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Abstract

We identify half-wormhole contributions to the non averaged N = 1 supersymmetric
SYK model in which time has been reduced to a point. As in previously studied examples,
the inclusion of half-wormholes restores factorisation in the large N limit. Wormholes as
well as half-wormholes break supersymmetry.

1forste@th.physik.uni-bonn.de
2snatu@uni-bonn.de

ar
X

iv
:2

41
1.

10
15

5v
1 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 1

5 
N

ov
 2

02
4



1 Introduction

In the context of AdS/CFT duality [1] the factorisation problem is related to wormhole
geometries contributing to the gravitational partition function [2]. The partition function
depending on boundary values of the fields does not factorise into disconnected component
contributions due to wormholes connecting them. In the dual description each connected
boundary component corresponds to a separate CFT. These CFT’s are decoupled from
each other. The lack of factorisation can be explained by considering a statistical ensemble
of CFT’s instead [3–5]. Lower dimensional examples are pure JT gravity [6, 7] being dual
to a random matrix ensemble [8] and its supersymmetric extensions [9,10]. There are three
dimensional examples as well (see e.g. [11, 12] and references thereof). JT gravity is also
dual to the low energy limit of the SYK model which is an ensemble too since couplings
are random [13–20]. In the large N limit, the saddle point approximation becomes exact
in the SYK model. One can associate a given saddle point to a wormhole geometry. If
one does not average over couplings factorisation is restored on the SYK side. Saddle
points whose contributions are lost when averaging can restore factorisation upon their
inclusion. Technically, the authors of [21] identified a nice way of obtaining such saddle
points. To simplify the problem the time interval had been reduced to an instant. Then,
the fourth moment of the partition function was computed. The authors of [21] determined
saddle points which do not contribute to the second moment squared. They called these
saddle points half-wormholes. In a non averaged theory computing the nth moment and
taking the nth power is the same. Including half-wormholes into the computation of the
second moment squared should therefore be a step towards restoring factorisation. Indeed,
it turns out that the inclusion of half-wormholes suffices. This has been confirmed by a
direct computation of the fixed coupling expression [22]. More work on extensions and
applications to modified models can be found in [22–34].

In the present paper, we will consider a supersymmetric version of the SYK model
[35]. It has been argued in [36, 37] that for the low energy limit the bulk dual is given by
supersymmetric JT gravity [38]. Gravitational wormholes contribute to the bulk partition
function [9, 10]. We will see, that in a simplified version of the N = 1 supersymmetric
SYK model the inclusion of half-wormholes restores factorisation. The paper is organised
as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the simplified version of the model and compute the
second moment of the partition function. After a contour deformation the same result
can be reproduced in a saddle point approximation. If it were not for the wormholes the
second moment should vanish. Therefore, the saddle point configuration can be viewed as
a holographic dual of a wormhole, or for short, as a wormhole. In Section 3 half-wormhole
contributions are determined by studying the fourth moment of the partition function. It is
argued that their inclusion restores factorisation. In Section 4 we look at supersymmetry
and find it to be broken by wormholes as well as half-wormholes. Section 5 states our
conclusions. Some computational details are shifted into appendices.
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2 Averaged N = 1 SYK model

The supersymmetric SYK model can be defined in terms of N fermions ψi (i ∈ {1, . . . , N}).
Its supercharge is given by [35]

Q = i
∑

1≤i<j<k<l≤N

Cijkψ
iψjψk, (1)

where the totally anti-symmetric couplings Cijk are drawn from a Gaussian ensemble with

⟨Cijk⟩ = 0 ,
〈
C2
ijk

〉
=

2J

N
, (2)

and J is a dimensionfull (energy) constant which is kept finite in the large N limit. This
model is supersymmetric because the Hamiltonian is given by the supercharge squared.
Following the authors of [21] we will mostly consider a restricted setting in which the
fields ψi are time independent. The time interval is replaced by an instant at t = 1. Then
Hamiltonian and Lagrangian differ only by a sign. To simplify the computation of averages
it is useful to linearise the Hamiltonian in the random couplings by introducing auxiliary
bosonic fields bi (i ∈ {1, . . . , N}) [35]. The Lagrangian is given by

L = −1

2
bibi + i

∑
i<j<k

Cijk
(
biψjψk

)
. (3)

where a sum over repeated indices is implied. The auxiliary field can be eliminated by
solving its equation of motion

bi = i
∑
i<j<k

Cijkψ
jψk. (4)

The Lagrangian (3) is invariant under supersymmetry transformations

δψi = ϵbi , δbi = 0. (5)

2.1 Evaluation of
〈
Z2
〉

As in the non supersymmetric case the ensemble average of the partition function vanishes.
The average for the square of the partition function yields a finite result showing a lack of
factorisation due to taking the ensemble average. For fixed couplings the partition function
squared is given by

Z2 =
1

(2π)N

∫
d2Nb d2Nψ e−LLR , (6)

with

LLR = −1

2

(
biLb

i
L + biRb

i
R

)
+ i

∑
i<j<k

Cijk
(
biLψ

j
Lψ

k
L + biRψ

j
Rψ

k
R

)
. (7)
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Here, the subscripts L and R label two copies of the Lagrangian (3) and the path integral
is performed over both sets of fields. The subscripts can be thought of as belonging to the
left and right boundary of AdS2. The ensemble average is〈

Z2
〉
=

1

(2π)N

∫
d2Nbd2Nψ e−LLR (8)

where

LLR = −1

2

(
biLb

i
L + biRb

i
R

)
+
NJ

2

(
biLb

i
R

N

)(
ψjLψ

j
R

N

)2

−2NJ

(
biLψ

i
R

N

)(
ψjLb

j
R

N

)(
ψkLψ

k
R

N

)
. (9)

We introduce composite quantities

GLR
ψψ =

ψjLψ
j
R

N
, GLR

bb =
bjLb

j
R

N
, GLR

bψ =
bjLψ

j
R

N
, GLR

ψb =
ψjLb

j
R

N
. (10)

To the integrand in (8), one adds an integration over these composites and an insertion of a
delta function restricting them to their values (10). These delta functions are represented
by their Fourier integrals

δ (G−M/N) =
N

4πi

∫
iR
dΣe−Σ(NG−M)/2 (11)

for bosonic fields GLR
ψψ , Σ

LR
ψψ , G

LR
bb , ΣLR

bb . Whereas one has

δ (G−M/N) =
2

N

∫
dΣe−Σ(NG−M)/2 (12)

for anti-commuting fields GLR
bψ , ΣLR

bψ , GLR
ψb , Σ

LR
ψb . We arrive at

〈
Z2
〉
= − 1

(2π)N+2

∫
d2Nbd2Nψ

∫
iR
d4Σ

∫
R
d4G exp

{
1

2

(
biLb

i
L + biRb

i
R

)
+
NJ

2

(
GLR
bb

) (
GLR
ψψ

)2
−NJGLR

bψ G
LR
ψb G

LR
ψψ − N

2
ΣLR
ψψ

(
GLR
ψψ − ψiLψ

i
R

N

)
− N

2
ΣLR
bb

(
GLR
bb − biLb

i
R

N

)
−N

2
ΣLR
bψ

(
GLR
bψ − biLψ

i
R

N

)
− N

2
ΣLR
ψb

(
GLR
ψb − ψiLb

i
R

N

)}
. (13)

In the following we will drop the LR labels at the fields since they are redundant in the
present discussion. Integrating out the b’s and the ψ’s gives rise to the following Berezinian

sdet−
N
2


1 Σbb

2
0

Σbψ
2

Σbb
2

1
Σψb
2

0

0 −Σψb
2

0
Σψψ
2

−Σbψ
2

0 −Σψψ
2

0

 = e
−N

2
log

(
1−Σ2

bb
4

+
ΣψbΣbψΣbb

2Σψψ

)
+N log

Σψψ
2 , (14)
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where we have set squares of anti-commuting quantities to zero. After plugging this into
(13) we get

〈
Z2
〉
= − 1

4π2

∫
iR
d4Σ

∫
R
d4G exp

{
−N

2
log

(
1− Σ2

bb

4
+

ΣψbΣbψΣbb

2Σψψ

)
+N log

Σψψ

2
+
NJ

2
Gbb (Gψψ)

2 −NJGbψGψbGψψ

−N
2
ΣψψGψψ − N

2
ΣbbGbb −

N

2
ΣbψGbψ − N

2
ΣψbGψb

}
. (15)

The integral in (15) can be computed by first integrating over the anti-commuting
degrees of freedom, then over the commuting Σ’s and finally over the commuting G’s. The
detailed calculation is presented in appendix A with the result (in the large N limit)

〈
Z2
〉
≈ 4

√
2

3
2−N 3

3N
4 J

N
2 e−N . (16)

2.2 Identifying Wormholes

On the gravity side of the AdS/CFT correspondence the non vanishing result for the
expectation value of Z2 is due to wormhole configurations connecting the two boundaries
of AdS2 [8,9]. On the SYK side, we would like to identify corresponding field configurations
which are responsible for the non vanishing result in (16). The order in which we have
integrated over the fields in the previous subsection does not lead to such an interpretation.
Following [21] we deform our integration path such that the resulting integrations can be
carried out in any order. Our starting point is (15). Again we first integrate over the non
commuting collective fields to obtain the two contributions in (58). Then, we redefine,

Σbb = iσb , Gψψ = e
iπ
4 gψ , Σψψ = ie−

iπ
4 σψ Gbb = gb. (17)

The deformed contour of integration is obtained by taking gb, σb, gψ, σψ real. We arrive at

〈
Z2
〉
=

N2

16π2

∫
d2σ d2g eL1 +

N2J

32π2

∫
d2σ d2g eL2 (18)

with

L1 =− N

2
log

(
1 +

σ2
b

4

)
+N log

(
ie−

iπ
4 σψ
2

)
+

iNJ

2
gbg

2
ψ − iN

2
σψgψ − iN

2
σbgb, (19)

L2 =−
(
N

2
+ 1

)
log

(
1 +

σ2
b

4

)
+ (N − 1)log

(
ie−

iπ
4 σψ
2

)
+ log iσbgψ +

iNJ

2
gbg

2
ψ

− iN

2
σψgψ − iN

2
σbgb. (20)
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Next we perform the integration first over the gb and then over the σb fields to reduce (18)
to 〈

Z2
〉
=
N

4π

∫
dσψ dgψ e

L1 +
NJ

8π

∫
dσψ dgψ e

L2 (21)

with

L1 =− N

2
log

(
1 +

J2g4ψ
4

)
+N log

(
ie−

iπ
4 σψ
2

)
− iN

2
σψgψ, (22)

L2 =−
(
N

2
+ 1

)
log

(
1 +

J2g4ψ
4

)
+ (N − 1)log

(
ie−

iπ
4 σψ
2

)
+ log iJg3ψ − iN

2
σψgψ. (23)

The saddle point equations for gψ from L1 result in

−
g3ψJ

2(
g4ψJ

2

4
+ 1
) − iσψ = 0. (24)

From taking the σψ derivative we learn that

1

σψ
− igψ

2
= 0. (25)

Solving (24) and (25) leads to four solutions labelled by m ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}

gψ =

√
2

3
1
4

√
J
eiπ(

1
4
−m

2 ),

σψ = −3
1
4

√
2Jeiπ(

1
4
+m

2 ). (26)

Similarly, the four solutions for gψ and σψ resulting from the saddle point equations for L2

are

gψ =

√
2 (N − 4)

1
4

(3N)
1
4

√
J

e
iπ
2
(1−m),

σψ =

√
2J3

1
4N

1
4

(N − 4)
1
4

(
1− 1

N

)
e

iπm
2 . (27)

The only terms in the Lagrangians yielding different contributions for different solutions are
log σψ and log gψ terms in L1 and term in L2 respectively. That is, labelling the Lagrangian
evaluated at a particular solution by m one finds the following structure

Lm1/2 = L1/2 + 2πiN
(m
4

)
(28)

with,

L1 = −N +
N

2
log

(
3

3
2

2

)
+N log

√
J (29)
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L2 = −N +
N

2
log

(
3

3
2

2

)
+N log

√
J + log

2

J
(30)

(31)

The sum over m ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3} yields an overall factor

1 + e
iπN
2 + eiπN + e

3iπN
2 . (32)

For integer N this is non zero only if N is also divisible by four. The observation that
⟨Z2⟩ is non vanishing only if N is a multiple of four agrees with our previous calculation.
Taking into account the contribution from the one-loop factor for the two integrals in (21)
(see appendix B) we find that the contribution from one saddle point is

〈
Z2
〉
≈
√

2

3
2−N3

3N
4 J

N
2 e−N . (33)

Thus, we see that all four saddle points contribute such that the sum over all saddle points
is equal to the previous evaluation (16).

2.3 Computing
〈
Z4
〉

Half-wormholes are collective field configurations forming certain saddle points contributing
to ⟨Z4⟩ [21]. Therefore, we consider now the fourth power of the partition function

Z4 = ZLZRZL′ZR′ =
1

(2π)2N

∫
d4Nψ d4Nb e−L. (34)

with,

L =
1

2

((
biL
)2

+
(
biR
)2

+
(
biL′

)2
+
(
biR′

)2)
− i

∑
i<j<k

Cijk
(
biLψ

j
Lψ

k
L + biRψ

j
Rψ

k
R + biL′ψ

j
L′ψ

k
L′ + biR′ψ

j
R′ψ

k
R′

)
. (35)

The average over the couplings is,〈
Z4
〉
=

1

(2π)2N

∫
d4Nψ d4Nb e−L̄ (36)

with

L̄ =
1

2

(∑
γ

(biγ)
2

)
+
NJ

2

(
biαb

i
β

N

)(
ψjαψ

j
β

N

)2

−NJ

(
biαψ

i
β

N

)(
ψjαb

j
β

N

)(
ψkαψ

k
β

N

)
. (37)

Here, γ ∈ {L,R, L′, R′} and α, β are summed over the distinct pairs:

(α, β) ∈ {(L,R), (L,L′), (L,R′), (R,L′), (R,R′), (L′, R′)}. (38)
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We follow the same procedure as in section 2.1, where we first introduce the collective
fields and integrate out the various ψ and b fields. The integral over the ψ and b fields is
Gaussian with quadratic form

1

2
viMδijv

T
j ≡ 1

2
vi

(
A B
C D

)
δijv

T
j . (39)

with
vi =

(
biL, b

i
R, b

i
L′ , biR′ , ψiL, ψ

i
R, ψ

i
L′ , ψiR′

)
(40)

and the four times four blocks are given by

A =


1

ΣLRbb

2

ΣLL
′

bb

2

ΣLR
′

bb

2
ΣLRbb

2
1

ΣRL
′

bb

2

ΣRR
′

bb

2
ΣLL

′
bb

2

ΣRL
′

bb

2
1

ΣL
′R′

bb

2
ΣLR

′
bb

2

ΣRR
′

bb

2

ΣL
′R′

bb

2
1

 , B =


0

ΣLRbψ

2

ΣLL
′

bψ

2

ΣLR
′

bψ

2

−ΣLRψb

2
0

ΣRL
′

bψ

2

ΣRR
′

bψ

2

−ΣLL
′

ψb

2
−ΣRL

′
ψb

2
0

ΣL
′R′

bψ

2

−ΣLR
′

ψb

2
−ΣRR

′
ψb

2
−ΣL

′R′
ψb

2
0

 ,

C =


0

ΣLRψb

2

ΣLL
′

ψb

2

ΣLR
′

ψb

2

−ΣLRbψ

2
0

ΣRL
′

ψb

2

ΣRR
′

ψb

2

−ΣLL
′

bψ

2
−ΣRL

′
bψ

2
0

ΣL
′R′

ψb

2

−ΣLR
′

bψ

2
−ΣRR

′
bψ

2
−ΣL

′R′
bψ

2
0

 , D =


0

ΣLRψψ
2

ΣLL
′

ψψ

2

ΣLR
′

ψψ

2

−ΣLRψψ
2

0
ΣRL

′
ψψ

2

ΣRR
′

ψψ

2

−ΣLL
′

ψψ

2
−ΣRL

′
ψψ

2
0

ΣL
′R′

ψψ

2

−ΣLR
′

ψψ

2
−ΣRR

′
ψψ

2
−ΣL

′R′
ψψ

2
0

 .

The integration over the collective fields is performed in appendix C, with the result (92).
On the gravity side the non vanishing of ⟨Z4⟩ can be attributed to wormhole configura-

tions now connecting four boundaries. As for ⟨Z2⟩ the same result can be obtained from a
saddle point approximation in the large N limit. After a contour deformation these saddle
points correspond to pairs of wormholes connecting two boundaries. The saddle points in
section 2.2 are now “doubled” as follows (the ψψ label is suppressed on the rhs)

σψ, gψ → σαβ, gαβ (41)

with two (α, β) pairs given by

(α, β) ∈ (LR,L′R′) or (LR′, L′R) or (LL′, RR′) . (42)

The notation means that the two pairs on the rhs of (41) take the same values as the (σψ, gψ)
pair in section 2.2 whereas all other σαβ, gαβ are zero (the or’s in (42) are exclusive). The
factor three in (92) can be attributed to the observation that there are three instead of
one saddle point and the contribution of each is just the square of its contribution to ⟨Z2⟩
(including one-loop determinants).
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3 Half-Wormholes

3.1 Contributions to Non Averaged Z2

Without averaging the expression for Z2 is

Z2 =

∫
d2Nψd2Nb exp

[
(biL)

2

2
+

(biR)
2

2
− i

∑
i<j<k

Cijk
(
biLψ

j
Lψ

k
L + biRψ

j
Rψ

k
R

)]
. (43)

The authors of [21] developed an indirect method of approximating this expression by
a sum over saddle points. In addition to the previously discussed wormholes there are
also contributions due to so called half-wormholes. These correspond to saddle points
contributing to

√
⟨Z4⟩ but not to ⟨Z2⟩. Since (43) clearly factorises into left times right

sector the inclusion of half-wormholes restores factorisation.
Again we introduce collective fields by inserting an identity. For the non averaged

expression we chose (d4G = dGψψdGbbdGbψdGψb)

1 =

∫
d4Gδ

(
Gψψ − ψjLψ

j
R

N

)
δ

(
Gbb −

bjLb
j
R

N

)
δ

(
Gbψ − bjLψ

j
R

N

)
δ

(
Gψb −

ψjLb
j
R

N

)

× exp

−NJ
2

(
biLb

i
R

N

)(
ψjLψ

j
R

N

)2

+
NJ

2
GbbG

2
ψψ


× exp

[
NJ

(
biLψ

i
R

N

)(
ψjLb

j
R

N

)(
ψkLψ

k
R

N

)
−NJGbψGψbGψψ

]
(44)

The result can then be written as an integral over Σψψ such that,

Z2 =

∫
dΣψψΦ(Σψψ), (45)

with

Φ (Σ) =

∫
d2Nψd2N b d4GdΣbb dΣbψ dΣψb e

S, (46)

where

S =
1

2
(biL)

2 +
1

2
(biR)

2 +
1

2
biLΣbbb

i
R +

1

2
biLΣbψψ

i
R − 1

2
ψiLΣψbb

i
R

+
NJ

2
Gbb(G

ψψ)2 − 2NJGbψGψbGψψ − N

2
(ΣbbGbb + ΣbψGbψ + ΣψbGψb)

− N

2
ΣGψψ +

1

2
ψiLΣψ

i
R − i

∑
i<j<k

Cijk
(
biLψ

j
Lψ

k
L + biRψ

j
Rψ

k
R

)
− NJ

2

(
biLb

i
R

N

)(
ψjLψ

j
R

N

)2

+NJ

(
biLψ

i
R

N

)(
ψjLb

j
R

N

)(
ψkLψ

k
R

N

)
. (47)
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In order to check whether a given value of Σ belongs to the self-averaging region we compare
⟨Φ⟩2 and ⟨Φ2⟩. The average ⟨Φ (Σ)⟩ is the same as (46) with the last three terms in (47)
cancelled. After contour deformation it is given by (21) with the σψ integrations dropped

and σψ = e
iπ
4 Σ. For later reference, we notice that it vanishes at Σ = 0. To obtain the

expression for ⟨Φ2 (Σ)⟩ we begin by first squaring (46) and then average over the coupling
which results in, 〈

Φ2 (Σ)
〉
=

∫
d24G d22Σ d2Nψ d2Nb eI (48)

with,

I =
1

2

∑
α

(biα)
2 +

1

2

∑
αβ

(
biαΣ

αβ
bb b

i
β +

1

2
biαΣ

αβ
bψψ

i
β −

1

2
ψiαΣ

αβ
ψb b

i
β

)
+
NJ

2

∑
αβ

Gαβ
bb (G

αβ
ψψ)

2

− 2NJ
∑
αβ

Gαβ
bψG

αβ
ψbG

αβ
ψψ − N

2

∑
αβ

(
Σαβ
bb G

αβ
bb + Σαβ

bψG
αβ
bψ + Σαβ

ψbG
αβ
ψb

)
(49)

− N

2
Σ
(
GLR
ψψ +GL′R′

ψψ

)
+

1

2
Σ
(
ψiLψ

i
R + ψiL′ψiR′

)
− N

2

∑
αβ

′
Σαβ
ψψG

αβ
ψψ +

1

2

∑
αβ

′
Σαβ
ψψψ

i
αψ

i
β.

Here, α ∈ {L,R, L′, R′}. In the sum without a prime (α, β) takes values in the list (38)
whereas for the primed sums the pairings LR and L′R′ are excluded. After integrating
over the b’s and the ψ’s this expression looks similar to ⟨Z4⟩ in (83) with the difference
that ΣLR

ψψ = ΣL′R′

ψψ = Σ here and Σ is not integrated over. As long as we are interested
in Σ values which (after contour deformation) happen to be at saddle points of ⟨Z4⟩ the
average ⟨Φ (Σ)2⟩ will be equal to the corresponding saddle point contribution to ⟨Z4⟩. In
particular, to ⟨Φ (0)2⟩ saddle point with non trivial gLL′ , gRR′ or gLR′ , gL′R will contribute
(see the discussion at the end of the previous section). Therefore, we find

⟨Φ (0)2⟩ = 2⟨Z2⟩2 (50)

If Σ takes non trivial values corresponding to saddle points of ⟨Z4⟩ one has the same
contributions to ⟨Φ⟩2 and ⟨Φ2⟩ at those values.

3.2 Including Half-Wormholes Restores Factorisation

Since ⟨Φ (0)⟩ = 0 the saddle point at σ = 0 clearly does not contribute to ⟨Z2⟩. Without
averaging everything factorises and all saddle points contributing to Z4 should matter for

Z2 as well. Hence, at σ = 0 there is a contribution of
√

⟨Φ (0)2⟩ to Z2. The corresponding

saddle point is called half-wormhole. By the same arguments as given in [21, 32] one con-
cludes that including half-wormhole contributions suffices to compute the non averaged Z2

and thus restores factorisation. For self-containedness we repeat those arguments following
closely [32].

The statement is that the non averaged expression for Z2 equals the averaged expression
(dominated by wormhole saddles) plus a half-wormhole contribution

10



Thus, the fixed coupling expression looks like,

Z2 ≈ ⟨Z2⟩+ Φ(0) , (51)

in the large N limit. In order to check whether (51) captures essential contributions to the
non averaged Z2 we consider the error

Error = Z2 − ⟨Z2⟩ − Φ (0) = 0. (52)

The mean error
⟨Error⟩ = −⟨Φ (0)⟩ = 0. (53)

The mean squared error is given by

⟨Error.Error⟩ = ⟨
(
Z2 − ⟨Z2⟩ − Φ (0)

)2⟩ = ⟨Z4⟩ − ⟨Z2⟩2 + ⟨Φ (0)2⟩ − 2⟨Z2Φ (0)⟩. (54)

Each of these terms is dominated by contributions due to wormhole pairs connecting four
boundaries (e.g. labelled by L,R, L′, R′). However, the number of contributing pairs differs.
For instance, for ⟨Z2⟩2 only one pairing with σLR and σL

′R′
non vanishing contributes, for

⟨Z4⟩ there are three such pairings (42) whereas for the last two terms only two remain
(since σLR = σL

′R′
= 0). This leads to

⟨Error.Error⟩ = (3− 1 + 2− 4) ⟨Z2⟩2 = 0. (55)

4 Wormholes and Half-Wormholes Break Supersym-

metry

From the susy transformation (5) one can deduce how the composite fields transform.
Transformations of G’s follow directly and the behaviour of Σ’s can be inferred by imposing
invariance on the effective Lagrangians. One finds

δGαβ
ψψ = ϵαG

αβ
bψ + ϵβG

αβ
ψb , δG

αβ
bψ = ϵβG

αβ
bb , δG

αβ
ψb = ϵαG

αβ
bb ,

δΣαβ
bψ = −ϵαΣαβ

ψψ, δΣ
αβ
ψb = −ϵβΣαβ

ψψ, δΣ
αβ
bb = −ϵαΣαβ

ψb − ϵβΣ
αβ
bψ (56)

and the remaining degrees of freedom are invariant. Here,

α, β ∈ {L,R} , respectively α, β ∈ {L,R, L′, R′} (57)

for (15) respectively (75) and α ̸= β. For the wormhole configuration in section 2.2 we
have GLR

ψψ ̸= 0. Therefore δGLR
bψ = δGLR

ψb = 0 implies ϵL = ϵR = 0. For ⟨Z4⟩ the same
argument leads to broken supersymmetry. All possible values for α or β occur in any of
the three options listed in (42). Therefore all transformations of Gαβ

ψb and Gαβ
bψ vanish only

if all ϵα = 0.
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5 Conclusion

In the presented paper we extended the work of [21] to the N = 1 supersymmetric SYK
model. The model was simplified by considering only time independent fields. Then all
moments of the partition function can, in principle, be computed exactly. At large N ,
the results match a saddle point approximation if 1-loop determinants are included. We
constructed wormhole and half-wormhole configurations. Wormholes are non trivial saddle
points which reproduce the large N result after contour deformation. Half-wormholes are
saddle points contributing to the fourth moment but not to the second moment squared.
To identify half-wormholes we expressed the second moment as an integral over one field
(namely σψψ). By comparing the expectation value of the squared integrand to the square
of its expectation value one can deduce for which values of σψψ a given configuration
contributes to the average of Z2. In difference to [21] we were not able to find an expression
for any value of σψψ and depict a self averaging region in the complex σψψ plane. For our
purpose it was sufficient to consider saddle point values of σψψ contributing to ⟨Z4⟩. If
for a given σψψ there is a contribution to the second moment of Z there is a wormhole
at the corresponding saddle point and otherwise a half-wormhole. It was argued that the
inclusion of half-wormholes suffices to reproduce Z2 at fixed coupling and therefore restores
factorisation. Wormholes as well as half-wormholes were shown to break supersymmetry
completely.

It would be interesting to extend the results to the full time dependent supersymmetric
SYK model. (For the non supersymmetric SYK there is a discussion in [21].) Another
open problem is to relate half-wormholes to their bulk duals (see [25,27] for the non super-
symmetric case). Perhaps, our results could be also confirmed by a more direct calculation
analogous to [22]. Our observation that wormholes and half-wormhole break N = 1 super-
symmetry completely could be compared to other models with global symmetries such as
the complex SYK model [39, 40] and the N = 2 supersymmetric SYK model [35].

Acknowledgments.

We acknowledge support by the Bonn Cologne Graduate School of Physics and Astronomy
(BCGS).

A Computation of
〈
Z2
〉

We compute the integral given in (15). First we perform the integrations over the anti-
commuting variables. Only terms which are linear in each of them contribute. There are
two such terms, the first coming from expanding the first and fourth term in (15) and the
second from the last and the next to last terms,〈

Z2
〉
C
= I1 + I2, (58)
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with

I1 = −N
2J

32π2

∫
d2Gd2Σ

(
1− Σ2

bb

4

)−N
2
−1

ΣbbGψψ

(
Σψψ

2

)N−1

e
N
2 (JGbbG2

ψψ−ΣψψGψψ−ΣbbGbb) (59)

I2 = − N2

16π2

∫
d2Gd2Σ

(
1− Σ2

bb

4

)−N
2
(
Σψψ

2

)N
e
N
2 (JGbbG2

ψψ−ΣψψGψψ−ΣbbGbb), (60)

where the remaining integrations over commuting quantities are along the real and imagi-
nary axis respectively. First, the Σ integrals are carried out using the general relation∫

iR
dΣΣke−

NΣG
2 = 2πi

(
2

N

)k+1

(−1)k
dkδ (G)

dGk
. (61)

Focusing first on I1, this yields,

I1 =
(−1)N J

NN

∫
d2GGψψe

NJGbbG
2
ψψ

2

(
1− ∂2

N2∂G2
bb

)−N
2
−1
∂Nδ (Gbb) δ (Gψψ)

∂Gbb∂G
N−1
ψψ

. (62)

Performing the Gψψ integral yields

I1 = − 1

NN+1

∫
dGbb

1

Gbb

∂Ne
NJGbbG

2
ψψ

2

∂GN
ψψ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
Gψψ=0

(
1− ∂2

N2∂G2
bb

)−N
2
−1
∂δ (Gbb)

∂Gbb

=

 − N !J
N
2

N
N
2 +12

N
2 (N2 )!

∫
dGbbG

N
2
−1

bb

(
1− ∂2

N2∂G2
bb

)−N
2
−1

∂δ(Gbb)
∂Gbb

for even N

0 for odd N
(63)

For even N we expand the integral in powers of derivatives. Only the term for which the
number of derivatives equals N

2
− 1 contributes. From the expansion of the integrand we

can get only odd powers of derivatives implying that for a non vanishing result N has to
be a multiple of four. We obtain

I1 =

 (−1)
N
4
−1 N !(N2 −1)!J

N
2

NN−12
N
2 (N2 )!

(
−N

2
− 1

N
4
− 1

)
for 4 | N,

0 for 4 ∤ N.
(64)

Here, the last factor denotes the binomial coefficient which we compute by analytic con-
tinuation (

−N
2
− 1

N
4
− 1

)
=

Γ
(
−N

2

)
Γ
(
N
4

)
Γ
(
−3N

4
+ 1
) = (−1)1−

N
4

(
3N
4
− 1
)
!(

N
4
− 1
)
!
(
N
2

)
!
. (65)

In the last step we have deformed negative integer arguments of Gamma functions by
adding ϵ. Then we have replaced the corresponding Gamma functions by means of

Γ (x) Γ (1− x) =
π

sinπx

13



and taken ϵ to zero in the end. This leads to(
−M
k

)
=

(−1)k (M + k − 1)!

k! (M − 1)!
, (66)

with M taken to be positive and integer. Finally, we use Stirling’s approximation for large
N and obtain

I1 ≈

{
2
√

2
3
2−N3

3N
4 J

N
2 e−N for 4 | N,

0 for 4 ∤ N.
(67)

The computation of the second term is quite similar. After integrating out Σψψ and Σbb

we obtain

I2 = N−N
∫
d2G e

NJGbbG
2
ψψ

2

(
1− ∂2

N2∂G2
bb

)−N
2 ∂N

∂GN
ψψ

δ (Gbb) δ (Gψψ) . (68)

Performing the Gψψ integral results in

I2 =

 N−N
2 N !J

N
2

2
N
2 (N2 )!

∫
dGbbG

N
2
bb

(
1− ∂2

N2∂G2
bb

)−N
2
δ (Gbb) for even N,

0 for odd N.
(69)

Since the integrand gives rise only to even numbers of derivatives non vanishing results can
be only obtained if the power N/2 is even, i.e. N is a multiple of four. Proceeding in the
same way as for I1 we find that in the large N limit

I2 = I1, (70)

with I1 given in (67).

B One-Loop Determinants

Expanding the Lagrangians in (22) to second power in fluctuations (denoted e.g. by δσψ)
around the saddle point (26) and (27) with m = 0

L1/2 = L0,1/2 −
1

2
cS1/2c

T , (71)

where L0,1/2 denotes the saddle point value and

c = (δgψ, δσψ) , (72)

For L1 we have,

S =

(
5iJ

√
3N

2
iN
2

iN
2

− iN
2J

√
3

)
(73)

integrating over the fluctuations provides a factor

2π

√
1

detS
=

2π

N

√
2

3
. (74)

For L2 we get the same value for the one-loop determinant contribution.
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C Computing ⟨Z4⟩
After replacing the elementary ψi and bi by collective fields the mean of Z4 is

〈
Z4
〉
=

(
1

2π

)12 ∫
d24Σd24G (sdetM)−N/2

× e
−N

2

∑
α,β

(
ΣαβψψG

αβ
ψψ+Σαβbb G

αβ
bb +ΣαβbψG

αβ
bψ+ΣαβψbG

αβ
ψb+JG

αβ
bb (G

αβ
ψψ)

2
−2JGαβbψG

αβ
ψbG

αβ
ψψ

)
(75)

whereM is defined in (39) and the sum includes all configurations listed in (38). Performing
all Gαβ

bψ integrals yields

〈
Z4
〉
C
=

(
1

2π

)12 ∫
d24Σd24G (sdetM)−N/2

∏
α,β

(
N

2
Σαβ
bψ −NJGαβ

ψbG
αβ
ψψ

)
× e

−N
2

∑
α,β

(
ΣαβψψG

αβ
ψψ+Σαβbb G

αβ
bb +ΣαβψbG

αβ
ψb+JG

αβ
bb (G

αβ
ψψ)

2
)

(76)

The product in the first line gives rise to 26 terms,

〈
Z4
〉
C
=

64∑
i=1

Ki. (77)

We focus in the following on the first term containing a product of all six Σαβ
bψ and call

the result K1. For this term one can easily perform the Gαβ
ψb integrals, all Grassmann odd

quantities in M can be set to zero. We arrive at

K1 =
1

(2π)12

(
N

2

)12 ∫
d12Σd12G

(
detD

detA

)N
2

e
−N

2

∑
α,β

(
ΣαβψψG

αβ
ψψ+Σαβbb G

αβ
bb +JGαβbb (G

αβ
ψψ)

2
)
. (78)

To simplify the calculation we deform integration contours partially by integrating Σαβ
bb

along the real axis and Gαβ
bb along the imaginary axis. Then Gαβ

bb integrations yield delta
functions

(2πi)6
(

2

N

)6

δ(6)
(
Σαβ
bb + J

(
Gαβ
ψψ

)2)
which we exploit when performing the Σαβ

bb integrals. The remaining variables carry all
ψψ-subscripts which we drop in the following (and move αβ down),

K1 = − 1

(2π)6

(
N

2

)6 ∫
d6Σd6G

(
detD

det Ã

)N
2

Exp

[
−N

2

∑
αβ

ΣαβGαβ

]
. (79)

Here,

det Ã = detA
∣∣
Σαβbb →−J(Gαβ)

2
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= 1− J2

4

∑
αβ

G4
αβ −

J3

4

(
G2
LRG

2
LL′G2

RL′ +G2
LRG

2
LR′G2

RR′ +G2
LL′G2

LR′G2
L′R′

+G2
RL′G2

RR′G2
L′R′

)
+
J4

16

(
G4
LRG

4
L′R′ +G4

LL′G4
RR′ +G4

LR′G4
RL′ (80)

−2G2
LRG

2
LL′G2

RR′G2
L′R′ − 2G2

LRG
2
LR′G2

RL′G2
L′R′ − 2G2

LL′G2
LR′G2

RL′G2
R′R′

)
Performing the Σαβ integrals using (61) yields

K1 =

∫
d6Gδ(6) (Gαβ) det D̃

N
2 det Ã−N

2 (81)

with
D̃ = D

∣∣
Σαβ→− 2

N
∂

∂Gαβ

. (82)

Notice, that e.g
det D̃ det Ã ̸= det D̃Ã

since the components of the two matrices do not commute. All derivatives should be kept
to the left. The appearing powers of the determinants can be expanded as follows

det D̃
N
2 =

1

N2N

(
∂2

∂GLR∂GL′R′
− ∂2

∂GLL′∂GRR′
+

∂2

∂GLR′∂GRL′

)N
=

1

N2N

∑
l1+l2+l3=N

N !

l1!l2!l3!
(−1)l2

∂2N

∂Gl1
LR∂G

l1
L′R′∂G

l2
LL′∂G

l2
RR′∂G

l3
LR′∂G

l3
RL′

, (83)

whereas

det Ã−N
2 =

∞∑
k=0

(
−N

2

k

) ∑
∑16
i=1 ki=k

k!∏16
i=1 ki!

(−1)x 2y Jz
∏
αβ

G
2kαβ
αβ , (84)

with

x =

(
10∑
i=1

+
16∑
i=14

)
ki, y =

(
−2

10∑
i=1

−4
13∑
i=11

−3
16∑
i=14

)
ki, z =

(
2

6∑
i=1

+3
10∑
i=7

+4
16∑
i=11

)
ki,

kLR = 2k1 + k7 + k8 + 2k11 + k14 + k15, kLL′ = 2k2 + k7 + k9 + 2k12 + k14 + k16,

kLR′ = 2k3 + k8 + k9 + 2k13 + k15 + k16, kRL′ = 2k4 + k7 + k10 + 2k13 + k15 + k16,

kRR′ = 2k5 + k8 + k10 + 2k12 + k14 + k16, kL′R′ = 2k6 + k9 + k10 + 2k11 + k14 + k15.

Notice that for the kth term the total degree of the appearing monomials 2
∑
kαβ ≥ 4k.

All terms in det D̃
N
2 are differential operators of order 2N . Therefore, from the infinite

sum over k at most terms with k ≤ N/2 contribute to the integral (81). One obtains

K1 =
1

N2N

N/2∑
k=0

(
−N

2

k

) ∑
∑
ki=k

(−1)x 2yJzN ! (2kLR)! (2kLR′)! (2kLL′)!
k!∏
ki!
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× δkLRkL′R′δkLR′kRL′δkLL′kRR′δkLR+kLR′+kLL′−N/2. (85)

To make further progress we focus on particular contributions. First we will be interested
in the contribution with kLR = kL′R′ = N/2 and the rest of the kαβ = 0. The Kronecker
symbols are non vanishing for (we consider again N to be a multiple of four)

k1 = k6 = l , k11 =
N

4
− l with l ∈

{
0, . . . ,

N

4

}
(86)

and all other ki’s are zero. The sum over k and the ki’s becomes

N/4∑
l=0

(
3N
4
+ l − 1

)
!

l!2
(
N
4
− l
)
!
(−1)l+

N
4 =

(
3N
4
− 1
)
!2(

N
4

)
!2
(
N
2
− 1
)
!

(87)

Plugging this into (85) and taking the large N limit we find

K1|kLR=kL′R′=N/2 =
8

3
× 2−2N3

3N
2 JNe−2N . (88)

This particular result could have been obtained without performing the non trivial sum
(87) by setting the corresponding Gαβ = 0 in Ã and factorising the determinant before the
expansion.

Next, we consider the contribution with

kLR = kL′R′ = kLR′ = kRL′ =
N

4
(89)

and all other kαβ = 0. Non vanishing contributions can be parameterised as

k1 = k6 = l, k3 = k4 = p, k11 =
N

8
− l − q, k13 =

N

8
− p− q,

k15 = 2q, l, p, q ∈
{
0, . . . ,

N

8

}
(90)

with all other ki = 0. We assumed that N is a multiple of 8 (for odd 4N only odd choices
of k15 contribute). We were not able to obtain a closed expression for the resulting triple

sum. Therefore we just plot Log
(
K1|kLR=kL′R′=kLR′=kRL′=N

4
/ K1|kLR=kL′R′=N/2

)
in figure

1. We see that contributions with more than one pair of kαβ being large are exponentially
suppressed. A similar behaviour was also observed in other models [21,32]. Assuming that
all contributions in (77) give either the same result or are subleading in the large N limit
we obtain finally3 〈

Z4
〉
≈ α× 8× 2−2N3

3N
2 JNe−2N , (91)

3Here, a factor of three is included taking into account contributions from equivalent configurations
with kRL′ = kLR′ = N/2 respectively kLL′ = kRR′ = N/2.
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Figure 1: Log
(
K1|kLR=kL′R′=kLR′=kRL′=N

4
/ K1|kLR=kL′R′=N/2

)
as a function of N/8

where α is the number of contributions from the sum in (77). Finally, we are going to argue
that α = 4. Also for all other terms in (77) one can perform first the Gαβ

bb integrations such

that one is left only with Gαβ
ψψ and Σαβ

ψψ integrals. The Σαβ
ψψ integrals are performed using

(61). Now we assume that all terms contributing at leading order for large N correspond
to terms containing just derivatives with respect to two different Gαβ and not more4. Let

us focus on terms containing derivatives with respect to GLR and GL′R′ . Then all Gαβ
ψψ

integrations for (α, β) /∈ {(L,R) , (L′, R′)} are performed by setting Gαβ
ψψ = 0. This implies

that from the second term in the product in (76) only those with (α, β) ∈ {(L,R) , (L′, R′)}
contribute. In these cases the integral factorises into products of integrals discussed in
appendix A, where we found two equal contributions. Hence, α = 22 = 4. Finally, we
obtain 〈

Z4
〉
= 3

〈
Z2
〉2
. (92)

As for the non supersymmetric SYK model [21] this relation is consistent with a Gaussian
distribution of Z itself.
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