices and Abf,fb 2× 2
matrices of Grassmann variables. The ‘supersymmetry’
thus defined guarantees that in the above limit the func-
tional integral is properly normalized [2]. In this repre-
sentation, the above symmetry is realized through ma-
trices T ∈ GL(2|2), i.e. invertible 4 × 4 block matri-
ces of the block structure (8). (In our following discus-
sion, normalization by supersymmetry will play only a
minor role. What matters conceptually is that our the-
ory has 4× 4 matrices as effective integration variables.)
The matrix structure of A and G suggests a proportion-
ality ⟨Aαα⟩A ∝ ⟨Gµµ(ϵα)⟩H where ϵα refers to any of
the four energy arguments in Eq. (6) and the averag-
ing on the left/right side of the equation is over the A-
functional/microscopic realizations of H.

In the following, the matrix variables A will play the
role of an effective order parameter field, conceptually
similar to, say, the variable ϕ in the ϕ4-theory approach
to magnetism. Furthering this analogy, we now postu-
late a minimal action controlling the fluctuation behav-
ior of these matrices. First, it is natural to postulate
linearity of the action S in the symmetry breaking argu-
ments ϵ̂ (which plays a role akin to a magnetic field in

the ϕ4-analogy). Noting that A ∼ Ĝ carries the effec-
tive dimension [energy]−1, the simplest operator satisfy-
ing these conditions reads Sϵ̂ ≡ c str(Aϵ̂) where c is an
as yet unspecified constant, and ‘str’ the trace operation
for graded matrices[2], str(A) ≡

∑
a tr(A

aa)(−)a+1. As
we are interested in small values of ϵ near the edge, we
do not include terms of O(ϵ2) in the action. We next
ask which operator might produce symmetry breaking
(⟨A⟩ = 0) → (⟨A⟩ ̸= 0) as ϵ changes sign. The simplest
candidate is c3 str(A

3), giving the A-action the form of a
cubic parabola. With this addition the action will have
a local minimum or not, depending on the sign of ϵ, and
in this way signal a phase transition. An optional term
of second order c2 str(A

2) can be removed by a shift of

integration variables, A → A + const., and higher order
terms will be less relevant in the limit of small ϵ.
We are thus led to consider the action

S[A, ϵ̂] = c

(
str(Aϵ̂) +

1

3
str(A3)

)
, (9)

where we used the freedom of rescaling A → λA to re-
move one coupling constant c3 → c/3. The action S[A]
defines a supersymmetric version of the so-called Kont-
sevich matrix model [10].
The Kontsevich model provides a universal framework

for the description of spectral correlations near the edges
of invariant random matrix Hamiltonians or, equiva-
lently, random Hamiltonians with dense encoding. Its
microscopic construction detailed in Appendix A implies
that from it traces of resolvents are obtained as

⟨trG(ϵα)⟩ = −∂ϵαZ(ϵ̂),
⟨trG(ϵα) trG(ϵβ)⟩ = ∂ϵαϵβZ(ϵ̂), (10)

where the derivatives are to be evaluated at the unit-
normalized configuration ϵ+1 = ϵ+3 , ϵ

−
2 = ϵ−4 . (For simplic-

ity, we will mostly consider this configuration, and write
ϵ̂ = ϵ + ω

2 τ3 throughout. The infinitesimal symmetry
breaking required for the differentiations Eq.(10) is left
implicit in this notation.) In the next two subsections we
review how the spectral density and its correlations are
obtained from Eqs. (10), followed by integration over the
effective A-degrees of freedom.

A. Spectral density

Referring to Ref. [17] and Appendix D for details, the
integration over the A-matrices yields the average spec-
tral density as

⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩ = c
2
3

(
ϵ̃Ai2(−ϵ̃) + (Ai′(−ϵ̃))2

)
, ϵ̃ ≡ ϵc

2
3 , (11)

in agreement with the classical result of Ref. [8]. Here,
we introduced the dimensionless variable ϵ̃ with scaling
factor c

2
3 ∼ ∆0. This is the function schematically shown

in Fig. 1, and in quantitative detail in Fig. 2. Notice
how its profile reflects spectral rigidity: the position of
the edge is fixed with (almost) level spacing precision at
ϵ = 0, slight deviations showing in an exponentially small
tail leaking beyond the edge. Inside the edge, oscillatory
modulations indicate a tendency of the levels to order at
a separation scale set by the average level spacing.
An expansion of the Airy functions in large (negative)

arguments then leads to the asymptotic result ⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩ ≈
c
π ϵ

1
2 . Up to inessential numerical constants, this leads

to the identification ∆0 ∼ c−
2
3 of the near edge level

spacing.
However, for our purposes, it will be important to go

beyond this approximation and keep track of the first or-
der corrections beyond it. A somewhat tedious computa-
tion based on the inspection of the asymptotic expansion
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FIG. 2. Average spectral density of a dense system near the
edge, Eq. (11), expressed as a function of the scaling variable
ϵ̃. The dashed curve includes the correction Eq. (12).

leads to the result

⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩ ≈ c2/3

π

(
ϵ̃1/2 +

1

32
ϵ̃−5/2 + osc.

)
, (12)

where ‘osc’ stands for terms oscillatory as exp( i43 ϵ
3
2 c). In

section VI, we will discuss how this result can be under-
stood in perturbation theory by diagrammatic methods,
or by topological expansion of the gravitational path in-
tegral.

B. Stationary phase analysis and spectral
correlations

The integration over the full A-space may be extended
to an exact computation of the second moments Eq. (10),
cf. Appendix A. As a result, one obtains

C(ϵ1, ϵ2) = −K2
Ai(−ϵ̃1,−ϵ̃2) (13)

for the connected correlation function (see Fig. 3), where

KAi(x, y) ≡
Ai(x)Ai′(y)−Ai(y)Ai′(x)

x− y
(14)

is the Airy-kernel. For the purposes of our discussion, we
will not need this result in full generality. Instead, we
focus on analyzing spectral correlations in a scaling limit
where the center value ϵ of the energies ϵ±1,2 is kept fixed
while the matrix dimension D is scaled to infinity. We
are thus probing spectral correlations of a sub-ensemble
of levels that can get arbitrarily close to the macroscopic
edge but still contains a large number of levels to obtain
universal statistics. In this limit, the exact correlation
function Eq. (13) reduces to the sinusoidal result Eq. (3)
(cf. Fig. 3) with an average density of states depending
on the center coordinate.

To see in more explicit terms how this comes about,
note that in the above scaling limit, the largeness of
ϵ ∼ D invites a stationary phase approach to the ma-
trix integral. The variation of the action δAS[Ā] = 0

1 2 3
ω


-0.15

-0.3

C

FIG. 3. The correlation function Eq. (13) plotted as a func-
tion of the difference coordinate ω̃ = ϵ̃1 − ϵ̃2 for the center
values ϵ̃ = 1, 4, 7, 10 (color coded). Far from the edge (red)
the correlation function approaches the sinusoidal behavior of
Eq. (3), close to it (black) it diminishes and loses its oscilla-
tory signatures.

leads to the equation

ϵ̂+ Ā2 = 0, (15)

with the solution

Ā =

{
(−ϵ̂)1/2 , ϵ < 0,
−iϵ̂1/2τ3 , ϵ > 0,

where in the second line we choose branch of the square
root that will lead to convergent fluctuation integrals.
This solution makes the interpretation of ϵ = 0 as the
point of a symmetry breaking phase transition with Ā
as an order parameter manifest. Above the transition
point, the rotational symmetry of the action in the causal
± space present in the limit of equal energy arguments,
ω = 0, is broken, as indicated by the appearance of the
matrix τ3.
Considering energies inside the symmetry broken

phase, a shift A → Ā + A defines the effective fluctu-
ation action S[A+ Ā] = S[Ā] + Sfl[A], with

Sfl[A] = c

(
−i str

(
ϵ̂

1
2 τ3A

2
)
+

1

3
str(A3)

)
.

The largeness of ϵ implies that generic fluctuations A are
gapped by a factor c ∼ D

√
ϵ ∼ ρ(ϵ). This action may

now be applied in different ways to describe the near-edge
spectrum.
Perturbation theory: A straightforward option is per-

turbation theory in the parameter ϵ̃ = ϵc2/3. We here
expand in the cubic nonlinearity, followed by Gaussian
integration over A applying Wick’s theorem. The ad-
vantage of this seemingly redundant approach — we do
know the exact answers, after all — is that it provides
‘semiclassical’ clues as to the structure of universal con-
tributions to the spectral density beyond leading order
ρ(ϵ) ∼ ϵ1/2. We will discuss this approach, and its appli-
cations in the holographic context in section VI.
Double scaling: Consider the limit where the char-

acteristic energy differences defined by the representa-
tion ϵ̂ = ϵ1 + ω

2 τ3 are small in the sense that ω is of
the order of a fixed multiple of the characteristic level
spacing ∼ ρ−1(ϵ), and hence of O(D0). In this so-called
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double scaling limit, generic fluctuations remain gapped
in ∼ D, while the Goldstone mode fluctuations of the
symmetry breaking transition become light. To see this
in explicit terms, note that in the limit of the absence
of explicit symmetry breaking, ω → 0, generalizations
Ā → TĀT−1 with rotation matrices T ∈ U(2|2) are
solutions of Eq. (15)[18]. To leading order in D−1, we
may thus approximate the effective action as S[A] ≈
S[TĀT−1] ≡ S[Q], where Ā is the above solution of
Eq. (15) in the limit ω → 0. Due to the trace invari-
ance, the cubic term now drops out, and so does the
contribution to the energy-vertex proportional to the ho-
mogeneous parameter ϵ. We are thus left with the soft
mode action

S[Q] = −iπρ̄ω
2
str(Qτ3), (16)

where ρ̄ = ρ̄(ϵ) = cϵ
1
2π−1 is the mean field spectral den-

sity.
Eq. (16) describes the spectral correlations of generic

ergodic quantum systems with average spectral density
ρ(ϵ). Referring to Ref. [2] for a detailed discussion, we
note that from this action, the spectral correlation func-
tion Eq. (3) is obtained by integration over the manifold
of Q-matrices.

To summarize, in this section we have reviewed how
dense systems display a high level of spectral rigidity,
i.e. a near crystalline structure of the spectrum at the
scale of the level spacing. These systems are universally
described by the simple effective theory Eq. (9). In fact,
one may consider this theory as a definition of the dense
universality class near a spectral edge. This criterion will
become essential in the next section where we discuss
ergodic quantum systems outside this class, which are
described by a different effective theory.

IV. SPARSE SYSTEMS

In the following, we contrast the physics of the rigid
edge to that of the softer edge of sparse systems,
where the SYK model will be our representative role
model. The latter describes N Majorana fermions {χi},
[χi, χj ]+ = 2δij , subject to the interaction

H =
∑
ijkl

Jijklχiχjχkχl ≡
∑
σ

JσXσ, (17)

σ = (i, j, k, l), Xσ = χiχjχkχl,

where the sum runs over K ≡
(
N
4

)
four-Majorana in-

dex configurations σ, and the interaction coefficients are
Gaussian distributed with variance

⟨JσJσ′⟩ = 6J2

N3
δσσ′ . (18)

The model is sparse in the sense that it contains only
O(N4) statistically independent random coefficients Jσ

in a Hilbert space of dimension D ≡ 2
N
2 , i.e. the Hilbert

space of N/2 complex fermions of conserved fermion par-
ity. Note how H is an ‘almost diagonal’ operator in that
it has matrix elements between fermion occupation num-
ber states |n⟩, |m⟩ of Hamming distance |n−m| ≤ 4 (i.e.
it changes the occupation of at most four fermions). A
progressively denser situation may be realized by adding
to the Hamiltonian higher q > 4 interaction vertices, like-
wise with random coefficients. We will discuss the effect
of this generalization in section V.
The fine grained structure of the SYK spectral den-

sity has been a subject of intensive research [11, 12, 19].
Specifically, we know that its average is approximately
given by

⟨ρ(E)⟩ ≈ c exp

(
2 arcsin2(E/Γ)

ln η

)
, (19)

where

Γ = 2

((
N

4

)
6

N3

) 1
2 J

1− η
≃ JN (20)

defines the band width, c is a normalization factor, and
η ≈ exp(−2q2/N) is a constant approaching the value
unity in the limit of large N . In the center of the dis-
tribution, ρ(E) is Gaussian. Referring for a more de-
tailed discussion to Appendix B, this difference to the
semicircular spectral density of the dense system, reflects
that the Hamiltonian (17) contains only polynomially (in
N) many operators most of which are commutative. As
a consequence, individual many-body levels assume the
form of sums of approximately independent random num-
bers, whose statistics is governed by the central limit
theorem[20]. (By contrast, the dense system is described
by a much larger number of mutually non-commutative
operators.)
Close to the (say, lower) edge, E ≈ −Γ, the distribu-

tion ceases to be Gaussian, and an near edge expansion
of the spectral density leads to the approximation

⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩ ∼ sinh

(
2π

√
2

− ln η

√
ϵ

Γ

)
Θ(ϵ), (21)

where ϵ = E + Γ measures the distance to the edge. For
ϵ ≪ Γ, we recover a square root singularity ∼

√
ϵ, as for

the dense system.
These results describe the spectral density to leading

order in a N−1 expansion, i.e. in a limit in which N → ∞
at a fixed ratio ϵ/Γ. However, beyond this approxima-
tion the interplay of two sources of fluctuations leads to
additional deviations from the spectral density of dense
systems. We refer to these two as collective, and micro
scale fluctuations, respectively.

A. Collective spectral fluctuations

Choosing a different realization of the SYK Hamilto-
nian changes a polynomial number, K, of random pa-
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FIG. 4. Collective fluctuations cause a blurring of the spectral
edge, fluctuations around the average spectral density, and of
the average level spacing.

rameters in a Hilbert space of exponentially large dimen-
sion, D. This turning of relatively few ‘knobs’ leads to
large sample–to–sample fluctuations of the average spec-
tral density via a mechanism absent in the dense system
[16, 21, 22]. The same perturbative construction which
underlies Eq. (19) shows that (cf. Appendix B)

var(ρ(ϵ)) =
⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩2

2K
. (22)

The conservation of the total number of levels sug-
gests an interpretation of these fluctuations in terms of
a ‘breathing mode’, i.e. a realization specific scaling of
the spectrum as ϵλ → ϵλ(1 + ξ) [21], and of the aver-
age level spacing, ∆ → ∆(1 + ξ), see Fig. 4. Assuming
a statistical distribution of the parameter ξ, comparison
with Eq. (22) shows that var(ξ) = 1

2K , i.e. a scaling of
the spectrum proportional to that of the spectral density.
In particular, one expects that the spectral edge, too, is
statistically distributed (also cf. Ref. [19]),

−Γ → −Γ + δϵ0, ⟨δϵ0⟩ = 0, var(δϵ0) =
Γ2

2K
.

(23)

This result implies a softening of the near-edge spectral
density as

⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩ ≈

〈
sinh

(
2π

√
2

√
ϵ− δϵ0

Γ

)
Θ(ϵ− δϵ0)

〉
δϵ0

,

(24)

over the Gaussian distribution specified by Eq. (23). In
section V we show that this prediction is in excellent
agreement with exact diagonalization. In particular, we
expect the integration over the breathing mode to erad-
icate oscillatory signatures in the spectral density.

More generally, table I lists the coarse grained differ-
ences in the spectral densities of dense and sparse sys-
tems, respectively, as caused by this channel of fluctu-
ations. However, before discussing the structure of the

signature dense sparse

collective fluctuations none rms(ρ) ∼ ρ/
√
K

tail beyond edge O(D−1) O(ln(D)−2)
singular power law corrections yes no
near edge oscillatory modulation yes no

TABLE I. Signatures of the average spectral densities for
dense and sparse systems, respectively.

spectrum on the highest resolution scales, we need to dis-
cuss the complementary microscale correlation channel in
the next section.

Microscale correlations

For a given realization, we expect the spectrum of a
sparse system to show strong level repulsion as in the
dense case, see Fig. 4 for a qualitative illustration. As
we are going to discuss next, this microscale level struc-
ture is described by the Goldstone modes of the causal
symmetry breaking transition, i.e. the Q-modes of our
previous discussion, now operating in the sparse context.
Referring to Appendix C for a microscopic construc-

tion, the combined effect of microscale and collective fluc-
tuations affords a simple representation in terms of the
effective action

S[Q] = ln
〈
exp

(
−iπρ(ϵ)ω

2
str(Qτ3)

)〉
coll

, (25)

where the averaging is over the statistically distributed
spectral density ρ(ϵ) with variance (22). This action de-
scribes spectral correlations between levels ϵ ± ω, where
we assume ϵ ≫ ∆. (In view of the large fluctuations,
Eq. (23), there exists no edge that could be approached
with a precision set by ∆.)
There are different ways to extract information from

this representation. One is to integrate over the Gaussian
distribution of ρ with variance Eq. (22), to obtain the
averaged action

S[Q] = −iπ⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩ω
2
str(Qτ3) +

(πω⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩)2

16K
(str(Qτ3))

2.

(26)

One may then obtain the spectral correlation functions
by integration over the Q-matrices. Due to the high sym-
metry of the induced quadratic weight, this procedure
is not more difficult than the integration over Eq. (16).
However, an even more straightforward strategy is to first
integrate over Q in Eq. (25), i.e. to compute spectral
correlations for a given realization ρ(ϵ). As a result, one
obtains Eq. (3), which in a second step is averaged over
ρ(ϵ).
Either way, the result of these computations, is best

discussed in the language of the spectral form factor, i.e.
the temporal Fourier transform

K(τ) =

∫
ds eisτC(s) (27)



9

of the spectral correlation function expressed in the
energy-like dimensionless variable, s = πωρ. For Eq. (3),
we obtain the familiar result

K(τ) = τΘ(1− τ) + Θ(τ − 1),

comprising a linear ramp for τ < 1 followed by a plateau
for larger times.

We may now define the physical form factor
through Kphys(τ) ≡ πρ̄⟨K̃(t)⟩, where K̃(t) ≡∫
dω exp(iωt)⟨Cρ(ω)⟩ is the real time Fourier transform

of the correlation function (2) and the notation empha-
sizes that Cρ(ω) = C(ϵ1, ϵ2) depends on the difference
ω = ϵ1 − ϵ2, and on the center energy through ρ = ρ(ϵ).
In this way, we obtain

Kphys(τ) =

〈
⟨ρ⟩
ρ
K

(
τ
⟨ρ⟩
ρ

)〉
. (28)

The distribution (22) implies that ⟨ρ⟩/ρ is a random
variable with average unity, and variance var(⟨ρ⟩/ρ) =
1/(2K). The most visible influence of the average over
the distribution is a rounding, over scales ∼ K−1/2, of
the corner singularity of K(τ) at τ = 1, i.e. at physical
time scales of the order of the Heisenberg time ∼ ∆−1.
The principle here is that collective fluctuations of the

spectral density over large scales let the average level
spacing, and hence the oscillation period of the spectral
correlation functions at the smallest scales fluctuate as
well. The effects of this locking mechanism are witnessed,
e.g., by the rounding of the spectral form factor.

V. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In this section we compare the results discussed above
to exact diagonalization. We begin with a discussion of
the standard SYK model, and then consider a general-
ized variant where the interaction vertex couples q > 4
Majorana fermions.

SYK Model

Fig. 5 shows the near edge spectral density of SYK
models with N = 18, 22, 26 and 30 Majorana fermions.
(We increase in steps of 4 to keep the model in the unitary
symmetry class [23].) The red curves are fits to Eq. 24
in terms of two parameters, Γ and the overall prefactor
omitted in that formula. For increasingN , the agreement
becomes excellent and extends deeper into the spectrum.
We have also checked that for large N ≥ 30 and after
removal of the collective fluctuations of the edge position
Eq. (23), the distribution of individual systems follows
the sinh-profile of Eq. (24), see also Ref. [12].

Figure 7 shows the spectral correlations ⟨ρ(ϵ +
ω/2)ρ(ϵ−ω/2)⟩c near the edge, i.e. the correlation func-
tion (2) without the normalizing factor ∆2(ϵ). Panel (a)
shows data in a gray scale representation for an ensemble

of random matrices of dimension D = 28 and (b) for a
SYK model with N = 18, both averaged over 2 × 105

realizations. Upon approaching the edge, the spectral
density, and hence its moments, decrease as indicated by
the darkening of the color. The main difference between
the two correlation profiles is the ripple pattern visible in
the RMT case, (a). It is a consequence of the oscillatory
modulations of the near edge spectral density, Eq. (14),
which extends to the unnormalized correlation function.
Another way of stating the same is that the RMT corre-
lation function is given by Eq. (13), which only for ener-
gies well inside the spectrum, ϵi ≫ ∆0 asymptotes to the
sine kernel correlation function Eq. (3). Panels (c) and
(d) compound the spectral correlations averaged over the
center coordinates within the regions indicated by dotted
parallelograms in (a) and (b). The data show that both
the SYK model and a reference random matrix model
retain their sine kernel microscale correlations Eq. (3) in
the near edge region.

As discussed in the previous section, collective fluctu-
ations result in a rounding of the spectral form factor at
the Heisenberg time. This effect is most pronounced for
the Gaussian Symplectic Ensemble (GSE) where the form
factor diverges at this point. In Fig. 6, we illustrate this
for the connected spectral form factor of the q = 4 SYK
model for N = 20 (upper) and N = 28 (lower). The gray
solid curves represent the results for the unfolded SYK
spectra. They have been unfolded by means of the ex-
act Q-hermite spectral density corrected by an even 8th
order Hermite polynomial with coefficients fitted to the
ensemble averaged spectral density. This can be justified
from the observation that the spectral form factor is local
in the sense that only close pairs of eigenvalues result in
significant contributions. The exact data are compared
to the analytical result (27) with var(⟨ρ⟩/ρ) = 1/(2K)
and K(x) equal to the spectral form factor for the GSE.
The agreement is excellent.

Generalized SYK Model

An increasing of the number of random parameters in
a many-body system will eventually induce a crossover
between the spectral signatures of sparse and dense sys-
tems. To realize this phenomenon, we consider a variant
of the SYK Hamiltonian (17)

H =
∑

i1<i2<···<iq

Ji1,···iqχi1χi2 · · ·χiq , (29)

containing products of a variable number q ≥ 4 of Ma-
jorana operators. As before, we define the Gaussian
variance of the matrix elements through Eq. (18), with
σ = (i1, . . . , iq). The spectral density of the generalized
model can be calculated [12] by the same methods as in
the standard model (cf. Appendix B), and continues to
be given by Eq. (24) with, however, the constant η now
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FIG. 5. Left to right: Near edge spectral density of the SYK model with q = 4 and N = 18, 22, 26, 30. We obtain a
progressively better fit to Eq. (24) in terms of two fitting parameters Γ and the normalization prefactor (red curves). After
removal of fluctuations δϵ0 (see Eq. (23)), the sinh profile describes the spectral density for N ≥ 30. The number of realizations
here are 50, 000 for N = 18, 22 and 10, 000 for N = 26, 30, respectively, and fitting parameters for increasing N are
Γ = −3.62, −4.28, −4.96, −5.62.
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FIG. 6. Average connected spectral form factor for q = 4
SYK spectra (gray curves) for N = 20 (upper) and N = 28
which are in the GSE universality class. The results are com-
pared to the analytical GSE result with scale that fluctuates
according to a Gaussian with unit average and variance de-
termined by moments of the SYK Hamiltonian. The number
of realizations for N = 20 and N = 28 is 10,000 and 15,0000,
respectively.

generalized to

η =

(
N

q

)−1 q∑
r=0

(−1)q+r
(
q

r

)(
N − r

N − q

)
N≫q
≈ (−1)qe−

2q2

N .

Figure 8 shows the averaged DoS of SYK models with
increasing connectivity q = 4, 6, 8 for N = 18 (panels
(a-c)) and N = 22 (panels (e-g)). We observe a gradual
stiffening of the edge and the onset of oscillations which
for N = 18 and q = 8 lead to a profile similar to that
of a random matrix (panels (d) and (h) for comparison).
The onset of the spectrum given by E0 = 4σ/(1 − η)
(with σ the width of the spectrum) also approaches the
RMT value of 2σ. On general grounds, one expects the
crossover from sparse to dense spectral correlations to be
driven by the parameter λ ∼ q2/N . (The constant of
proportionality is of O(1) and depends on choice of the
variance of the coefficients Jσ.)

VI. APPLICATION: TWO-DIMENSIONAL
HOLOGRAPHY

While it had been known for a number of years that
low-dimensional quantum gravity has a close connec-
tion with matrix integrals [25], it has only been ap-
preciated more recently, that the matrix integrals oc-
curring in quantum gravity in fact may have their ori-
gin in chaotic dynamics. Early work mainly employed
matrix-model machinery as an elegant and efficient tool
to define a path integral of discrete triangulations of two-
dimensional ‘universes’. However, recently it has become
increasingly clear that the random matrices occurring
in these constructions in fact have an interpretation as
boundary Hamiltonians, in the sense of holographic du-
ality [4].
The prototypical example of such a correspondence be-

tween a two-dimensional theory of gravity and random-
matrix theory is the so-called JT-theory of gravity, which
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FIG. 7. Level-level correlation function ⟨ρ(ϵ1)ρ(ϵ2)⟩ for a random matrix ensemble (a) and the SYK model with q = 4,
both acting on Hilbert-spaces of dimension D = 28 [24]. Notice the oscillations of the average spectral density in the RMT
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result Eq. (3).

-1.05 -1 -0.95 -0.9

0/|!|

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

;
|!

|

(a)(a)(a)(a)

-1.05 -1 -0.95 -0.9

0/|!|

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

;
|!

|

(b)(b)(b)(b)

-1.05 -1 -0.95 -0.9

0/|!|

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

;
|!

|

(c)

-1.05 -1 -0.95 -0.9

0/|!|

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

;
|!

|

(d)(d)(d)(d)(d)

-1.05 -1 -0.95 -0.9

0/|!|

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

;
|!

|

(e)(e)(e)(e)

-1 -0.98 -0.96

0/|!|

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

;
|!

|

(f)(f)(f)(f)

-1 -0.98 -0.96

0/|!|

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

;
|!

|

(g)(g)(g)(g)

-1 -0.98 -0.96

0/|!|

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

;
|!

|

(h)(h)(h)(h)
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is perturbatively[26] dual to the ‘SSS matrix’ model [4].
The two-dimensional theory of gravity in question has a
semiclassical description starting with the action

SJT = −S0χ(M)− 1

2

∫
M

√
gϕ (R+ 2)− Sbdy , (30)

where g is the metric, and R the associated scalar curva-
ture. The scalar field ϕ is the so-called dilaton, which is
present as an extra degree of freedom in JT gravity, and
is best understood as a remnant of higher-dimensional
gravitational degrees of freedom if viewing JT gravity
as a dimensional reduction from higher dimensions [27].
The coefficient S0 defines the coupling to the Euler num-
ber χ (M) of the manifold M, the notation emphasizing
its identification with an entropy. (Within the frame-
work of the holographic correspondence, S0 is the exten-
sive ground-state entropy of the SYK model.) Finally,
the boundary action Sbdy ≡

∫
∂M du (K − 1) involves the

extrinsic curvature K of the boundary ∂M, whose de-
tails may be found for example in [4, 28]. It ensures that
the action (30) has a well-defined variational principle,
as well as a (renormalized) bulk-boundary dictionary.

The duality between (30) and a matrix integral of the
form ∫

dHe−VSSS(H) (31)

has the status of a holographic duality, similar in spirit to
the duality between N = 4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills
theory and type II string theory on AdS5×S5 [29] with
one major departure: while the original examples pro-
pose a duality between a fixed individual field theory,
namely N = 4 SYM, and a fixed individual bulk theory,
namely type IIB superstrings, the JT/SSS duality in fact
juxtaposes a (seemingly) fixed individual bulk theory (JT
gravity) with an ensemble of boundary theories, the SSS
matrix model with the interpretation that the matrix in-
tegral is in fact over boundary Hamiltonians. This has
spurred much activity attempting to reconcile these two
radically different examples of holographic duality, mo-
tivated by the possible implication that gravity might
microscopically be described by an average over theories,
rather than any specific theory. Without entering into
the details, which may be found e.g. in [4, 17, 30–34],
we may simply summarize the situation by posing the
question “is gravity dual to an ensemble?”. One way
to ease this tension between low- and high-dimensional
incarnations of the holographic principle, might be an
interpretation of the former as lower-dimensional reduc-
tions of higher-dimensional parent theories by integration
over hidden degrees of freedom. This view is supported,
e.g., by the explicit construction of Ref. [28], represent-
ing two-dimensional JT gravity as a reduction from a six-
dimensional (Calabi-Yau) theory in a manner resembling
an ensemble average.

Another possible way to reconcile these two points of
view would be to exhibit a fixed quantum mechanical the-
ory whose chaotic behavior is such that it is described by,

say, the SSS matrix model – or indeed any other exam-
ple of a matrix model with a gravitational dual in (bulk)
dimension two or three (see [35–37] for 3D examples)
– together with a suitable coarse-graining procedure for
low-energy gravity. For this purpose the dense-encoding
properties we have proposed above give a new discrimi-
natory criterion to distinguish potential quantum chaotic
theories that could give rise to the required averaged
physics.
“Natural” candidates for quantum boundary theories

in low-dimensional holographic duality would appear to
be many-body models subject to few-body random inter-
actions, such as models in the SYK family. Here the issue
is made more pressing by the fact that low-dimensional
holography unfolds close to the ground states of the the-
ories in question, i.e. precisely the region where the dif-
ferences between dense and sparse become most acute.
Before commenting further on this point, let us thus

briefly review how JT gravity produces results indicative
of such densely encoded random systems. This means
that we need to understand how spectral properties are
formulated in a gravitational language. The quickest way
to see spectral statistics expressed in terms of gravita-
tional quantities is via the calculation of multi-resolvent
correlators, which are encoded in certain geometries con-
tributing to the path integral with action (30) above,
following the original treatment in [4]. In fact, it is more
natural in holographic duality to instead work with the
Laplace transform and compute the partition function
Z(β) and its generalization to the multi-resolvent case.
We are therefore interested in computing quantities of
the type

Z(β1) · · ·Z(βn)
∣∣∣
JT
, (32)

given by spacetimes with n boundary circles of length
β1 . . . , βn, potentially connected to each other by the
bulk geometry. In this way, the density of states is related
to the JT path integral over surfaces with one boundary,
but arbitrary bulk topology

Z(β)
∣∣∣
JT

= (33)

Similarly, we may deduce the two-level correlation func-
tion from the path integral over two-boundary geometries
in JT gravity

Z(β1)Z(β2)
∣∣∣
JT

=

Returning to the spectral density we obtain the leading
answer from the disk partition function

Zdisk
Schw(β) =

e
π2

β√
16πα3β3

, (34)
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resulting in

ρ0(E) =
eS0

(2π)2
sinh

(
2π

√
E
)
, (35)

i.e. an expression equal to that of average spectral den-
sity of the SYK model Eq. (21) upon identifying the
present dimensionless E as the SYK energy measured in
units of the band width. However, a closer look reveals
differences rooted in the fact that JT is a dense system,
while SYK is sparse. These difference emerge, once we
push the expansion of the spectral density to one order
higher in powers of e−S0 , i.e. the torus topology indicated
in Eq. (33).

Referring to the original references [4, 38] for details,
the expansion of the inverse Laplace transform of Z(β)
defines a topological expansion of the resolvent R(z) =
tr(G(z)) of the dual matrix theory as

R(z) =

∞∑
g=0

Rg,1(z)

(eS0)2g−1
, (36)

where g labels the genera of surface geometries, and the
subscript ‘1’ in Rg,1 indicates that we are considering a
single boundary.

It has been shown [4, 38, 39] that the first terms of this
expansion read

RJT(z) = −eS0
sin(2πz)

4π
− e−S0

3 + 2π2z2

48z5
+O

(
e−3S0

)
.

Taking the imaginary part, we obtain the density of
states ρ(E) = − 1

π ImR(z)|z=√
E+i0 as

ρJT(E) = eS0
1

4π2
sinh

(
2π

√
E
)

(37)

+e−S0

(
1

16π
E−5/2 +

π

24
E−3/2

)
+O

(
e−2S0

)
.

To relate this expression to our earlier discussion of the
near edge spectral density predicted by the flavor ma-
trix model, we recall that the asymptotic scaling ρ(ϵ) =
c
π ϵ

1/2, defined the dimensionless expansion parameter

ϵ̃ = ϵc2/3, i.e. energy in units of the effective level spac-
ing. Comparison with Eq. (37) leads to c = eS0/2, and

hence ρJT(ϵ) = c2/3

π (ϵ̃1/2 + 1
32 ϵ̃

−5/2)+ . . . , i.e. agreement
with the expansion Eq. (12). The ellipses indicate con-
tributions proportional to e−αS0 ϵ̃β , subleading in powers
of the effective level spacing.

To summarize, both the matrix model and JT gravity
contain corrections to the leading order spectral density
∼ ϵ̃1/2 which can be captured by topological expansion.
In either case, the next-to-leading order terms, propor-
tional to ϵ−5/2 are described by terms of torus topol-
ogy, g = 1. While in the gravitational path integral,
these assume the form of a disk with a handle attached,
cf. Eq. (33), the corresponding matrix ribbon diagram
is shown in Fig. 11. Either way, these diagrams repre-
sent the leading order contributions to the expansion of

the oscillatory Airy spectral density Eq. (D10). However,
such contributions are absent in the spectral density of
the SYK model, and likely any sparse model for that
matter.
The division between dense gravitational bulk systems

and sparse quantum boundary theories also shows up in
probes of spectral correlations such as the form factor.
While the sparse form factor is subject to an average
over collective fluctuations, cf. Eq. (28) and Fig. 6, the
dense form factor is not.
This section has highlighted physical differences be-

tween the behavior of dense random matrix theories and
sparsely random quantum chaotic systems, such as the
SYK model. These results show that it seems unlikely
that there exist sparsely encoded random systems whose
chaotic signatures are compatible with those predicted
by bulk (pure) gravitational systems, such as JT gravity.
Indeed, the perturbative topological expansion of the lat-
ter is already known, [4], to be perturbatively equivalent
to that of a dense matrix model, and hence different to
that of a sparse quantum chaotic system. The analysis
here puts this observation on a more general footing: the
spectra of sparse systems are subject to collective fluc-
tuations not present in dense systems, and it would thus
appear challenging to model pure low-dimensional grav-
ity with a sparse boundary theory.

VII. DISCUSSION

In this paper we reasoned that the near-edge physics of
chaotic quantum systems generically falls into one of two
symmetry classes, sparse or dense. Which of these is re-
alized depends on the ratio between the number of a sys-
tem’s independent random parameters and the Hilbert
space dimension D, logarithmic vs. algebraic defining
the two cases sparse vs. dense, respectively. What both
classes have in common is a non-analytic vanishing of the
mean field (D → ∞) spectral density ρ̄(ϵ) ∼ ϵα, in line
with the interpretation of the edge as a symmetry break-
ing quantum critical point. However, they are described
by different near-edge effective ‘Ginzburg-Landau’ theo-
ries namely the Kontsevich matrix model (dense), and a
nonlinear sigma model modulated by a scalar fluctuation
field (sparse), respectively.
Dense systems maintain a quasi-crystalline degree of

stiffness throughout the spectrum, implying oscillatory
fine structures modulating the mean field spectral den-
sity. We discussed a number of different approaches re-
vealing these structures, namely supersymmetric matrix
integrals, diagrammatic perturbation theory, and gravi-
tational path integrals.
Conversely, in sparse systems a much smaller averag-

ing parameter space is responsible for large sample-to-
sample ‘collective’ fluctuations in the spectral density.
Individual system representatives still feature level re-
pulsion in a sequence terminating in an extremal energy
level. However, the position of these terminal points is
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subject to large fluctuations (in lnD ), generating tails
in the average spectral density and eradicating oscilla-
tory fine structures. We considered the SYK model as a
representative case study to demonstrate the statistically
independent presence of two channels of fluctuations, the
above collective fluctuations, and microscale fluctuations
reflecting level repulsion. As a precision test we consid-
ered the non-perturbative structure of the spectral form
factor and demonstrated parameter-free agreement be-
tween exact diagonalization and the predictions of the
two-fluctuation channel effective theory.

Finally, we reasoned that while typical few-body inter-
acting many-particle systems are sparse, low-dimensional
gravity is dense. This observation is troubling inasmuch
as it appears to limit the scope of the holographic cor-
respondence between gravitational bulks and quantum
boundary theories realized in terms of ‘natural’ many
body systems. This disparity must likely be seen in the
context of the still somewhat mysterious status of the en-

semble average in low-dimensional holography and calls
further study.
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Appendix A: Matrix theory details

For the sake of completeness, we here review the con-
struction of the ‘flavor dual’ of a Gaussian distributed
‘color’ random matrix model (for a more detailed discus-
sion, see Ref. [2]). We consider an ensemble of Gaus-
sian distributed random Hamiltonians, H = {Hµν},
µ, ν = 1, . . . , D with second moment

⟨HµνHν′µ′⟩ ≡ λ2

D
δµµ′δνν′ . (A1)

Our starting point is the Gaussian integral

Z(ϵ̂) =

∫
dψ ⟨exp(−S[H,ψ, ])⟩ ,

S[H,ψ] ≡ iψ̄(ϵ̂−H)ψ, (A2)

where ψ = {ψαµ}, α = (a, s) are complex commuting

(ψb,s) or Grassmann valued ( ψf,s ) integration variables.
In this way it is guaranteed that for ϵb,s = ϵf,s the inte-
gral is unit-normalized. The conjugate variable ψ̄ ≡ ψ†τ3
contains a Pauli matrix in the space of advanced and re-
tarded indices (Im ϵ̂ = iδτ3) safeguarding the convergence
of the integral. (For Grassmann variables, convergence is
not an issue and ψ† a symbol for a variable independent
of ψ.)
Integrating over the H-ensemble, we obtain a quartic

action

Z(ϵ̂) =

∫
dψ exp

(
iψ̄ϵ̂ψ − λ2

2D
str(B2)

)
, (A3)

where the bilinear B ≡ τ
1/2
3 ψµψ̄µτ

1/2
3 . We decouple this

term by a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation, and do
the Gaussian integral over ψ to arrive at

Z(ϵ̂) =
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dA exp(−S[A]),

S[A] ≡ D

(
1

2λ2
strA2 + str ln(ϵ̂−A)

)
, (A4)

where A = {Aαβ} is a four-dimensional graded matrix.
The global factor D upfront invites a stationary phase

analysis. We first seek a solution for identical energy
arguments, ϵ̂ = E + iδτ3, except for the important imag-
inary increment ±iδ. The variational equation δAS[Ā] =
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Ā =
λ2

ϵ+ iδτ3 − Ā
⇒ Ā =

E

2
− iτ3λ

(
1−

(
E

2λ

)2
) 1

2
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where the sign of δ determines the branch of the square
root function. For decreasing energy, E, the magnitude
of the symmetry breaking imaginary part diminishes, and
eventually vanishes at the spectral edges E = −2λ. The
edge theory is obtained by expansion of the action in
fluctuations A → Ā + A around the lower edge config-
uration, Ā = −E/2 = λ [43]. Re-introducing a matrix
of general near-edge energy configurations, ϵ̂ → 2λ + ϵ̂,
an expansion to leading order in fluctuations, then leads

to S[A] = −Dstr
(
ϵ̂A
λ2 + A3

3λ3

)
, and a final rescaling A →

A
√
λ brings the action into the form of Eq. (9) with the

coupling constant c = D/λ3/2.

Appendix B: Collective spectral fluctuations from
chord diagrams

Referring to Ref. [21] detailed discussion, we here re-
view how the average spectral density of the SYK model,
and its collective fluctuations are described in perturba-
tion theory. To start with, consider the configurational
average of a single resolvent, formally expanded in the
Hamiltonian

⟨trG(z)⟩ =
∑
l

z−2l+1⟨trF (H2l)⟩. (B1)

We now average over the distribution (18) of the coupling
coefficients to generate a series, which up to fourth order
reads as

⟨trG(z)⟩ = D

z
+

1

z3
⟨trF (H2)⟩+ 1

z5
⟨trF (H4)⟩+ . . .

=
D

z
+

γ2

z3K

∑
σ

trF (X
2
σ)

+
γ4

z5K2

∑
σσ′

trF (X
2
σX

2
σ′ +XσX

2
σ′Xσ +XσXσ′XσXσ′)

=
D

z
+
Dγ2

z3
+
Dγ4

z5

2 +
1

K2

∑
σ,σ′

sσ,σ′

 , (B2)

with the sign factors defined through XσXσ′ =
sσ,σ′Xσ′Xσ, and where

γ =

(
6KJ2

N3

) 1
2

≈ N1/2J

2
. (B3)

These few terms (cf. Fig. 9 for a visualization) already il-
lustrate the principles of the perturbative analysis: at 2nd

order in the expansion, we have (2n − 1)!! contractions,
leading to different combinations, . . . XσXσ′Xσ′′ . . . ,
with pairwise occurrences of . . . Xσ . . . Xσ . . . . Reorder-
ing them to make use of the self-annihilation X2

σ = 1,
we need to permute operators XσXσ′ (cf. diagram
(2c), or the last term in the third line of the above
second order expansion) which introduces sign factors
K−2

∑
σσ′ sσ,σ′ = 1 − O(N−1), where the deviation of

O(N−1) is due to the few configurations where σ and σ′

have an odd number of Majoranas in common, and hence
anti-commute.

FIG. 9. Chord diagrams of zeroth (0), second (1), and quartic
order (2a-c) in H contributing to the average spectral den-
sity. Diagram (f) describes the leading order contribution to
the collective fluctuations, where the solid lines represent the
summation of all diagrams contributing to the average spec-
tral density.

Ignoring these corrections, the expansion assumes
the form of an asymptotic series, ⟨trG(z)⟩ ≃
D
z

∑
n(γ/z)

2n(2n−1)!!. Its combinatorial divergence can
be dealt with by Borel resummation [43], i.e. we use the

identity (2n− 1)!! = (2π)−1/2
∫
dt e−t

2/2t2n, to represent
the result as

⟨trG(z)⟩ ≈ D√
2πz

∫
dt e−

t2

2
1

1− (γt2/z)2

= − iD
√
π√

2γ
exp

(
− z2

2γ2

)
,

where we assumed Im z > 0. With the identification
z = ϵ+, we conclude that to leading order in an N−1-
expansion, the spectral density is Gaussian. The inclu-
sion of corrections due to the above commutators requires
more work [12] and leads to the result (19).
Finally, fluctuations of the DoS are described by the

diagram (f), where the fat lines represent the summation
of all chords contributing to the average ⟨ρ⟩. Relative
to these, chords connecting between the two propagators
come at the expense of missing factors K ≫ 1, implying
that it is sufficient to work to the lowest non-vanishing
order, two connecting chords.
Following Ref. [44] the computation of this diagram

yields

var(ρ(ϵ)) ≈ 1

2K
[∂ϵϵρ(ϵ)]

2. (B4)

To see this, consider the formal expansion Eq. (B1)
and note that non-vanishing diagrams ⟨tr(Hk)tr(Hm)⟩2cc
have both of the connecting chords (2cc) locked to the
same four-Majorana index Jσ = Jσ′ . Otherwise, the



17

leading order contribution to each individual product
Hk and Hm contains the unpaired Majorana operators
Xσ and Xσ′ implying vanishing of their traces. Noting
that H contains a summation over K four-Majorana in-
dices, this rationale leads to [21], ⟨tr(Hk)tr(Hm)⟩2cc ≈
km
2K ⟨tr(Hk)⟩⟨tr(Hm)⟩, where the combinatorial factor ac-
counts for the possibilities of choosing two connecting
chords within each trace, k

2 × m
2 , and the two ways of

connecting the later. Using this approximation in the
expansion Eq. (B1), the estimate Eq. (B4) follows.

Linearizing on the other hand ρξ(ϵ) =
1

1+ξρ
(

ϵ
1+ξ

)
in

the spectral shift parameter, ρξ(ϵ) ≈ ρ(ϵ)− ξ∂ϵϵρ(ϵ), one
finds

var(ρ(ϵ)) ≈ var(ξ)[∂ϵϵρ(ϵ)]
2, (B5)

indicating that var(ξ) = 1/(2K). Finally, neglecting
contributions from derivatives of the DoS one arrives at
Eq. (22) stated in the main text.

Appendix C: Effective matrix theory of the SYK
model

1. Derivation of the matrix action

We here derive the effective matrix action Eq. (25) de-
scribing the SYK model after ensemble averaging [13].
Our starting point is again the Gaussian integral rep-
resentation Eq. (A2), only that the Hamiltonian is now
the SYK Hamiltonian H = {Hnm} in a first quantized
representation (i.e. interpreted as a matrix acting in a
D-dimensional Fock space, F , in the fermion occupation
number basis {|n⟩}) and the averaging is over the Gaus-
sian distributed coupling constants Ja in Eq. (17). Doing
the averaging, we obtain an action as in Eq. (A3), where
the B-dependent part now assumes the form

3J2

N3

∑
σ

STr(BXσBXσ), Bmn = τ
1
2
3 ψmψ̄nτ

1
2
3 . (C1)

Here, (Xσ)mn represent the Majorana quartets Xσ in
Eq. (17) in terms of D-dimensional matrices, and the
trace STr ≡ trF str extends over both Fock-color and
flavor space. We note that the sparsity of the random-
ness shows in two complications: we generate a sum over
a large number of quartic terms indexed by the O(N4) la-
bels σ, and the building blocks B no longer are ‘color sin-
glets’, but possess matrix structure in both color/Hilbert
space (m-indices), and flavor space (the α-indices implicit
in ψ).

To mitigate the first of these problems, we use that [13]
every matrix O = {Onm} in D = 2N/2-dimensional Fock
space (we here consider the entire Fock space of N/2
fermions, including both parity sectors) can be expanded
in the basis of D2 matrices Xµ ≡ χµ1

χµ2
. . . , where the

multi-index µ runs through all of the 2N = D2 possi-
ble combinations labeling distinct Majorana monomials,

1, χi, χiχj , . . . . (We reserve the subscript σ for matrices
Xσ containing the fixed number of 4 operators, as in the
SYK Hamiltonian.) This expansion reads as [13]

O =
1

D
1
2

∑
µ

oµXµ, oµ =
1

D
1
2

trF (OX
†
µ),

where we used the orthogonality relation trF (XµX
†
ν) =

δµνD, and the coefficients mµ = {mαβ
µ } are matrices in

flavor space.
As a direct consequence of this representation change

we obtain a decoupling identity similar to a Fierz trans-
form [12],∑

σ

trF (OXσOXσ) =
1

D

∑
µ

∑
σ

trF (XµXσXµXσ) o
2
µ.

(C2)

Defining two sign factors through sµ = XµXµ and
XνXµ = sν,µXµXν , we have trF (XµXσXµXσ) =
Dsσ,µsµ and with

Sµ ≡ 1

K

∑
σ

sσ,µ, (C3)

the trace identity assumes the form∑
σ

STr (OXσOXσ) = K
∑
µ

sµSµo
2
µ.

We now apply this identity to the case where O →
(3J2N−3)1/2B contains our bilinears in Eq. (C1) with
their internal flavor matrix structure. As a result, we
obtain

3J2

N3
STr(BXσBXσ) =

3J2K

N3

∑
µ

sµSµstr(b
2
µ) ≡ S[b].

This representation is advantageous, in that it contains
the essential structure governing the expansion of the
theory – the sign factors Sµ describing the degree of non-
commutativity of general Majorana monomials Xµ with
the quartets appearing in the Hamiltonian via Eq. (C3)
– as Gaussian weights. However, it still contains the in-
tegration variables, in quartic order, via the bilinears bµ.
To remedy this latter problem, we perform a Hubbard-

Stratonovich decoupling in terms of D2 matrices aµ =

{aαβµ }. Using that str(aµbµ) = ψ̄τ
1
2
3 aµτ

1
2
3 ψ, it is straight-

forward to show that

e−S[b] =

∫
Dae−

1
2

∑
µ sµS

−1
µ str(a2µ)−iγψ̄Aψ,

where A = 1√
D

∑
µXµaµ, Da =

∏
µ daµ, the coeffi-

cient γ is defined in Eq. (B3), and we approximated
K ≈ N4/4!. Finally, the integration over the now
quadratic ψ-dependence gets us to the effective action

S[a] =
1

2

∑
µ

sµS
−1
µ str(a2µ) + STr ln (ϵ̂+ γA) , (C4)
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where the trace of the logarithm extends over both color
and flavor space.

So far, all manipulations have been exact. As with
the Gaussian distributed matrix model, the action de-
scribing the ensemble average over SYK Hamiltonians
assumes the form of a quadratic term plus a tr ln. A sta-
tionary phase approximation [13] would then lead to a
quadratic equation, and the prediction of a semicircular
spectral density. While this result is qualitatively cor-
rect in the band center, it fails at the band edge. The
problem with the stationary phase approach is that in
the sparse system, we have a large number of integration
degrees of freedom in addition to the single Fock-space
homogeneous Goldstone mode a0. While these may be
individually ‘massive’, they do determine the profile of
the spectral density, and in particular describe the col-
lective spectral fluctuations discussed in the main text.

2. Collective spectral fluctuations from the matrix
action

In the following, we show how to describe the joint
effect of microscale correlations (the mode a0) and col-
lective fluctuations (all other modes aµ̸=0) in a unified
manner starting from Eq. (C4). We note that many of
the concepts applied here to the SYK model were pio-
neered in the paper [43].

For this purpose, it will be sufficient to start from a
simplified version of the integral in which we work only
with the s = +1 sector. We consider Eq. (10) at α =
1, or ϵ1 = ϵ+1 and represent the derivative in ϵ1 at the
symmetric point ϵ+1 = ϵ+3 ≡ ϵ+, as ∂κ|κ=0, where ϵ̂ →
ϵ+12 + κP , and Pαβ = δα1δβ1 is a projector onto the
first of the four flavor indices. An expansion to the first
order in P then is equivalent to taking the derivative.
With this replacement, and z = ϵ+ we consider

the expression G+(z) = ∂κ|κ=0Z(κ), where Z(κ) =
⟨exp (−STr ln (z + κP + γA))⟩, and

⟨. . . ⟩ =
∫
Dae−

1
2

∑
µ sµS

−1
µ str(a2µ)(. . . ).

We aim to understand how the expansion in γ relates
to the chord diagram expansion of the spectral density
reviewed in section B. With Gκ ≡ (z+κP )−1, we obtain
Z = Z(0) + Z(2) + Z(4) + . . . , where

Z(0)(κ) = exp(−STr ln(Gκ)),

Z(2)(κ) =
γ2

2

〈
(STr(GκA))

2 + STr((GκA)
2)
〉
,

Z(4)(κ) =
γ4

4

〈
STr((GκA)

2)(STr(GκA))
2 + STr((GκA)

4)
〉
.

(The application of the Wick contraction outlined be-
low to fourth-order combinations such as (STr(GκA))

4

or STr(GκA)STr(GκA)
3 leads to products of supertraces

STr(. . . )STr(. . . ) . . . , instead of a single STr. After ex-
pansion to first order in P we are left with factors

STr(G0). The proportionality of G0 to unity in graded
space implies the vanishing of these terms.) We next
need to compute the integrals over the Gaussian weight,
and to this end we use a Wick contraction formula for
the 2× 2-matrices aµ, which can be checked by straight-
forward computation

⟨str(aµXaνY )⟩ = δµνSµsµ str(X)str(Y ),

⟨str(aµX)str(aνY )⟩ = δµνSµsµ str(XY ).

We also note that the proportionality Gκ ∝ 1F implies
STr(GκA) = D1/2str(Gκa0). With these auxiliary identi-
ties, we find Z(0) → −Dz−1κ, where the arrow stands for
the first order expansion in κ, and we noted str(P ) = 1.

The first order term becomes Z(2) = γ2

2 D str(G2
κ) →

−Dγ2

z3 κ, where we used S0 = s0 = 1. Finally, the sec-
ond order term yields

Z(4) =
γ4

4
str(G4

κ)(
2D +

∑
µν

sµsνSµSν
1

D2
trF (XµXνXµXν)

)
→

→ −γ
4κ

z5

(
2D +

1

D

∑
µν

sµsνSµSνsµ,ν

)
.

Using the definition (C3) one can verify that∑
µν sµsνSµSνsµ,ν = D2

K2

∑
σ,σ′ sσ,σ′ . With these results,

we find that the expansion of the resolvent in a-mode fluc-
tuations, ⟨G(z)⟩ = ∂κZ(κ) is identical to that in chord
diagrams, Eq. (B2). More generally, it is straightfor-
ward to verify that the Wick contraction ⟨STr(XAY A)⟩
of a-insertions is equivalent to the insertion of an H-
contraction between the Fock space matrices X and Y .
The conclusion here is that individual a-contractions

represent the chord lines of the original SYK model.
At the same time, it is not possible to compute the a-
integrals to arbitrary order and in closed form. Instead,
we here adopt a pragmatic approach. Consider the inte-
gration organized in such a way that we integrate over
fluctuations diagonal in causal space, ass, first. In a sec-
ond step, we then consider ass̄, anticipating that generic
fluctuations coupling between different causal branches
are suppressed in powers of K, cf. the reasoning at the
end of Appendix B. The exception to this rule are the
modes a+−

0 and a−+
0 , isotropic in Hilbert space, which

require a separate treatment. Turning back to the modes
ass, it is straightforward, if tedious, to check that the ex-
pansion of the tr ln, followed by integration against the
Gaussian weight, reproduces the chord diagram expan-
sion. (As it should, so far, no approximations have been
made.) This observation has two consequences: first, af-
ter resummation, the resolvent Green function (i.e. the
formal inverse of the operator under the logarithm) is
dressed by a ‘self energy’ whose imaginary part carries a
sign factor (−1)s. This is the formal statement of sym-
metry breaking. From a theory with infinitesimal isδ,
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we proceed to one with finite difference between the re-
tarded and advanced contour. Second, the imaginary
part of that Green function yields the cord diagram spec-
tral density, discussed above.

On this basis, we may then proceed to the integra-
tion over the modes a+−

0 and a−+
0 . Being isotropic in

color space and off-diagonal in s-space they are the Gold-
stone modes of the above symmetry breaking and must
be treated non-perturbatively. To this end, we introduce
an off-diagonal 4× 4 matrix zero mode generator W , de-
fined to anti-commute with the symmetry breaking ma-
trix, [W, τ3]+ = 0. With T = exp(W ), we change vari-
ables, a0 → T (a++

0 ⊕a−−
0 )T−1. Likewise, aµ → TaµT

−1,
for all Hilbert space inhomogeneous modes, µ ̸= 1. In this
representation, the Goldstone mode generators enter in
a form conceptually similar to that of a rotation degree
of freedom in a symmetry broken ferromagnetic phase
(small energy differences, ω playing the role of a symme-
try breaking magnetic field, in this analogy). Furthering
this analogy, we substitute the new representation into
(C4), and turn to a rotated frame,

S[a, T ] =
1

2

∑
µ

sµS
−1
µ str(a2µ) + STr ln

(
T−1ϵ̂T + γA

)
,

(C5)

where we noted the T -independence of the Gaussian
weight, and the matrix a0 now excludes the off-diagonal
sector. Formally defining the effective Goldstone mode
action by an integral over the ‘radial degrees of freedom’,

exp(−S[T ]) ≡ ⟨exp(−STr ln
(
T−1ϵ̂T + γA

)
)⟩,

where the angular brackets denote integration over the
Gaussian weight, as before, we now consider the limit
ϵ̂ ≡ ϵ1 + ω̂, where the entries |ωα| ∼ ρ−1 of the ex-
plicitly symmetry breaking matrix ω̂ are of the order
of the average level spacing. With T−1ϵ̂T = ϵ1 +
T−1ω̂T , a first order expansion in ω̂ yields exp(−S[T ]) ≈〈
exp(−iSTr

(
Im (G[A])T−1ω̂T

)
)
〉
, with G[A] = (ϵ +

γA)−1. We now apply the above principle, and interpret
ImtrF (G[A]) = πρ(ϵ) τ3 as the realization specific spec-
tral density, and ⟨. . . ⟩ as the average over realizations.
(As illustrated above, this identification can be checked
by explicit expansion in a-fluctuations.)
Since the fluctuations rms(ρ(ϵ)) of the spectral density

are small compared to the average ⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩ in the parameter
K, we may approximate

S[T ] = −iπ⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩ str(τ3T−1ω̂T )

+
π2 var(ρ(ϵ))

2
(str(τ3T

−1ω̂T ))2.

Substitution of Q = Tτ3T
−1, ω̂ = ω

2 τ3, and of Eq. (22)
then leads to Eq. (25).

Appendix D: Near edge spectral statistics

In this Appendix, we provide details on the applica-
tion of the Kontsevich model Eq. (9) to the analysis of the

near-edge spectrum. We first consider the full model with
four-dimensional A-matrices to compute spectral corre-
lations, and then reduce to a simpler two-dimensional
variant to obtain the average spectral density.

1. Spectral correlations

We consider the action (9) with the energy matrix de-
fined as ϵ̂ = diag(ϵ+1 , ϵ

−
2 , ϵ

+
3 , ϵ

−
4 ) = ϵ + 1

2ωτ3 + ασ3τ3,

where τ3 = {(−1)s+1δss′} acts in graded space, and
σ3 = {(−1)a+1δaa′} in causal space. From this represen-
tation, the full two-point correlation function, including
disconnected contributions,

K(ϵ1, ϵ2) = ⟨ρ(ϵ1)⟩⟨ρ(ϵ2)⟩+ C(ϵ1, ϵ2), (D1)

with C(ϵ1, ϵ2) ≡ R2(ϵ1, ϵ2)/∆
2(ϵ), defined in Eq. (2) is

obtained by differentiation,

K(ϵ1, ϵ2) ∝ ∂2αZ(ϵ̂)|α=0, (D2)

from the partition sum Eq. (7), where we postpone the
fixation of numerical prefactors to the final step of the
computation.

Exploiting the symmetries of the action, we will com-
pute the A-integral in a polar representation,

A = iRPR−1, P =

(
P+

P−

)
, P s =

(
zs

−ws
)
,

(D3)

where the rotations R contain all Grassmann variables,
and the factor i is introduced such that the integration
contours of the four radial coordinates z±, w± are along
the real axis, with an infinitesimal shift into the upper
complex half-plane for convergence. In this parameteri-
zation, the generating function becomes

Z(ϵ̂) =

∫
dPJ2

P e
ic str( 1

3P
3−ϵP )

∫
dR e−ic str(R

−1XRP ),

(D4)

where X = 1
2ωτ3 + ασ3τ3, dP =

∏
s dz

sdws,

JP ∝ (z+ − z−)(w+ − w−)

(z+ + w+)(z− + w−)(z+ + w−)(z− + w+)
(D5)

is the supersymmetric generalization of the Vandermonde
determinant, and dR the Haar measure on the group of
unitary supermatrices, U(2|2).
The result of the R-integral is given by the Itzykson-

Zuber identity[45],∫
dR e−ic str(R

−1XRP ) =
det(e−icX

bszs
′
) det(e−icX

fsws′

)

JXJP
,

(D6)

with Xas, a = b, f, the diagonal elements of X and

JX ∝ (ω + 2α)(ω − 2α)

α2ω(ω − 2α)
→ α−2,
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where the arrow indicates that we need to retain only
contributions to Z(α) of O(α2). Both, the determi-
nant JP , and the determinantal factors featuring in the
numerator of Eq. (D6) are antisymmetric functions in
the variables z± and w±, respectively. We may exploit

this structure to replace the latter as det(e−icX
bszs

′

) →
e−ic tr(X

bPb). (The anti-symmetrization implied by mul-
tiplication with JP restores the determinant.) Proceed-
ing in the same way with the fermionic determinant,
the numerator of Eq. (D6) is replaced by the factor
exp(−ic str(XP )) → exp(− icω

2 str(Pτ3)), where the ar-
row indicates that we have already used up our two
powers of α in the factor JX and hence may reduce
X → ωτ3/2. Tidying up, and using Eq. (D2), we ob-
tain

K(ω) ∝
∫
dPJP e

ic str( 1
3P

3−ϵP−ω
2 Pτ3)∫

dP JP e
ic(S(z)+S(w)),

with

S(x) =
∑
s

(
1

3
xs3 −

(
ϵ+ s

ω

2

)
xs
)
.

To proceed, we note that

JP ∝ 1

(z+ + w+)(z− + w−)
− 1

(z+ + w−)(z− + w+)
,

express these fractions as integrals,

1

iX
=

∫ ∞

0

dt e−itX , (D7)

and recall the integral-representation of the Airy-function

Ai(x) =

∫
dz ei(

1
3 z

3+xz). (D8)

With this we arrive at the final expression

K(ϵ1, ϵ2) = c
4
3

(
KAi(x1, x1)KAi(x2, x2)−K2

Ai(x1, x2)
)
,

(D9)

where x1,2 ≡ −c 2
3 ϵ1,2, we reinstalled a normalization fac-

tor,

KAi(x, y) ≡
Ai(x)Ai′(y)−Ai(y)Ai′(x)

x− y
, (D10)

is the Airy kernel, and we used the integral representation
KAi(x, y) =

∫∞
0
dtAi(x+ t)Ai(y + t).

2. Average spectral density

The average spectral density can be calculated from a
reduced Kontsevich model in terms of two-dimensional

(super)matrices [17]. Choosing ϵ̂ = ϵ+ ασ3, we use that
ρ(ϵ) ∝ ∂αZ(ϵ̂)|α=0. Here, Z(ϵ̂) is given by Eq. (7), where
the integration is over two-dimensional matrices lacking
a causal structure. We parameterize these as

A = iRPR−1, P =

(
z

−w

)
, (D11)

to obtain Eq. (D4), where now X = ασ3, dP = dzdw, dR
is the Haar measure of U(1|1), and JP ∝ (z+w)−1. Inte-
gration over the unitary supergroup the Itzykson-Zuber
integral identity with JX ∝ 1/α gives

ρ(ϵ) ∝
∫
dP JP e

ic(S(z)+S(w)), (D12)

where S(x) = 1
3x

3 − ϵx. We again represent JP an inte-
gral, Eq. (D7), recall the integral representation Eq. (D8)
of the Airy function, and use that

KAi(x, x) = −xAi2(x) +
(
Ai′(x)

)2
. (D13)

(This identity follows from the fact that Ai solves the
Airy differential equation, y′′ − xy = 0 and Taylor ex-
pansion in Eq.(D10).) Upon restoring normalization, this

leads to ρ(ϵ) = c
2
3KAi(x) which is Eq. (11). We may also

use this result to remove the disconnected terms in the
definition Eq. (D1), i.e. the first two terms in the result
(D9), and arrive at Eq. (13) for the connected correlation
function.

Appendix E: Kontsevich matrix model

In this appendix, we apply diagrammatic perturbation
theory to compute the spectral density of the Kontse-
vich matrix model defined by Eq. (7) and Eq. (9) with
c = es0/2. The parameter controlling this expansion is
ϵ̃1/2 = ϵ1/2c1/3 ≫ 1, cf. Eq. (11), and we will push the
expansion to next to leading order beyond the mean field
result ⟨ρ(ϵ)⟩ ∼ ϵ̃ ∼ ϵ1/2. As stated in the main text,
the purpose of this exercise is to develop some intuition
for the matrix-theory scattering processes responsible for
generating structure in the spectral density.
The spectral density is calculated via Eq. (1) and

Eq. (10) from a functional integral with 2 × 2-matrices
(No retarded-advanced structure is required for the com-
putation of the average spectral density) as

ρ(ϵ) =
1

π
Im ∂ϵb

∣∣
ϵb=ϵf

Z(ϵ̂),

where ϵ̂ = diag(ϵb, ϵf). From the stationary phase analy-
sis in section III B for this action we obtain

Z(ϵ̂) = e
2ic
3 str(ϵ̂3/2)

∫
dA exp

(
c str

(
iϵ̂1/2A2 +

1

3
A3

))
.

(E1)

The matrix structure of A is defined in Eq. (8). For
ϵb = ϵf, str(ϵ̂3/2) = 1, and the integral over A
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is unit-normalized due to supersymmetry [2]. With
∂ϵb |ϵb=ϵf ϵ̂α = αϵα−1Pb and Pb = diag(1, 0) a projector
onto the boson subspace, the differentiation of the inte-
gral then yields

ρ(ϵ) =
c2/3

π

(
ϵ̃1/2 +

1

2ϵ̃1/2
Re⟨str(A2Pb)⟩

)
,

where

⟨. . . ⟩ =
∫
dA exp

(
str(iϵ̃1/2A2 +A3)

)
(. . . ),

and we rescaled, A → Ac−1/3, to isolate our expan-
sion parameter ϵ̃. To compute the fluctuation con-
tribution, we define the Gaussian average, ⟨. . . ⟩0 =∫
dA exp(iϵ̃1/2strA2)(. . . ), and note the following Wick

contraction rules (see Fig. 10)

⟨str(AXAY )⟩0 =
i

2ϵ̃1/2
str(X) str(Y ),

⟨str(AX) str(AY )⟩0 =
i

2ϵ̃1/2
str(XY ).

With these identities, we obtain ⟨str(PbAA)⟩0 ∝

FIG. 10. Diagrammatic representation of the Wick contrac-
tion rules of the A-matrix theory. Physically, the gray shaded
areas correspond to ladder series of sequential scatterings off
the random Hamiltonian [46].

str(Pb)str(1) = 0, and so we need to expand the action
in its nonlinearity. The first non-vanishing contribution
is given by

⟨str(A2Pb)⟩ ≈
1

2 · 32
⟨str(A2Pb)(str(A

3))2⟩0 =

=
1

16ϵ̃2
,

where the above diagrammatic code implies the ’orbit
representation’ shown in Fig. 11. Substituting this result
into the formula for the spectral density, we obtain

ρ(ϵ̃) ≈ c2/3

π

(
ϵ̃1/2 +

1

32ϵ̃5/2

)
With the identification ∆0 = c2/3 this agrees with the ex-
pansion Eq. (12). However, we now have a diagrammatic
interpretation of the leading order correction in terms of
the two-loop diagram shown in Fig. 11, which we will
compare to the expansion of the gravitational path inte-
gral in section VI.
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FIG. 11. The leading fluctuation diagram modifying the mean
field spectral density. Note the torus topology of this dia-
gram: while its representation on a sheet of paper necessar-
ily contains line crossings, a non-crossing representation on a
torus is possible. Also note the resemblance to the diagrams
of appearing in, e.g., the periodic orbit theory of quantum
chaos [47]. However, while these describe the co-propagation
of amplitudes of different causality, we here have single self-
retracing loops whose existence is tied to the spectral edge.
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