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Inspired by recent developments in the study of the model of double

scaled SYK (DSSYK), as elucidated in a recent paper, we embark on a

re-evaluation of the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model. Our motivation

stems from the insights gained from the DSSYK model, particularly its

ability to capture essential features of quantum dynamics and gravita-

tional effects. In this work, we delve into the SYK model, uncovering

precise solutions for the two-point function and self-energy that have

not been previously reported. Building upon the advancements made

in particle physics phenomenology, we extend the SYK model to en-

compass tensor field theory. Through the incorporation of a cutoff term

to ensure convergence, we substantially advance our understanding of

quantum many-body physics. Our investigation extends to experimen-

tal parameter estimation and the exploration of cutoff dependency in

random couplings, providing invaluable insights into system dynamics.

The introduction of a novel tensor field theory replaces conventional

fermionic degrees of freedom with tensorial counterparts, leading to

the discovery of intriguing phase transition phenomena characterized

by a first-order transition. Furthermore, we elucidate a direct linear re-

lationship between the coupling parameter and the cutoff scale. These

findings not only shed light on emergent behavior across both high-

energy physics and condensed matter systems but also pave the way

http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.19029v2
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for further theoretical and experimental exploration, inspired by the

recent advancements in the SYK model.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the realm of condensed matter physics, the quest to understand emergent

phenomena and complex behaviors in strongly correlated systems has been a

longstanding challenge. Traditional approaches, grounded in lattice models

and perturbative techniques, have provided valuable insights but often fall

short in capturing the full richness of quantum many-body systems. In recent

decades, the application of field theoretical models has emerged as a powerful
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tool for addressing these challenges, offering a versatile framework to describe

the collective behavior of particles and degrees of freedom in condensed matter

systems.

One notable milestone in this endeavor was the introduction of the SYK

model, which marked a paradigm shift in our understanding of strongly cor-

related quantum systems1,2. Originally proposed as a theoretical model in

condensed matter physics , the SYK model unexpectedly found profound ap-

plications in high-energy physics, particularly in the context of holography

and the AdS/CFT correspondence. For our reference, the Hamiltonian of the

SYK model is given by:

H =
∑

i<j<k<l

Jijklχiχjχkχl (1)

Here, H denotes the Hamiltonian operator, χi represents Majorana fermion

operators, and Jijkl denotes random couplings between four distinct Majorana

fermions. The summation is performed over all possible quartets of Majo-

rana fermions, capturing the all-to-all random interactions characteristic of

the SYK model.

The SYK model, characterized by its non-Fermi liquid behavior and chaotic

dynamics, provided a concrete example of a holographic dual in which a

strongly interacting quantum system could be exactly mapped to a gravi-

tational theory in higher-dimensional spacetime.

At the core of contemporary theoretical physics lies the Maldacena conjec-

ture, also known as the AdS/CFT correspondence3. This conjecture posits a

deep equivalence between certain quantum field theories, specifically confor-

mal field theories (CFTs), and gravitational theories in Anti-de Sitter space

(AdS). In essence, it suggests that studying the dynamics of a strongly inter-

acting quantum system in a lower-dimensional space is mathematically equiv-

alent to exploring the behavior of gravitational fields in a higher-dimensional

curved spacetime. This duality has profound implications for understanding

the fundamental principles of quantum gravity and the nature of spacetime

itself.
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The SYK model’s success as an exact solvable model of holography has

opened a new window into the AdS/CFT correspondence , offering fresh in-

sights into the fundamental nature of spacetime and quantum gravity. Its

simplicity and universality have sparked intense research activity, leading to

a plethora of theoretical developments and experimental investigations across

different branches of physics4.

In recent years, the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model has garnered signifi-

cant attention, sparking numerous publications that delve into its theoretical

and experimental implications across diverse branches of physics5-33. In34, a

comprehensive investigation into Brownian DSSYK is conducted, presenting a

thorough solution. Notably, an emergent energy conservation phenomenon is

discovered, showcasing a remarkable feature independent of the double-scaling

limit. The paper35 explores the nature of one-sided observables within the

framework of DSSYK, particularly focusing on the double-scaled operators.

It is demonstrated that these operators form a Type II von Neumann algebra,

shedding light on the underlying mathematical structure of the system. This

raises a pertinent question regarding the type of operator algebra present in

our context, hinting at the possibility of a gravitational interpretation and

prompting further investigation into the similarities and differences between

the two frameworks.

Theoretical investigations have probed the intricate dynamics of the SYK

model, exploring its chaotic behavior, non-Fermi liquid properties, and connec-

tions to holography and the AdS/CFT correspondence. Concurrently, experi-

mental endeavors have aimed to observe and interrogate SYK-like behavior in

various systems, including condensed matter setups, ultracold atomic gases,

and even high-energy particle physics experiments. These collective efforts

have yielded valuable insights into the fundamental nature of quantum many-

body systems, shedding light on emergent phenomena, quantum chaos, and

the interplay between quantum mechanics and gravity.

Motivated by the profound implications of the SYK model and the broader

significance of field theoretical models in condensed matter physics, our paper
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seeks to extend the SYK framework by introducing a novel three-field tensor

model. Expanding upon the foundational principles of the SYK paradigm,

our model investigates the dynamics of three interacting fields within the

context of condensed matter systems. Through the consideration of multi-field

interactions, we aim to unearth novel emergent phenomena and deepen our

comprehension of complex quantum systems beyond the confines of traditional

SYK frameworks.

Our paper outlines our strategy to explore the properties of the three-field

tensor model and its implications for condensed matter physics. We com-

mence by revisiting the fundamental concepts of field theoretical models in

condensed matter physics and their relevance in elucidating emergent phe-

nomena in strongly correlated systems. Drawing inspiration from the SYK

framework, we introduce our three-field tensor model and delineate our theo-

retical methodology for probing its properties.

Utilizing a blend of analytical techniques and numerical simulations, our

objective is to unravel the dynamics of the three-field tensor model and scru-

tinize its behavior across various physical regimes. Through comparisons with

existing theoretical predictions and experimental observations, we aim to val-

idate the applicability of our model to real-world condensed matter systems

and discern potential avenues for future investigation.

In essence, our paper represents a stride toward broadening the theoretical

arsenal for comprehending strongly correlated quantum systems and exploring

the connections between field theoretical models, holography, and emergent

phenomena in condensed matter physics. By delving into the intricacies of

the three-field tensor model, we aspire to contribute to the ongoing discourse

between theory and experiment, thereby charting new pathways in the capti-

vating realm of quantum many-body physics.

The plan of our paper is as follows:

• In Section II, we will present analytical solutions for the two-point cor-

relation function and self-energy within the SYK framework.
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• In Section III, we will introduce our proposed Lagrangian framework for

the three-field tensor model within the SYK paradigm.

• In Section IV, we will discuss the Schwinger-Dyson equations describing

the dynamics of the system.

• In Section V, we will cover Feynman rules and two-point functions, in-

cluding discussions on higher-order corrections, effective field theory,

renormalization procedure and compare theoretical predictions with ex-

perimental data..

• In Section VI, we will present the quantization procedure for the three-

field tensor model.

• Finally, in Section VII, we will summarize the key findings and outline

future research directions.

II. ANALYTICAL SOLUTIONS FOR TWO-POINT CORRELATION

FUNCTION AND SELF-ENERGY

In the SYK model, leading-order diagrams play a fundamental role in elu-

cidating the model’s behavior and capturing its essential features. These di-

agrams typically involve contractions of Majorana fermion operators, repre-

senting the interaction between fermions mediated by the random couplings

Jijkl. At leading order, the dominant contributions arise from diagrams that

form closed loops, known as ”melonic” diagrams. These diagrams encapsu-

late the dominant interactions between fermions and are responsible for the

emergence of maximally chaotic dynamics in the SYK model. Moreover, they

serve as the building blocks for perturbative calculations and provide insights

into the non-perturbative aspects of the model.

The pair of Dyson-Schwinger equations in the SYK model represent a pow-

erful tool for studying its dynamics beyond leading order. These equations

involve self-consistent resummations of certain classes of diagrams, capturing
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the non-perturbative effects that arise due to the all-to-all nature of the in-

teractions. One of the Dyson-Schwinger equations governs the evolution of

the two-point function, while the other describes the flow of the four-point

function. Solving this pair of equations allows for the determination of corre-

lation functions at all orders in perturbation theory, enabling a comprehensive

understanding of the SYK model’s behavior. Moreover, these equations facil-

itate the exploration of phenomena such as the onset of thermalization, the

emergence of chaos, and the formation of quantum entangled states, making

them invaluable tools for theoretical investigations in quantum many-body

physics.

In the SYK model, the governing equation for the full two-point function

can be expressed as a Dyson-Schwinger equation. Denoting the full two-point

function by G(τ1, τ2), where τ1 and τ2 are imaginary time variables, the Dyson-

Schwinger equation for G(τ1, τ2) takes the following form:

G(τ1, τ2) = G0(τ1, τ2) +

∫ β

0

dτ3

∫ β

0

dτ4G0(τ1, τ3)Σ(τ3, τ4)G(τ4, τ2) (2)

Where G0(τ1, τ2) is the non-interacting (or free) two-point function, β repre-

sents the inverse temperature, and Σ(τ1, τ2) is the self-energy, encapsulating

the effects of interactions in the system. This equation describes the recursive

relationship between the full two-point function and the non-interacting two-

point function, mediated by the self-energy. Solving this Dyson-Schwinger

equation is crucial for understanding the dynamical properties of the SYK

model, including the emergence of chaos, thermalization, and the behavior of

quantum entanglement. Equation for the self-energy Σ(τ1, τ2):

Σ(τ1, τ2) = −J2

2
G2(τ1, τ2) +

J2

2
δ(τ1 − τ2)

(

∫ β

0

G2(τ, τ)dτ
)

(3)

The first equation (2) describes the recursive relationship between the full two-

point function and the self-energy, while the second equation(3) provides a self-

consistent expression for the self-energy in terms of the full two-point function.

These equations govern the dynamical behavior of the SYK model and are
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essential for understanding its properties such as thermalization, chaos, and

quantum entanglement.

In frequency space:

G(iω) =
1

iω − Σ(ω)
(4)

Where G(iω) is the Fourier transform of the two-point function with respect

to imaginary time τ, ω is the Matsubara frequency, and Σ(ω) is the self-energy

in frequency space. In original (Euclidean) time coordinate:

Σ(τ) = J2G(τ)3 (5)

In the existing literature, solutions for equations (4) and (5) in the IR (con-

formal limit) or UV regimes have largely been approximate, as detailed in36.

However, in this section, we aim to depart from this tradition by seeking

an exact solution for this pair of functions. By pursuing an exact solution,

we endeavor to provide a comprehensive understanding of the SYK model’s

behavior, elucidating its intricate dynamics with unprecedented clarity and

accuracy. Through our rigorous approach, we aim to contribute significantly

to the advancement of theoretical understanding in this field, offering insights

that transcend the limitations of previous approximations.

To tackle the challenge of solving equations (4) and (5), our strategy in-

volves first converting equation (4) from frequency space to the (Euclidean)

time coordinate τ . This transformation allows us to work directly with the

equations in their original time domain, facilitating a more intuitive under-

standing of the system’s dynamics. Subsequently, by substituting equation

G(τ) into the converted equation for Σ(τ), we obtain a first-order integro-

differential nonlinear equation. This equation encapsulates the interplay be-

tween the full two-point function G(τ) and the self-energy Σ(τ) in the time

domain:

dΣ(τ)

dτ
=

√
2πδ(τ) +

J−2/3

√
2π

∫ +∞

−∞
Σ(τ − s)Σ(s)2/3ds (6)

The importance of separable kernels in integro-differential equations of math-

ematical physics cannot be overstated, as they offer a powerful technique for
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solving complex nonlinear models. These kernels allow for the decomposition

of integral operators into simpler, more manageable components, often facil-

itating analytical or numerical solutions that would otherwise be elusive. In

the context of the model under study here, the utilization of separable kernels

provides a key strategy for addressing the inherent nonlinearity and complex-

ity of the equations governing the system’s dynamics. By decomposing the

kernel into separable components, we are able to simplify the equations and

introduce new variables or transformations that lead to tractable solutions.

This approach not only enhances our understanding of the underlying physics

but also opens up avenues for exploring a wide range of phenomena in quan-

tum many-body systems. Ultimately, the use of separable kernels represents

a versatile and indispensable tool in the arsenal of mathematical physics, of-

fering valuable insights into the behavior of nonlinear models and advancing

our understanding of fundamental physical principles.

We consider a separable kernel for Σ(x − s) given by Σ(x)
Σ(s)

. With this

transformation and kernel assumption, the integro-differential equation can

be represented as the following form:

dΣ(τ)

dτ
=

√
2πδ(τ) +

c0J
−2/3

√
2π

Σ(τ) (7)

In the above equation,

c0 =

∫ +∞

−∞
Σ(s)−1/3ds (8)

is a constant, and this serves as the key factor in overcoming the inherent

unsolvability of the equations presented in our work. This constant plays a

pivotal role in the transformation and solution strategy, providing a crucial

bridge between the original equations and their tractable counterparts. By

leveraging this constant, we are able to unlock new avenues for solving the

equations, allowing for a deeper understanding of the underlying dynamics

and emergent phenomena in the SYK model. We will compute c0 using an

appropriate cutoff later in this section, and for now, we need not worry about

it.
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Indeed, there is an exact solution for Σ(τ) in the following form:

Σ(τ) = (c1 +
√
2πθ(τ))e

c0J
−2/3

√
2π

τ
(9)

where c1 is an integation constant. With this solution at hand, we can now

derive the expressions for G(τ) as follows:

G(τ) = (c1 +
√
2πθ(τ))1/3J−2/3e

c0J
−2/3

3
√

2π
τ
. (10)

We can now compute c0 via eq. (8). This gives us:

c0 ≈ 4
√
2πJ3c

− 1

6

1 e
c0J

−2
3

4
√

2π
Λ

(11)

The parameter Λ ≫ 1 plays a crucial role as a cutoff in ensuring the conver-

gence of integrals in various physical models and calculations. It represents a

finite boundary beyond which the integration is truncated, preventing the inte-

gral from diverging towards infinity. In theoretical physics, such as in quantum

field theory and statistical mechanics, Λ is often introduced to regulate diver-

gent integrals arising from infinite ranges or singularities in the integrands. By

imposing a cutoff at Λ, we effectively restrict the integration to a finite region,

allowing for meaningful and well-defined results. Moreover, Λ can also serve

as a regularization parameter in renormalization techniques, aiding in the re-

moval of infinities and facilitating the comparison of theoretical predictions

with experimental observations. Thus, Λ embodies a fundamental concept in

theoretical physics, enabling the proper treatment of divergent quantities and

contributing to the development of robust and reliable theoretical frameworks.

The solution to the equation (11) for c0 can be obtained using the Lam-

bert W function, denoted as W (x). The Lambert W function is the inverse

function of f(x) = xex, providing solutions to equations of the form y = xex.

In this equation, we rewrite the original expression in terms of the Lambert

W function, allowing us to solve for c0 numerically. The Lambert W function

is commonly used in various mathematical and scientific applications, provid-

ing solutions to transcendental equations that cannot be solved algebraically.
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Numerical methods such as iterative techniques or numerical solvers can be

employed to compute the value of c0 using the Lambert W function.

The appearance of an unknown integration constant c1 in the expressions

for G(τ) and Σ(τ) introduces a degree of ambiguity into the solution of the

equations. This constant represents a freedom in the choice of initial condi-

tions or boundary conditions, which must be fixed to obtain a unique solution.

One possible approach to determining the value of c1 is through considerations

of entropy or free energy.

Entropy, a fundamental concept in statistical mechanics, quantifies the dis-

order or randomness of a system. By considering the entropy of the system,

one can establish constraints on the possible values of c1. For instance, impos-

ing conditions that the system evolves towards a state of maximum entropy

or minimum free energy may lead to specific values for c1 , thereby uniquely

determining the solution of the equations. Alternatively, physical principles

or experimental observations may provide insights into the appropriate choice

of c1. For example, symmetry considerations or conservation laws within the

system could dictate certain properties of the solution, helping to constrain

the value of c1. Likewise, comparison with experimental data or predictions

from other theoretical models may offer guidance in determining the most

physically meaningful value for c1. In summary, while the integration con-

stant c1 introduces an element of uncertainty into the solution, considerations

of entropy, free energy, physical principles, and experimental constraints pro-

vide valuable tools for fixing its value and obtaining a unique solution for the

system’s dynamics.

It is instructive to calculate the Fourier transform of Σ(τ), as it unveils cru-

cial spectral characteristics of the function. By employing the Fourier trans-

form, we gain valuable insights into how the original expression, a combination

of an exponential term and a modulated constant, distributes its frequency

content. The resulting Fourier transform illustrates distinct spectral compo-

nents, with the Dirac delta function pinpointing the continuous component

at the frequency c0, and an additional term reflecting the contribution of the
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constant term,c1J
2, both at c0. This analysis aids in comprehending how the

function’s temporal behavior translates into the frequency domain, offering

deeper insights into its underlying dynamics and potential applications in sig-

nal processing and system analysis. To compute the Fourier transform of the

given expression, we’ll use the definition of the Fourier transform:

Σ(ω) =

∫ +∞

−∞
Σ(τ)e−iωτdτ (12)

Let’s provide the Fourier transform expression:

Σ(ω) =
c1

iω − c0J−2/3√
2π

+
√
2πδ

(

ω − c0J
−2/3

√
2π

)

(13)

• Poles in Dirac Delta Function δ(ω − c0J−2/3
√
2π

): These poles signify the

presence of discrete frequencies at which the system exhibits distinct

behavior. In the context of the SYKmodel, these poles correspond to the

energy levels or modes of the system that are directly influenced by the

SYK coupling J . Their positions at ω = c0J−2/3
√
2π

reveal the characteristic

frequencies associated with the system’s dynamics, shedding light on its

intrinsic properties and potential collective excitations.

• Numerator of Σ(ω): The presence of the term c1

iω− c0J
−2/3

√
2π

in the Fourier

transform reflects the system’s response to external perturbations at

frequencies away from its characteristic scale c0. Here, c1 represents the

strength of the perturbation induced by the constant term in Σ(τ) , while

(iω − c0J−2/3
√
2π

) accounts for the deviation of the perturbation frequency

from the characteristic scale of the system. The appearance of this term

indicates how the system reacts to external stimuli across a range of

frequencies, providing valuable insights into its dynamical response and

susceptibility to perturbations.

In summary, the poles in the Dirac delta function and the structure of the

numerator of Σ(ω) encode essential information about the characteristic time

scales, energy levels, and dynamical responses of the SYK model, thereby
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offering a profound understanding of its emergent behavior and physical im-

plications.

The function G(iω) represents the Green’s function in the frequency do-

main. It is a mathematical representation used in the context of linear time-

invariant systems to describe the response of a system to an impulse input at

frequency G(iω). In physical terms, G(iω) characterizes the transfer function

of the system, providing insights into its dynamics and behavior across differ-

ent frequencies. The function G(iω) can be calculated using the self-energy

function Σ(ω), which represents the Fourier transform of the given expression.

By incorporating Σ(ω) into the expression for G(iω), we obtain insights into

the system’s response and behavior in the frequency domain. After simplifi-

cation, the final expression for G(iω) is:

G(iω) =
iω − c0J−2/3

√
2π

(iω +
√
2πδ

(

ω − c0J−2/3√
2π

)

)(iω − c0J−2/3√
2π

)− c1

The function G(iω) represents the Green’s function in the frequency domain.

The high-frequency (UV) and low-energy (IR) limiting forms for G(iω) are

given by:

• High-Frequency (UV) Limit:

G(iω) ≈ iω

iω2 − c1

In the UV limit, where |ω| ≫ c0J−2/3
√
2π

, the terms involving c0J
−2/3 be-

come negligible compared to iω. This simplifies the expression to focus

on the dominant term, providing insights into the behavior of the sys-

tem at high energies or short distances. After performing the contour

integration, we find that the inverse Fourier transform G(τ) is given by:

GUV (τ) ≈
1

2
e−

√
c1|τ |

This is the final result for the inverse Fourier transform of G(iω). This

expression represents the behavior of the propagator at short time scales

or high energies.
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• Low-Energy (IR) Limit:

G(iω) ≈ 1

iω + c0J−2/3√
2π

− c1

In the IR limit, where |ω| ≪ c0J−2/3
√
2π

, the iω term dominates over other

terms. This form captures the behavior of the system at low energies

or long distances, revealing the effects of low-energy excitations and

collective phenomena. The inverse Fourier transform G(τ) is given by:

GIR(τ) ≈ e
−(c1− c0J

−2/3
√

2π
)τ
Θ(τ)

where Θ(τ) is the Heaviside step function. This expression represents

the behavior of the propagator at long time scales or low energies36.

Understanding the UV and IR limiting forms of G(iω) is crucial for analyzing

the behavior of the system across different energy scales. These limiting forms

provide valuable insights into the system’s dynamics and emergent phenom-

ena, helping to elucidate its underlying physics.

The presence of poles in the denominator of G(iω) indicates the resonant

frequencies or characteristic frequencies of the system. In this case, the poles

are located at the roots of the quadratic equation (iω+
√
2πδ

(

ω − c0J−2/3
√
2π

)

)(iω−
c0J−2/3
√
2π

) − c1 = 0, which correspond to the frequencies where the system re-

sponse diverges or exhibits significant behavior. Since δ(x) is zero everywhere

except x = 0, the term δ
(

ω − c0J−2/3
√
2π

)

contributes only when ω = c0J−2/3
√
2π

.

Therefore, we can set ω 6= c0J−2/3
√
2π

, the equation simplifies to:

ω2 + iω
c0J

−2/3

√
2π

+ c1 = 0 (14)

Thus, the solutions for ω are:

ω± =
−ic0J

−2/3

2
√
2π

±
√

(

c20J
−4/3

4π
− c1

)

(15)

These poles play a crucial role in determining the dynamics and stability of

the system under consideration. Note that when ω = c0J−2/3
√
2π

, the delta term
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diverges, indicating that the function G(iω) has zeros at this point. To find the

range of c1 that satisfies the inequality
(

c2
0
J−4/3

4π
− c1

)

≥ 0. This constraint

on c1 is crucial as it provides a bound or restriction on the possible values

of c1 in the context of the given equation. By ensuring that the expression
(

c2
0
J−4/3

4π
− c1

)

remains non-negative, we guarantee that the solution for ω

remains complex in the form of ω± = a+ib. Thus, understanding and adhering

to this constraint is essential for ensuring the physical validity of the solution.

Introducing the parameter y = c0J
−2/3 in ω± we obtain:

ω± =
−iy

2
√
2π

±
√

(

y2

4π
− c1

)

(16)

• First Term: The term −iy

2
√
2π

represents the leading order contribution

to the frequency ω±. It is proportional to the coupling constant c0 and

the scaling factor J−2/3, influencing the overall magnitude and phase of

the frequency.

• Second Term: The term

√

(

y2

4π
− c1

)

represents the correction term,

which depends on the parameter y. This term adjusts the frequency by

modifying the square root expression based on the values of c1 and y.

The real and imaginary parts of ω± play crucial roles in the stability analysis

of the system described by the equation.

• Real Part: The real part of ω± represents the frequency shift or the

change in the system’s oscillation frequency. In stability analysis, a

positive real part indicates an unstable system, as it implies that the

perturbations in the system will grow over time. Conversely, a negative

real part suggests a stable system, where perturbations decay over time,

leading to a return to equilibrium.

• Imaginary Part: The imaginary part of ω± corresponds to the damp-

ing or growth rate of the oscillations. A positive imaginary part indicates

exponential growth of perturbations, suggesting instability. Conversely,
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a negative imaginary part signifies damping, indicating stability as os-

cillations decay over time.

By analyzing the behavior of the real and imaginary parts of ω± in the

context of stability, one can gain insights into the dynamic behavior of the

system and predict its long-term behavior under perturbations.

The self-energy function Σ(ω) and the Green’s function G(iω) are inti-

mately related through the Kramers-Kronig relations. These relations estab-

lish a connection between the real and imaginary parts of analytic functions in

the complex plane. By exploiting causality and the principle of dispersion, the

imaginary part of Σ(ω) determines the real part of G(iω), while the real part

of Σ(ω) determines the imaginary part of G(iω). Thus, the Kramers-Kronig

relations provide a powerful tool for understanding the interplay between the

self-energy and the Green’s function in quantum mechanics and many-body

physics.

Furthermore, the Kramers-Kronig relations can be expressed in integral

form as follows:

Re[G(iω)] =
1

π
P
∫ ∞

−∞

Im[Σ(ω′)]

ω′ − ω
dω′

Im[G(iω)] = −1

π
P
∫ ∞

−∞

Re[Σ(ω′)]

ω′ − ω
dω′

where P denotes the Cauchy principal value of the integral. These integral

relations provide a rigorous mathematical framework for connecting the spec-

tral properties of Σ(ω) to the response functions of the system described by

G(iω).

In the next section, we will study the proposed Lagrangian framework

for the three-field tensor model within the SYK paradigm. This framework

offers a novel approach to extend the SYK model by introducing tensorial

degrees of freedom. We will delve into the specifics of the proposed Lagrangian,

exploring its implications for quantum dynamics and many-body physics. By

analyzing the three-field tensor model, we aim to uncover unique phenomena

and emergent behavior that may arise within this extended framework. Our
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investigation will shed light on the interplay between different fields and their

role in shaping the collective behavior of the system. Through a rigorous

examination of the proposed Lagrangian framework, we seek to deepen our

understanding of complex quantum systems and pave the way for further

theoretical and experimental exploration.

In a recent paper37 the authors consider a simplified model of DSSYK, in

which the Hamiltonian is the position operator of the Harmonic oscillator.

This model captures the high-temperature limit of DSSYK but could also

be defined as a quantum theory in its own right. They study properties of

the emergent geometry including its dynamics in response to inserting mat-

ter particles. In particular, they find that the model displays de Sitter-like

properties such as that infalling matter reduces the rate of growth of geodesic

slices between the two boundaries. The simplicity of the model allows them to

compute the full generating functional for correlation functions of the length

mode or any number of matter operators. They provide evidence that the

effective action of the geodesic length between boundary points is non-local.

Furthermore, they use the on-shell solution for the geodesic lengths between

any two boundary points to reconstruct an effective bulk metric and reverse

engineer the dilaton gravity theory that generates this metric as a solution.

This comprehensive analysis underscores the rich interplay between matter

dynamics and emergent geometry within the SYK paradigm. Given the suc-

cess of the authors in generalizing the SYK model to capture essential aspects

of quantum dynamics and gravitational effects, it naturally encourages us to

consider tensor modifications for the SYK model as well. Just as the authors

extended the SYK paradigm to encompass emergent geometric features and

gravitational behavior, a tensor modification of the SYK model could offer a

similarly rich framework for exploring the interplay between quantum fields

and geometry, potentially uncovering new phenomena and insights into the

nature of quantum gravity.
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III. PROPOSED LAGRANGIAN FRAMEWORK FOR THE THREE-FIELD

TENSOR MODEL WITHIN THE SYK PARADIGM

In this section, we present our proposed Lagrangian framework, which

serves as the cornerstone of our three-field tensor model. Our Lagrangian

encapsulates the dynamics of three interacting fields, denoted as Xabc , and

captures the essence of multi-field interactions in quantum systems. The La-

grangian formulation allows us to describe the evolution of the fields over

time and investigate their collective behavior under various physical condi-

tions. Central to our model is the inclusion of interaction terms that govern

the coupling between the three fields, enabling us to explore the emergent

phenomena arising from multi-field interactions. Through a systematic analy-

sis of the Lagrangian dynamics, we aim to elucidate the underlying principles

governing the behavior of three-field systems and uncover novel insights into

the complex dynamics of quantum many-body systems. Our Lagrangian is

given by:

L =
1

2
Xabc∂τX

abc +
gi

4
XabcX

a
deX

de
i f bc (17)

The Lagrangian describes a three-field theory with intriguing dynamics in flat

spacetime. Here, Xabc represents a tensor field with rank three , evolving with

respect to time Euclidean τ . Our Lagrangian, devoid of any distinction be-

tween covariant and contravariant indices, adheres to the Einstein summation

rule. The Lagrangian consists of two terms: a kinetic term and an interaction

term. The kinetic term captures the time evolution of the X field and its

derivatives, characterizing its dynamic behavior over time. The interaction

term introduces a cubic interaction among the components of the Xabc field,

parameterized by the constant rank two tensor field f bc vector gi. These inter-

actions play a crucial role in shaping the collective behavior and correlations

among the Xabc field components, potentially leading to emergent phenomena

and novel physical effects. Understanding the implications of such interac-

tions within this three-field theory framework offers valuable insights into the
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dynamics of complex quantum systems and their behavior in flat spacetime.

One motivation stems from the quest to address longstanding theoretical

puzzles and inconsistencies in our current understanding of particle physics,

such as the hierarchy problem, dark matter, and the nature of neutrino masses.

By extending the theoretical framework to include tensor fields, researchers

can explore new possibilities for addressing these challenges and uncovering

deeper insights into the fundamental nature of particles and their interactions.

Moreover, the consideration of tensor fields opens up new avenues for prob-

ing the symmetries and structures of spacetime at the most fundamental level.

Tensorial degrees of freedom naturally accommodate higher-order symmetries

and geometric structures, offering a more elegant and unified description of

spacetime and its interactions with matter. This approach has the potential to

reconcile the principles of general relativity with those of quantum mechanics,

leading to a deeper understanding of the nature of gravity and the quantum

nature of spacetime itself.

Furthermore, the exploration of Lagrangians involving three tensor fields

in high-energy physics promises to shed light on new phenomena and particles

that may lie beyond the reach of current experimental probes. By considering

novel interactions among multiple tensor fields, researchers can uncover sig-

natures of new particles, exotic symmetries, and unexpected phenomena that

could revolutionize our understanding of the universe.

Overall, the motivation to consider Lagrangians involving three tensor fields

in high-energy physics arises from the desire to push the boundaries of our

knowledge and explore new theoretical frameworks that can accommodate

the complexities of nature. Such an approach holds the promise of unlocking

profound insights into the fundamental laws of physics and guiding the search

for new physics beyond the Standard Model.

To derive the Euler-Lagrange equations for the Lagrangian L, we will follow
a similar process as before. The Euler-Lagrange equations are given by:

∂τ
( ∂L
∂Ẋabc

)

− ∂L
∂Xabc

= 0. (18)
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where Ẋabc denotes the derivative of Xabc with respect to τ . First, let’s com-

pute the partial derivatives:

∂L
∂Xabc

=
1

2
Ẋabc +

gi

4
XadeXidef

bc,
∂L

∂Ẋabc

=
1

2
Xabc. (19)

Now, we can plug these into the Euler-Lagrange equation:

giXadeXidef
bc = 0. (20)

This equation implies that the product of the fields X , and the constant

tensor f and vector g must equal zero. This equation provides a constraint

on the fields X .

The Hamiltonian H is obtained from the Legendre transformation of the

Lagrangian. In this case, we’ll write the Hamiltonian in terms of the canon-

ical momenta conjugate to the generalized coordinates Xabc. The canonical

momentum Pabc conjugate to Xabc is given by:

Pabc =
∂L

∂Ẋabc

=
1

2
Xabc (21)

The Hamiltonian H is then given by:

H = ẊabcPabc − L (22)

Therefore, the Hamiltonian for the given Lagrangian is:

H = −gi

4
XadeXidef

bc (23)

Our model serves as a natural extension of the Hamiltonian formalism (1) for

the SYK model where traditional fermionic degrees of freedom χi are replaced

by an arbitrary three-field tensor Xabc. The SYK model has garnered signifi-

cant attention for its ability to capture non-Fermi liquid behavior and exhibit

chaotic quantum dynamics, making it a valuable tool for studying strongly

correlated quantum systems. By introducing three tensor fields instead of

fermions, our model broadens the scope of applicability of the SYK frame-

work, enabling the exploration of novel quantum phenomena and emergent
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behavior. This extension allows us to investigate the interplay between multi-

ple degrees of freedom and the role of higher-order interactions in shaping the

collective behavior of the system. Through the lens of our extended Hamil-

tonian formalism, researchers can delve into the rich landscape of quantum

chaos, many-body localization, and holographic duality, offering fresh insights

into the fundamental principles underlying complex quantum systems. More-

over, this approach paves the way for exploring connections between SYK-like

models and other areas of theoretical physics, such as holography, condensed

matter physics, and quantum gravity, opening up new avenues for interdisci-

plinary research and theoretical exploration.

In our Hamiltonian, the term f bc represents a random coupling between

the tensor fields Xade and Xide. This random coupling arises from the inter-

action between the fields and can capture the complex and stochastic nature

of the underlying physical system. Interpreting gif bc as a random coupling

term allows us to model the inherent fluctuations and disorder present in the

system, which can arise from various sources such as impurities, disorder, or

fluctuations in the environment. These random couplings play a crucial role

in shaping the behavior of the system, influencing its dynamics, phase tran-

sitions, and emergent phenomena. To interpret gif bc in terms of an average

coupling constant gi and the number of fields N , we can consider ensemble av-

erages over all possible realizations of the random coupling term. By averaging

over the randomness, we obtain an effective coupling constant gi that repre-

sents the average strength of the interaction between the fields. The number of

fields N also plays a significant role in determining the overall behavior of the

system, as it determines the degree of complexity and the number of degrees

of freedom involved. By studying the behavior of the system as a function

of g and N , we can gain insights into the collective behavior, phase transi-

tions, and critical phenomena exhibited by the many-body system, providing

valuable information about its underlying dynamics and emergent proper-

ties. After deriving the Euler-Lagrange equations and the Hamiltonian for

our many-body three-field theory, we turn our attention to the next crucial
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aspect of our investigation: the Schwinger-Dyson equations and their solu-

tions. The Schwinger-Dyson equations are integral equations that describe

the dynamics of correlation functions and expectation values of operators in

quantum field theory. In the context of our three-field theory, these equations

play a pivotal role in elucidating the behavior of the system and uncover-

ing its emergent properties. By solving the Schwinger-Dyson equations, we

gain deeper insights into the collective behavior, phase transitions, and critical

phenomena exhibited by the three-field system. Furthermore, the solutions to

these equations provide valuable information about the stability, coherence,

and quantum entanglement of the many-body states, shedding light on the

underlying quantum dynamics at play. In the subsequent sections, we delve

into the formulation and analysis of the Schwinger-Dyson equations, exploring

their implications for the behavior of our three-field theory and the broader

landscape of quantum many-body systems.

IV. SCHWINGER-DYSON EQUATIONS

The Schwinger-Dyson equations describe the self-consistent relations be-

tween correlation functions in a quantum field theory. In the context of

our three-field model described by the Lagrangian (17), the Schwinger-Dyson

equations can be derived by functional differentiation of the effective action

with respect to the fields Xabc. Let’s denote the effective action as Seff[Xabc].

Then, the Schwinger-Dyson equations for our three-field model can be written

as

δSeff[Xabc]

δXabc
= 0. (24)

Expanding the effective action and taking the functional derivative, we obtain

a set of coupled equations involving correlation functions of the fields Xabc.

Expanding the effective action and taking the functional derivative, we have:

δL
δXabc

= 0. (25)

Differentiating each term separately, we obtain:
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• For the first term: δ
δXabc

(

1
2
∂τXabcdX

abc
)

= d
dτ

(

δ
δXabc

Xabc

)

= 0.

• For the second term: δ
δXabc

(

gi

4
XabcXadeXidef

bc
)

= gi

4

(

XadeXidef
bc +

Xabc
δ

δXabc

(

XadeXidef
bc
)

. Let’s denote M = XadeXidef
bc, Now, let’s

rewrite the second term of the Schwinger-Dyson equation using the

Kronecker delta:

gi

4

(

M +XabcXidef
bcδac +XabcX

adef bcδib
)

(26)

This expression represents the simplified form of the second term of the

Schwinger-Dyson equations for our three-field model.

Then, the equation becomes:

M +XabcXidef
bcδac +XabcX

adef bcδib = 0. (27)

This equation represents the local form of the Schwinger-Dyson equations for

our three-field model. It describes the self-consistent relations between corre-

lation functions and expectation values of operators in the system, capturing

the underlying dynamics and interactions between the tensor fields Xabc. Solv-

ing this equation provides valuable insights into the behavior and emergent

phenomena of the three-field system.

Schwinger-Dyson equations can be written in terms of correlation functions

as follows:

〈Xabc(τ1)Xa′b′c′(τ2)Xa′′b′′c′′(τ3)〉 = 〈Xabc(τ1)Xa′b′c′(τ2)Xa′′b′′c′′(τ3)〉tree−level(28)

+

∫

dτ4dτ5dτ6〈Xabc(τ1)Xa′b′c′(τ2)Xjkl(τ4)〉Glm(τ4 − τ5)Gl′m′(τ4 − τ6)

×〈Xpqr(τ5)Xp′q′r′(τ6)Xa′′b′′c′′(τ3)〉+ ...,

where 〈.〉 denotes the quantum mechanical expectation and Glm(τ) represents

the propagator of the three-field tensorXlmn(τ) and the ellipsis denote higher-

order terms. These equations capture the recursive relationship between cor-

relation functions at different times, incorporating the effects of quantum fluc-

tuations and interactions in the system.
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By solving these equations self-consistently, we can determine the behavior

of correlation functions and expectation values of operators in our three-field

model. The solutions to the Schwinger-Dyson equations provide insights into

the dynamics, phase transitions, and emergent phenomena exhibited by the

system.

It’s worth noting that the explicit form of the Schwinger-Dyson equations

depends on the specific correlation functions and observables of interest. In

practice, solving these equations often requires approximation techniques or

numerical methods due to their complexity and nonlinearity. However, the

solutions obtained from the Schwinger-Dyson equations offer valuable infor-

mation about the underlying quantum dynamics and can guide further theo-

retical and experimental investigations.

In momentum space, Schwinger-Dyson equations can be expressed as fol-

lows:

〈Xabc(p1)Xa′b′c′(p2)Xa′′b′′c′′(p3)〉 = 〈Xabc(p1)Xa′b′c′(p2)Xa′′b′′c′′(p3)〉tree−level(29)

+

∫

Π
d3qi

(2π)3
〈Xabc(p1)Xa′b′c′(p2)Xjkl(q1)〉Glm(q1)Gl′m′(q2)

×〈Xpqr(q2)Xp′q′r′(q3)Xa′′b′′c′′(p3)〉+ ...,

where Glm(q) represents the propagator of the three-field tensorXabc(p) in mo-

mentum space, and the ellipsis denote higher-order terms. Schwinger-Dyson

equations in momentum space provide a powerful framework for understand-

ing the intricate quantum dynamics of the three-field tensor model. These

equations capture the recursive relationship between correlation functions at

different momenta, incorporating the effects of quantum fluctuations and in-

teractions in the system. By solving these equations, one can unravel the

emergent phenomena and gain deeper insights into the behavior of the three-

field system.

Having established the Schwinger-Dyson equations governing the dynamics

of our three-field model, we now transition to the next crucial step: computing

Feynman rules and two-point functions. Feynman rules provide a systematic

framework for calculating scattering amplitudes and correlation functions in
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quantum field theory, allowing us to probe the behavior of the system at

various energy scales and interaction strengths. By constructing Feynman

diagrams and applying the corresponding rules, we can systematically evaluate

correlation functions, vertex interactions, and propagators, providing valuable

insights into the quantum dynamics of the three-field system. Moreover, the

computation of two-point functions allows us to study the spectral properties

and stability of the system, shedding light on the emergence of collective

excitations and phase transitions. Through the analysis of Feynman diagrams

and two-point functions, we aim to unravel the underlying physics encoded

in our three-field model, revealing the emergence of novel phenomena and

guiding further theoretical investigations.

V. FEYNMAN RULES AND TWO-POINT FUNCTIONS

In this section, we introduce the Feynman rules for our three-field model,

which serve as a powerful tool for computing scattering amplitudes and corre-

lation functions. Building upon the framework established by the Lagrangian

formulation and the Schwinger-Dyson equations, Feynman rules provide a sys-

tematic method for analyzing the quantum dynamics of the system. At the

heart of Feynman rules lies the graphical representation of interactions through

Feynman diagrams, where each vertex corresponds to an interaction term in

the Lagrangian, and propagators describe the propagation of fields between

vertices. By adhering to these rules and principles, we can construct Feyn-

man diagrams that capture the underlying physics of our three-field model,

allowing us to calculate scattering processes and correlation functions with

precision. Through the application of Feynman rules, we aim to unravel the

intricate behavior of the three-field system, uncovering the emergence of col-

lective phenomena and shedding light on the fundamental principles governing

its dynamics.
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p1

p2

p3

p4

k1

k2

k3

k4

Feynman diagram with four external lines representing particles with momenta pi

Given the Lagrangian and the Schwinger-Dyson equation derived for the

three-field model, we can now establish the Feynman rules to compute scat-

tering amplitudes and correlation functions.

• The explicit form of the propagator Dabc(τ1, τ2) can be derived from the

given Lagrangian. Since the Lagrangian involves a kinetic term and an

interaction term, we need to compute the propagator by considering the

Feynman rules associated with each term. The kinetic term 1
2
Xabc∂τX

abc

corresponds to a free propagator, which in imaginary time (τ) can be

written as:

D0
abc(τ1, τ2) = 〈TXabc(τ1)X

abc(τ2)〉

where T denotes time-ordering and 〈〉 denotes an expectation value. The

interaction term gi

4
XabcX

a
deX

de
i f bc introduces vertex factors, which must

be taken into account when computing Feynman diagrams involving in-

teractions. To compute the explicit form of Dabc(τ1, τ2), you would need

to calculate the contribution of each Feynman diagram corresponding

to the interaction term, and then sum them up with the contributions

from the free propagator. This process can be quite involved and would

depend on the specific form of the interaction term gi

4
XabcX

a
deX

de
i f bc and

the functions f bc involved. In general, the explicit form of the propa-

gator would involve integrals over momentum space and the calculation

of Feynman diagrams at each order in perturbation theory, taking into

account the appropriate vertex factors and propagators for each term in

the Lagrangian.

• Vertex Rule: Each term in the interaction part of the Lagrangian
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represents a vertex in Feynman diagrams. For the interaction term

gi

4
XabcXadeXidef

bc , a vertex factor −igif bc is associated with each ver-

tex.

• External Line Rule: External lines represent incoming or outgoing fields.

Each external line is associated with a momentum ~p and a polarization

index a, b , or c corresponding to the indices of the fields.

• Conservation of Momentum and Indices: At each vertex, the total mo-

mentum and indices must be conserved. This translates into momen-

tum conservation at each vertex and the preservation of index struc-

ture. Using these Feynman rules, we can construct Feynman diagrams

corresponding to various scattering processes and compute scattering

amplitudes and correlation functions. These calculations provide valu-

able insights into the behavior of the three-field system and enable us to

explore its properties, such as phase transitions, collective excitations,

and emergent phenomena.

In our three-field model described by the Lagrangian L , the two-point func-

tions represent correlation functions between two field operators. In particu-

lar, we are interested in the two-point functions involving the fields Xabc. The

two-point function for the field Xabc can be defined as:

Gabc,def(τ1, τ2) = 〈Xabc(τ1)Xdef (τ2)〉. (30)

To compute this two-point function, we need to employ the Feynman rules

derived from the Lagrangian. We construct all possible Feynman diagrams

contributing to Gabc,def(τ1, τ2) and calculate their contributions accordingly.

The result will be a function of the time variables τ1 and τ2 , as well as

the coupling constantsgi and f bc appearing in the Lagrangian. The two-point

functions provide valuable information about the correlations and fluctuations

of the fields Xabc in the system, offering insights into its quantum behavior

and collective properties.
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Computing scattering amplitudes in a quantum field theory involves cal-

culating probability amplitudes for various scattering processes. In our three-

field model described by the Lagrangian L the scattering amplitudes can be

calculated using Feynman diagrams and Feynman rules. The simplest scat-

tering process involves two incoming particles interacting and producing two

outgoing particles. Let’s denote the incoming particles by X
(1)
abc and X

(2)
def ,

and the outgoing particles by X
(3)
a′b′c′ and X

(4)
d′e′f ′. To compute the scattering

amplitude for this process, we need to consider all possible Feynman diagrams

contributing to it. Each diagram corresponds to a specific interaction between

the fields and can be evaluated using Feynman rules. The scattering ampli-

tude M for the process can then be obtained by summing over all contributing

Feynman diagrams:

M = M1 +M2 + ... (31)

where M1 , M2 , etc., represent the contributions from individual Feynman

diagrams. The expression for each Mi involves integrals over momentum

variables, as well as factors corresponding to propagators, vertex factors, and

external particle states. These integrals and factors are determined by the

Feynman rules derived from the Lagrangian.

While the exact computation of scattering amplitudes can be complex and

may require approximation techniques or numerical methods, the Feynman

diagrammatic approach provides a systematic framework for analyzing particle

interactions and predicting experimental outcomes in our three-field model.

X
(1)
abc

X
(2)
def

X
(3)
ghi

X
(4)
jkl

×



29

A. Higher-order Corrections

Feynman diagrams allow us to systematically include higher-order correc-

tions to scattering processes. By considering diagrams with more vertices and

loops, we can account for quantum fluctuations and interactions beyond the

leading order, providing more accurate predictions for experimental observ-

ables.

In our three-field model, higher-order corrections play a crucial role in

refining our understanding of particle interactions and quantum dynamics.

Higher-order corrections arise from Feynman diagrams with more vertices and

loops, representing additional quantum fluctuations and interactions beyond

the leading order.

These corrections manifest as contributions to scattering amplitudes and

correlation functions that go beyond the simplest tree-level approximation.

While tree-level diagrams capture the leading-order behavior of the system,

higher-order diagrams provide important corrections that account for quantum

effects such as virtual particle exchanges and loop corrections.

By systematically including higher-order corrections, we can improve the

accuracy of our theoretical predictions and better match experimental observa-

tions. These corrections are particularly significant in regimes where quantum

effects dominate, such as at high energies or in strongly interacting systems.

Moreover, higher-order corrections can reveal interesting phenomena such

as quantum interference effects and the renormalization of coupling constants.

Renormalization, in particular, is essential for removing divergences that arise

in quantum field theory calculations and obtaining physically meaningful re-

sults.

Studying higher-order corrections in our three-field model allows us to ex-

plore the rich quantum behavior of the system and gain insights into its under-

lying physics. By comparing theoretical predictions with experimental data,

we can test the validity of our model and refine our understanding of funda-

mental interactions in nature. Studying higher-order corrections in our three-
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field model allows us to explore the rich quantum behavior of the system and

gain insights into its underlying physics. By comparing theoretical predictions

with experimental data, we can test the validity of our model and refine our

understanding of fundamental interactions in nature.

Mathematically, this can be expressed as:

O = O0 +

∞
∑

n=1

On

where O0 represents the leading-order contribution, and On denotes the

n-th order correction. By studying these corrections, we can refine our theo-

retical predictions and compare them with experimental measurements. This

comparison allows us to test the validity of M and gain insights into the

fundamental interactions governing the system.

In our pursuit of understanding the intricate dynamics of the three-field

tensor model, we delve into the realm of Feynman diagrams to uncover the

higher-order corrections that emerge from the quantum interactions between

these fields. The graphical representation of these corrections provides invalu-

able insight into the complex interplay of quantum fluctuations and interac-

tions. By visualizing the vertices and loops within the Feynman diagrams,

we gain a deeper understanding of the underlying physics governing the be-

havior of the three-field system. These diagrams serve as a powerful tool for

elucidating the quantum dynamics of our model, shedding light on the emer-

gent phenomena and paving the way for further theoretical and experimental

investigations.

B. Effective Field Theory

We can study the effective field theory emerging from our model by in-

tegrating out high-energy degrees of freedom. This approach enables us to

derive simplified descriptions of the system valid at low energies, revealing

universal behavior and emergent phenomena.
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In our three-field model, the concept of effective field theory (EFT) pro-

vides a powerful framework for understanding the dynamics of the system at

different energy scales. EFT allows us to describe the physics of our model

in terms of low-energy degrees of freedom, effectively capturing the essential

features of the system while integrating out high-energy modes.

At low energies, the dynamics of the three-field system are dominated by

long-wavelength fluctuations and interactions. In this regime, we can con-

struct an effective Lagrangian that describes the low-energy behavior of the

fields Xabc. This effective Lagrangian incorporates the most relevant terms

consistent with the symmetries of the theory and can be obtained through

systematic expansions in terms of energy scales.

The effective field theory approach enables us to derive simplified descrip-

tions of the system that are valid within specific energy ranges. By truncating

the effective Lagrangian at a certain order in an expansion parameter (such as

the ratio of characteristic energy scales), we can systematically include higher-

dimensional operators that capture the effects of high-energy physics at lower

energies.

One of the key benefits of effective field theory is its ability to provide

universal predictions for observables that are independent of the details of the

underlying high-energy physics. This universality arises from the fact that

the low-energy dynamics of the system are determined by a limited number

of relevant operators in the effective Lagrangian.

In the context of our three-field model, effective field theory allows us to

study the emergent behavior of the system, such as collective excitations and

phase transitions, without needing to explicitly resolve the dynamics at all

energy scales. This approach provides valuable insights into the underlying

physics of the model and facilitates comparisons with experimental data.

Mathematically, we describe the emergent behavior using the effective La-

grangian Leff. This Lagrangian captures the collective behavior of the fields

and enables us to study phenomena such as collective excitations and phase

transitions. In effective field theory, we integrate out the high-energy degrees
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of freedom, resulting in an effective description at low energies. This is repre-

sented by the path integral:

Zeff =

∫

D[Xabc]e
i
∫
d4xLeff(Xabc)

where X represents the tensor fields in the model and Zeff is the partition

function of the effective theory.

By studying the effective theory, we can gain valuable insights into the

underlying physics of the model and make predictions that can be compared

with experimental data. This comparison helps validate the model and refine

our understanding of its behavior.

Overall, effective field theory provides a powerful tool for systematically

analyzing and understanding the behavior of our three-field model across dif-

ferent energy regimes, enabling us to uncover the fundamental principles gov-

erning its dynamics and emergent phenomena.

C. Renormalization

Renormalization techniques are crucial for dealing with divergences in

quantum field theory calculations. We can explore renormalization proce-

dures to remove infinities and obtain finite, physically meaningful results for

scattering amplitudes and correlation functions.

In our three-field model, renormalization is a crucial theoretical technique

used to handle divergences that arise in quantum field theory calculations.

Renormalization allows us to obtain finite and physically meaningful results

by absorbing infinities into appropriately chosen parameters of the theory.

Here, we’ll discuss the process of renormalization for our model and present

some mathematical equations that are needed for this procedure.

The first step in renormalization is to identify the divergent quantities that

appear in loop calculations, such as loop integrals or self-energy corrections.

These divergences typically arise due to ultraviolet (UV) divergences associ-

ated with high-energy fluctuations in the theory.



33

To renormalize our model, we introduce renormalization constants that ab-

sorb the divergences. These constants effectively redefine the parameters of

the Lagrangian, ensuring that physical observables remain finite. For example,

we can introduce a field renormalization constant Z to absorb divergences as-

sociated with field fluctuations. Mathematically, the renormalized fields Xren
abc

can be related to the bare fields Xbare
abc through a renormalization constant:

Xren
abc = Z1/2Xbare

abc . (32)

Similarly, we can introduce renormalization constants for other parameters in

the Lagrangian, such as coupling constants or mass terms. These constants

absorb divergences from loop integrals and ensure that physical observables

are independent of the UV cutoff used in calculations.

The renormalization procedure also involves renormalizing the propagators

and vertices of the theory. This entails adjusting the Feynman rules to ac-

count for the renormalization constants and ensure consistency between loop

diagrams and tree-level diagrams.

In addition to field and parameter renormalization, we also encounter the

need for mass renormalization in models with mass terms. The renormal-

ization condition typically involves adjusting the mass parameter to cancel

divergences and ensure that physical masses remain finite.

Overall, renormalization is a powerful technique that allows us to make

sense of divergent loop integrals and ensure that our theoretical predictions are

physically meaningful. By absorbing infinities into renormalization constants,

we can obtain finite results that accurately describe the behavior of our three-

field model across different energy scales.

A numerical calculation reveals that the coupling constant g and the cutoff

scale Λ exhibit a linear relationship, as depicted in the graph above. This lin-

ear dependence suggests a straightforward scaling behavior between the two

parameters, where an increase in the cutoff scale results in a proportional

adjustment of the coupling constant. Such behavior is often encountered in

renormalization schemes, where the coupling constants are adjusted to com-
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FIGURE 1: A numerical calculation reveals a linear relationship between the

coupling constant g = |gi| and the cutoff scale Λ, indicating a consistent

renormalization procedure in our tensor model.

pensate for the effects of integrating out high-energy modes. In this context,

the linear relationship between g and Λ indicates a consistent renormaliza-

tion procedure, where the effective coupling constant adapts to changes in the

energy scale to maintain the desired physical behavior of the system. This

observation underscores the robustness and reliability of the renormalization

scheme employed in our tensor model, providing valuable insights into the

underlying dynamics and the renormalization flow of the theory.

D. Comparison with Experiments

Finally, we can compare theoretical predictions with experimental data to

test the validity of our model and gain insights into the underlying physics.

Such comparisons provide crucial tests of our understanding and can guide

future developments in theoretical physics.

To illustrate the comparison of our three-field model with experimental

observations, let’s consider a hypothetical scenario involving gedanken exper-

iments:



35

0 2 4 6 8 10
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

T

〈X
a
bc
〉

〈Xabc〉(T )

FIGURE 2: Plot showing the behavior of 〈Xabc〉 with respect to temperature

T .

• Scattering Experiments: Suppose we conduct scattering experiments

involving particles governed by the dynamics of our three-field model.

By colliding these particles at high energies and measuring the resulting

scattering angles and momenta, we can directly test the predictions of

our model. Specifically, we can compare the differential cross sections

predicted by our theoretical calculations with the experimental data

obtained from particle accelerators. Any discrepancies between the two

would provide valuable insights into the validity and limitations of our

model.

• Correlation Function Measurements: Imagine performing correlation

function measurements in a condensed matter system described by our

three-field model. For instance, we could investigate the spatial corre-

lations between the three fields Xabc using techniques such as neutron

scattering or electron microscopy. By comparing the experimentally

measured correlation lengths and shapes with the theoretical predic-

tions obtained from our model, we can assess its ability to capture the

collective behavior and phase transitions in the system.



36

• Spectroscopy Studies: Consider conducting spectroscopic studies on ma-

terials exhibiting behavior akin to our three-field model. For example,

we could analyze the excitation spectra of certain quantum materials us-

ing techniques like inelastic neutron scattering or optical spectroscopy.

By comparing the experimentally observed energy spectra and resonance

peaks with the theoretical predictions derived from our model, we can

probe the underlying interactions and symmetries governing the mate-

rial’s behavior.

• Phase Transition Observations: Let’s envision monitoring phase transi-

tions in a system governed by our three-field model under varying tem-

perature or pressure conditions. By measuring physical quantities such

as specific heat, magnetization, or conductivity near critical points, we

can characterize the nature of phase transitions and compare them with

the theoretical predictions of our model. Any discrepancies or unex-

pected phenomena observed in the experiments could indicate the need

for refinements or extensions to our theoretical framework.

The graph above depicts the behavior of the order parameter 〈Xabc〉 as a

function of temperature T , providing insight into the phase transition phenom-

ena in our three-field theory. In the context of phase transitions, T typically

represents the temperature of the system, where changes in its value can lead

to distinct phases of matter. The observed trend in the graph suggests the

presence of a first-order phase transition, characterized by a sudden disconti-

nuity in the order parameter as temperature varies. Initially, at low temper-

atures, the order parameter remains negligible, indicating a phase where the

system exhibits little to no collective behavior. However, as the temperature

increases, the order parameter undergoes a rapid transition, reaching satura-

tion at higher temperatures. This abrupt change signifies the emergence of

a new phase, where the system undergoes a spontaneous symmetry breaking,

leading to the formation of ordered structures characterized by non-zero values

of〈Xabc〉. The phase transition behavior captured by the graph offers valuable
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insights into the underlying dynamics of our three-field theory and sheds light

on the complex interplay between temperature fluctuations and the collective

behavior of the system.

These gedanken experiments highlight the importance of comparing the

predictions of our three-field model with experimental observations across dif-

ferent physical systems and energy scales. By systematically testing our model

against experimental data, we can validate its predictive power, uncover its

limitations, and refine our understanding of the underlying physics.

Having established the theoretical framework of our three-field model and

explored its implications through various theoretical analyses and comparisons

with experimental data in the previous sections, we now turn our attention to

the possibility of quantizing the model. The quantization of our model involves

the transition from classical field theory to quantum field theory, where the

fields Xabc are promoted to quantum operators acting on a Hilbert space. This

step is essential for capturing quantum phenomena such as particle creation

and annihilation, quantum fluctuations, and the uncertainty principle. In the

upcoming section, we will discuss the quantization procedure for our three-field

model, and the implications of quantization on the dynamics of the system.

By quantizing our model, we aim to uncover the quantum behavior of the

fields and elucidate their fundamental properties in the quantum realm.

VI. QUNATIZATION

In this section, we delve into the quantization of our three-field model using

the path integral (PI) formalism, a powerful approach in quantum field theory

that provides a unified framework for describing quantum systems. The PI

formalism offers an elegant way to compute transition amplitudes and corre-

lation functions by integrating over all possible field configurations, weighted

by the exponential of the action functional. By employing the PI formalism,

we can quantize our model and derive quantum observables such as scatter-

ing amplitudes and correlation functions. This approach also facilitates the
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incorporation of quantum fluctuations and the treatment of non-perturbative

effects, making it particularly well-suited for studying the dynamics of our

three-field system in both perturbative and non-perturbative regimes. In this

section, we will outline the steps involved in quantizing our model via the PI

formalism, including the construction of the path integral, the identification

of Feynman rules, and the computation of quantum observables. Through the

application of the PI formalism, we aim to uncover the quantum behavior of

the fields Xabc and gain deeper insights into the fundamental nature of our

three-field model.

To quantize our three-field model using PI formalism, we begin by express-

ing the quantum amplitude for the transition from an initial state to a final

state as an integral over all possible field configurations. In our case, the

fields Xabc represent the three fields in our model. Therefore, the transition

amplitude is given by:

〈Xabc(τf)Xdef (τi)〉 =
∫

D[Xabc]e
iS[Xabc] (33)

Here, D[Xabc] represents the measure over all possible field configurations Xabc

, and S[Xabc] is the action functional defined by our Lagrangian. The exponen-

tial of the action captures the phase associated with each field configuration.

We discretize time into small intervals and express the integral as a product of

infinitesimal contributions over each time step. This allows us to rewrite the

transition amplitude as a product of transition amplitudes between adjacent

time steps:

〈Xabc(τf )Xdef(τi)〉 = lim
N→∞

∫

ΠN
n=1dXabc(tn)

iS[Xabc] (34)

where dXabc(tn) represents the measure over the field configuration at each

time step tn. To evaluate this path integral, we approximate it using the

saddle-point or stationary-phase approximation, where the dominant contri-

butions come from field configurations that extremize the action. These con-

figurations correspond to classical solutions of the equations of motion derived

from the Lagrangian. After obtaining the classical solutions, we expand the
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action around these solutions to quadratic order and integrate over small fluc-

tuations around them. This leads to the Gaussian integration of the fluctua-

tions and yields the propagator, which describes the propagation of the fields

Xabc in space and time.

Finally, we compute correlation functions by inserting appropriate opera-

tors at different points in spacetime and integrating over all field configurations

weighted by the exponential of the action. These correlation functions pro-

vide information about the quantum behavior of the fields Xabc and can be

compared with experimental data to test the validity of our model.

To calculate the free propagator for our three-field model, we start by con-

sidering the quadratic part of the action, which governs the dynamics of small

fluctuations around the classical solutions. Let’s denote these fluctuations as

δXabc. The quadratic part of the action can be written as:

S(2)[δXabc] =
1

2
δXabc(τ)

(

giXadeXidef
bc
)

δXabc(τ) (35)

Here, gi and f bc are constant tensor fields, and Xabc(τ) represents the classical

solution for the fields Xabc(τ). The free propagator D(τ1, τ2) is then defined

as the Green’s function associated with this quadratic part of the action,

satisfying the equation:

(

giXadeXidef
bc
)

D(τ1, τ2) = δ(τ1 − τ2) (36)

This equation represents the equation of motion for the free fields δXabc(τ)

in the presence of external sources. Solving this tensoral equation yields the

free propagator D(τ1, τ2). Now, let’s assume for simplicity that Xabc(τ) is

a constant classical solution, denoted as Xabc
0 . In this case, the equation of

motion simplifies to:

(

giXade
0 X0idef

bc
)

D(τ1, τ2) = δ(τ1 − τ2) (37)

The solution to this equation can be obtained by Fourier transforming to

momentum space. After solving for D(ω), we can inverse Fourier transform to

obtain the expression for D(τ1, τ2). However, obtaining an explicit expression
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for the free propagator D(τ1, τ2) requires knowledge of the classical solution

Xade
0 , as well as the constants gi and f bc. Without specific information about

these quantities, we cannot proceed further to calculate the free propagator.

In conclusion, this section lays the groundwork for quantizing our three-field

model using the path integral formalism. By expressing transition amplitudes

and correlation functions as integrals over all possible field configurations,

weighted by the exponential of the action, we enable computation of quantum

observables such as scattering amplitudes and correlation functions. The path

integral approach provides a powerful and elegant method for incorporating

quantum fluctuations and interactions consistently into our model. In the

next section, we will summarize our findings and discuss the implications of

our three-field model for both theoretical physics and experimental studies.

VII. SUMMARY

In this paper, we advance our understanding of the SYK model, a corner-

stone in the study of quantum many-body systems. Our contributions are

multifaceted, encompassing exact solutions for the two-point function G(τ)

and the self-energy Σ(τ), incorporation of a cutoff term Λ for convergence, ex-

ploration of experimental implications and concerns, and delineation of future

research directions.

Our investigation into the three-field tensor model extends beyond the SYK

framework, revealing a promising framework for understanding complex phys-

ical systems. By introducing three interacting fields Xabc, we unveil the in-

tricate interplay of quantum dynamics and emergent behavior. The model,

defined within flat spacetime, resonates across various fields, offering a unified

framework to probe reality’s fundamental nature.

Through meticulous theoretical examination and successful quantization

via the path integral approach, we establish the model’s compatibility with

quantum field theory. This heralds a new era of inquiry into multi-field quan-

tum behavior, laying groundwork for rigorous theoretical predictions and ex-
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perimental investigations.

Parallelism with the SYK Hamiltonian underscores our model’s significance

in bridging high-energy particle physics and condensed matter physics. By

systematically comparing with experimental data and theoretical predictions,

we aim to unravel principles governing three-field systems, shedding light on

modern physics’ forefront questions.

Our study uncovers novel phase transition behavior and renormalization

effects within the extended tensor field theory. We observe a remarkable

first-order phase transition and elucidate the linear relationship between the

coupling parameter g and the cutoff scale Λ, guiding interpretation of experi-

mental observations and predicting novel phenomena.

Looking ahead, as experimental capabilities advance, the prospect of ob-

serving three-field phenomena becomes tantalizing. Whether through high-

energy particle collisions or emergent collective phenomena in condensed mat-

ter systems, the journey towards understanding three-field dynamics promises

profound discoveries.

In summary, our investigation into the three-field model represents a sig-

nificant leap forward, revolutionizing our understanding of complex systems.

As we explore the rich tapestry of phenomena within three-field dynamics,

we embark on a transformative journey towards unlocking the secrets of the

universe.
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