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ABSTRACT: We study “half-wormhole-like” saddle point contributions to spectral cor-
relators in a variety of ensemble average models, including various statistical models,
generalized 0d SYK models, 1d Brownian SYK models and an extension of it. In statis-
tical ensemble models, where more general distributions of the random variables could
be studied in great details, we find the accuracy of the previously proposed approxi-
mation for the half-wormholes could be improved when the distribution of the random
variables deviate significantly from Gaussian distributions. We propose a modified ap-
proximation scheme of the half-wormhole contributions that also work well in these
more general theories. In various generalized 0d SYK models we identify new half-
wormhole-like saddle point contributions. In the 0d SYK model and 1d Brownian SYK
model, apart from the wormhole and half-wormhole saddles, we find new non-trivial
saddles in the spectral correlators that would potentially give contributions of the same
order as the trivial self-averaging saddles. However after a careful Lefschetz-thimble
analysis we show that these non-trivial saddles should not be included. We also clarify
the difference between “linked half-wormholes” and “unlinked half-wormholes” in some
models.
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1 Introduction

The AdS/CFT correspondence [1-3] provides a non-perturbative definition of quantum
gravity. An important lesson from the recently progress in understanding the black hole
information paradox is that a summation of different configurations in the semi-classical
gravitational path integral is crucial to probe some quantum mechanical properties of
the system, such as the Page curve [4-7], the late-time behavior of the spectral form fac-
tor [12, 13], and correlation functions [14, 15], see also a recent review in [16]. However,
the inclusion of spacetime wormholes leads to an apparent factorization puzzle [17]; a
holographic computation of the correlation functions of field theory partition functions
living on different boundaries gives non-factorized results, i.e. (Z;Zg) # (Z1) X (Zg),
which is in tension with the general expectation on the field theory side. This revitalizes
the hypothetical connection between wormholes and ensemble averages [8-11], and mo-
tivates an appealing conjectural duality between a bulk gravitational theory and (the
average of ) an ensemble of theories on the boundary [12, 18-69], whose prototype is the
by-now well known duality between the two-dimensional Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) grav-
ity [70, 71] and the Schwarzian sector of the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model [72, 73],
or more directly the random matrix theories [12, 18]. Alternatively, an interesting ques-
tion is whether there exist other configurations whose inclusion into the gravitational
path integral would capture properties of a single boundary theory that are washed
out after averaging over the ensemble. This is closely related to the belief that solv-
ing the factorization problem will shed light on the microscopic structure of quantum
gravity such as the microstates or the states behind the horizon of the black hole; these
fine structures are not universal so they can not be captured by the ensemble aver-
aged quantities [74, 75]. In [76], the factorization problem is carefully studied in a toy
model introduced in [56], where it is shown that the (approximate) factorization can
be restored if other half-wormhole contributions are included. In the dual field the-
ory analysis, these half-wormhole contributions are identified with non-self-averaging
saddle points in the ensemble averaged theories. This idea is explicitly realized in a
0-dimensional “one-time” SYK model in [77], followed by further analyses in different
models [78-85]. An explicit connection between the gravity computation in [76] and
the field theory computation in [77] is proposed in [63].

The construction of half-wormhole in [77] is based on the G, ¥ effective action of the
model that comes from the Gaussian statistics of the random coupling. Furthermore, a



prescription to identify the half-wormhole contribution is proposed and verified for the

0-dimensional SYK model and GUE matrix model in [81]. This raised a question of

whether half-wormhole contributions also exist in different ensemble theories, such as

those with random variables from a Poisson distribution [87] or a uniform distribution

on the moduli space [40-44, 50, 67, 68|, and whether these contributions share the same

general properties as those discussed in [77] and [81].

In this paper we study the half-wormhole-like contributions that characterize the

distinct behaviors of each individual theory in an ensemble of theories, and test the

approximation schemes of the half-wormholes in various models. Our main findings are

summarized as follows.

1.1
v

v

Summary of our main results

To understand the nature of the half-wormhole contributions in the 1-time SYK
model, an approximation scheme is proposed in [81]. Since the proposal does
not rely on specific details of the SYK model, such as the collective G' and X
variables, it is interesting to understand if there is a similar approximation that
applies to more general ensemble averaged theories. In this paper, we first con-
sider various statistical models with a single or multiple random variables. We
compute a variety of different quantities, such as simple observables, power-sum
observables and product observables, before and after the statistical average. We
propose an approximation formula for the half-wormhole like contributions in gen-
eral statistical models, which generalizes the one in [81], and show their validity
explicitly. We find the validity of the “wormhole/half-wormhole” approximation
crucially depend on the large-N factorization property of the observables we con-
sider. The large-N constraints such as traces and determinants play crucial roles
in the validity of this approximation.

We review the 0-dimensional SYK model introduced in [77] and fill in technical
details of some calculations. In particular, in the saddle point analysis of various
quantities, such as (®(c)?) and others, we find new non-trivial saddle points
whose on-shell values, including the 1-loop corrections, are of the same order as
the the trivial saddle that is accounted for the half-wormhole. We then carry
out explicit Lefschetz-thimbles analyses to conclude that the contributions from
these non-trivial saddle points should not be included in the path integral, which
supports the previous results in [77]. We also extend some of the computations
to two-loop order and again find our results support previous conclusions in [77].

We generalize the 0-dimensional SYK model so that the random coupling J;, . ;,



can be drawn from more general distributions, with non-vanishing mean or higher
order cumulants.

When J;, i, has a non-vanishing mean value, we find new half-wormhole saddle
of z in additional to the linked half-wormhole saddle of z2. We introduce new
collective variables G, % to compute (z) and identify the contributions from the
half-wormhole saddle. We further consider the half-wormhole proposal in this
context. We find that depending on the relative ratio between the different cu-
mulants, different “multiple-linked-wormholes” could be dominant. In particular,
in very special limits approximate factorization could hold automatically and no
other “half-wormholes” saddles are needed.

In models with non-vanishing higher cumulants of the random coupling, e.g.
<J141,...iq> # 0, we find a similar conclusion that the saddle point contributes.

Equivalently, the bulk configurations that dominate the path integral depends
crucially on the ratios of the various cumulants and the result is not universal.

In addition, we do a preliminary analysis of models whose random couplings
Ji, g
more complicated saddle points can be found.

are drawn from a discrete distribution, the Poisson distribution, where

We do a similar analysis explicitly to the Brownian SYK model, and identify the
wormhole and half-wormhole saddles at late time. The results are computed from
both an explicit integration and a saddle point analysis, and we find a perfect
agreement between them. We test the approximation of the partition function
by its mean value and the half wormhole saddle, and further show that this
approximation is good by demonstrating that the error of this approximation
is small. Interestingly, like in the O-dimensional model we also find non-trivial
saddles for (®(0)?) and they should be excluded by a similar Lefschetz thimble
analysis.

We further investigate modified 0d and 1d SYK model whose random couplings
have non-vanishing mean values that are written in terms of products of some
background Majorana fermions [85]. We compute explicitly the wormhole and
a new type of saddle point, the “unlinked half-wormholes”, that contribute to
the partition function. We show these unlink half-wormholes are closely related
to the disconnected saddles due to the non-vanishing mean value of the random
coupling.



2 Statistical models

In this section we consider statistical models, which can be considered as toy models of
the Random Matrix Theories, to test the idea of half-wormholes in ensemble theories
with random variables drawn from different distributions.

2.1 Models of a single random variable

Let X be a random variable with a PDF P(X) that satisfies the inequality
(X?%) = (X)?, (2.1)

that is valid for all conventional probability distributions. To identify the “half-
wormhole contributions” in this model, we consider the unaveraged observable X, X?
etc., and rewrite

X" = / dz §(x —X)x;]: )((“;) = / dz / %e“‘f@?{) if ;;;) = / %]‘i—(; (z"eh) |

(2.2)

where as usual the angle bracket denotes the average of x with the probability distri-

bution P(z)
(Oe*™y = /dx Oe** P(x) . (2.3)

Such expectation values can further be decomposed into the connected and disconnected
parts, for example

(x*)(ze*™), 4+ 3(x)(x?e™ ™), + (23e*), |

where the subscript ¢ denotes “connected” or “cumulant” which can be defined recur-
sively as
<xeilm>c — <xeikx> o <1’> 6ikx>,

<$26ikx>c — <x261kac> o <x2><eikx> . 2<:L‘> <meikx>c’



Figure 1: Each x denotes a circular boundary and the bracket (-) denotes a bulk

amplitude. The first two diagrams denote (z?){e!*®) and the last two diagrams denote

the “connected” parts of the correlation function 2(z)(ze*®), + (z%e**).,.

There is a diagrammatic way to understand this result that closely resembles the 2-
dimensional topological gravity model which is introduced in [56]. Formally writing

(0e*™)y = (O]e**), (2.9)

we can interpret the state [e/*) as a “spacetime” D-braney, state that is similar to that
introduced in [56]. Then the relation (2.5) can be understood as in Figure 1 where the
meaning of the subscript ¢ is transparent.

We would like to get an estimation of the difference between any quantity X™ and
its ensemble average (X™), which requires a simple evaluation of (z"e¢**). Motivated
by the diagrams in Figure 1 and a similar proposal in [81], we propose the following

approximation

1
¢ (eikz)

<$2€ikx>c ~ <xeikx> ikcz:>C ’ (2‘10)

which has a diagrammatic interpretation as a recursive computation of configurations
with a higher number of contractions to the spacetime brane from gluing the funda-
ikx)

mental building blocks (re**), with the “propagator” (e*)~1!,

Equivalently, this relation can be presented as

<l’2€ikx> N x2 s ) <I€ikx> <x€ikx>
<€ikx> N< > < > + .<€ikx><eikx>. | (2'11)
_ (2?) 4 o) 8 e e )elae ) (2.12)

<eika:> <eikm> <eikm>

Making use of the fact that the quantity (€**) = (k) is the characteristic function of
the probability distribution whose inverse Fourier transformation is the PDF

1
27

o(k)e *Xdk = P(X), (2.13)



the relation (2.10) is equivalent to

X2 a (X2 — (X)P+ D, ®= % dk;<lX) (k) (W m>) @2

A more instructive form of this approximation is

XPr (XY +d, b= % dk;(lX) (%) (%:;?2 + 2@2;:2@) x>c> . (215)

where (®) = 0. We will call the connected piece (X?), = (X?) — (X)? the “wormhole”
contribution and ® the “half-wormhole” contribution although it’s mean value is non-

vanishing.
As a simple example, the Gaussian distribution N (u, £+ p?) has the non-vanishing
cumulants
1=, cy=1t2 (2.16)
such that
. . 2
(we™) ) (we'k) 2 2,4 cr 12
ey = p + ikt*, ey = p° — k*t" + 2ikpt”. (2.17)

Substituting the above into (2.14) gives
d =X —t% (2.18)

which means that for Gaussian distribution the approximation (2.14) is actually ex-
act. Clearly, this approximation cannot be exact for an arbitrarily general probability
distribution. For example, for exponential distribution £(A) the half-wormhole part is

given by
X2
and we quantify the error by its ratio to the variance of X2
(Error?) 5
Error = X? — (X?) + (X)* - &, p:WZQ_ZL' (2.20)

In fact, the error of the approximation (2.10) or (2.14) can be derived explicitly for
any general distribution. Denoting the cumulants of the probability distribution as ¢,
namely

log(e**) = log p(k) = ch (Zz')n , (2.21)



we find!

(i) tog(etn) = L) = ey e (B o)

which means

<$e.ikiv>c _ i6n+1<isl ‘ (223)

<61km> — |
Similarly,
2 ikx ikx lkx
: ikx\ __ <l’ € > <£IZ’€ >

(—i0k)* log(e™") = (eihr) - (eihw) (eikn) ZC’”? (2.24)

which means

<:L, elk‘x> <xeikx>c<xeika:>c o0 (1k)”

— - - = g ——— . 2.25
<elkm> <elkm><elkx> ;C 2 ( )

The approximation (2.10) is thus originated from neglecting all higher ¢, with & > 2.

This implies that indeed the approximation (2.10) or (2.14) is exact when the
distribution is Gaussian, namely ¢, = 0 for n > 2.

Similarly we can consider the approximation of X™. We first derive the approx-
imation of the connected correlators in the presence of spacetime brane. Taking the
higher order derivative of the cumulant generating functions, for example when n = 3,
we get

(—i0k)* log (™) =

(oel) , (aPehe) (zel) +2(<~”E€ikx>>3 (2.26)

<6ikoc> o <eik:c> <€ikzx> <6il~cx>

Separating out connected and disconnected parts, we get

T TS i PO i Y Caci P i) PR
(—i0y)® log(e™*) = o) 3 e +2< <€M>> + (2., (2.27)

where

(x*). = (2®) — 3(x?)(z) + 2(x)?, (2.28)

is the connected correlator that equals to c3. Therefore we arrive at

<x3€1kx> B 3<x2€i.kz> <$elkx> 4o ((ajeikr>c> _ icn+3w . (2.29)

<€1kx> <€1kx> <61kx> <€ik:r;> n!

n=1

!Notice that (-). is not a linear functional, so we don’t expect similar relations for (z"e***).



This means up to the third cumulant we have approximately

ikx ikx ikz ikx 3
(x3elk), N3<:1:26’c Yo (zek), Ly <<ch'C >C>

<eikx> ~ <€ika:> <eikx> <eikx>

(2.30)

and the error of this approximation is due to neglecting all ¢, with k& > 3. It is
clear from this computation that the error of this approximation can be determined by
(2.14). If the accuracy requirement is only up to the second moment, it up to quadratic
fluctuations, we can use the approximation (2.10) again to get

(), ((xe““>c)3 | (2.31)

<€ikx> <€ikx>

which becomes exact when the distribution is Gaussian. In fact, we can derive similar
relations by taking higher order derivatives in (2.26) to get relations among higher order
(xielk®) ’s. If again we need accuracy up to quadratic order one can prove by induction

(amee), ((wei’“%)” | (2.32)

(eihr) (eiFr)

We can then approximate the un-average X2 to a required accuracy. In practice, we
rewrite the definition of X™ according to (2.2), then expand the (z"e**) in (2.2) in terms
ielk?) according to e.g. (2.4)-(2.6). Then depending
on the accuracy requirement, we use relations analogous to either (2.30) or (2.61),

of the connected correlators (x

(2.32), to write down the approximation and the error of the final approximation is
the composition of the errors the different approximations of (z"e**). The general
expression of the approximation of X™ and the corresponding errors are complicated.
But we will present some general procedures that work for any distribution once an
accuracy goal is given.

2.1.1 Recursion relations for approximations to arbitrary accuracy

kX, .
Define ®,, = % IGD(X) <€1kx>1fn<xelkgc>n7 we have

XmeikX ikz\1—n ikx\n eikX . m ikx\1—n ikx\n
chbn:%/m@l 1= o) :%/W(—zak) ((eh=) 1 (zebeym)
(2.33)

Evaluating the derivative gives a result involving (z'e’**) with 1 < i < m+1. Rewriting
them in terms of (x%e*®). with the help of e.g. (2.4)-(2.6). Then use the approximation
either (2.30) or (2.61), (2.32) according to the required accuracy. Then rewrite the
(r'e**). in the approximated results back in terms of (z’e**), and the result will



be a relation among ®; with 1 < ¢ < m + 1. Making use of the fact that &; =
X and recursively carrying out the above procedure to evaluate X" '®;, we get the
approximation of X™ to the desired accuracy.

For example, if we require accuracy to the second order, we simply consider

1 eikX
“ o) P(X)

X(I)n <eikx>—n (7’L<(L'26ikx><,I‘€ikx>n_1<6ikx> + (1 o n) <l,€ik::c>n+1) ) (234)

Following the above procedure to rewrite (x2e**), we arrive at

X®, =n ((z) — (2)?) Ppoy + Py - (2.35)
For example, we can evaluate

X?=X?® =3 (g — 17) 1 + O3, (2.36)
where we keep only accuracy up to the quadratic order, so us does not appear inde-
pendently; it is simply replaced by

jis = 3papiy — 2415 . (2.37)

2.1.2 Explicit relations for Gaussian approximation

If we only want Gaussian approximations of X, we can get an explicit approximation
formula. First let introduce some convenient notations

n ke n ke
Pn = <gzeiix>>’ On = <x<;kx>>c7 (2.38)
(") = pn, (2" cumutant = Cn- (2.39)
The cumulant ¢, can be expressed as a polynomial of moments
Cm = Pl -1, - -+, 111)- (2.40)
Some examples are
CL =1, Co=flog— 3, C3= i3 — 3ifla + 243, . .. (2.41)
Note that the coefficient of p, is 1. Of course the relations can be inverted
tom = Qum(Crmy Cm—1, - .. C1). (2.42)
Similar to (2.4),(2.5) and (2.6), ¢,, can be decomposed as
b = Pl -, 85), (2.43)

— 10 —



for example

1= ¢] + gy, P2 = Qg+ 20107 + pa, ... (2.44)
Since log(e'*®) is the generating function of ¢, we have
—i0),)" log(e™*) = P, = (k)" 2.4
( 1 k) Og<€ > - m(¢m7¢m—17 LRI ¢1) — ch—i-m n . ( : 5)
n=0 ’

Using (2.43) and (2.42) the left-hand side can be expanded as a polynomial of ¢; with
coefficients to be functions of ¢5:

Pm(¢m7¢m717"'7¢1) :Pm(pm(¢zc>715mfl(¢@c)a>pl(¢zc)) . (246)
For example
Py = ¢ — ¢f = P, — 2P} (2.47)
= 05 + 25 + o — ¢5° — PG — 2p ¢S (2.48)
= ¢ — 057 + 1 (205 — 26565) + ca. (2.49)

Therefore we end up with

k)™
Pm = Mm + ClMS)_l + (C%M',(rilQ + 62M7(71212) + ey = Z Cn-i—m%

n=0

. (2.50)

where each Mi(k) is a function of the ¢{’s. Since the subscript ¢ of ¢{ and M; both
indicate the power of z, it is clear that

Y ig=m, V¥ <H ¢§a> e M,,, (2.51)

where [], ¢¢ is any term in M,,. Notice that these relations are true for arbitrary k,
m and distributions, then the non-trivial solution is only

o . (ik)™
MY(Lp) = 0, Mm - Pm(¢m7 m—1r°""> ¢1) = ch'i'mT ’ (252)

n=1

The Gaussian approximation means c,, = 0 for all m > 2. This requires

P8, 66 1. ¢5) ~0, Vm>1. (2.53)

m’ Ym—1»

2The simplest way to see this is to set k = 0, then it reduces to (2.40) and to notice that the
coefficients of the polynomial P, do not depend on k.

- 11 -



At m = 2 this relation means

Py(¢3,¢7) = 0, (2.54)

which combines with (2.51) means ¢§ = o (¢$)* and

Py(ags, ¢7) =0 . (2.55)

To fix the normalization a, we notice that since the above relations (2.40) -(2.53), in
particular the functional form of P, are true for arbitrary distribution, we can choose
the delta function distribution such that ¢, = 0,Vn > 2 and p,, = p*, we can get the
identity

Po(p™, ™t o) =0, m>2, (2.56)
thus combining this with (2.55) we conclude o = 1 and
¢ ~ (65, (2.57)

where = is due to the Gaussian approximation. This is nothing but the approxima-
tion (2.10). Iterating this procedure successively for different m, we reach to

O~ (91)™ (2.58)

in the Gaussian approximation. Then we can approximate X™ as

m_l ik X . _1 ik X - . )
* _%/P<X><ek>¢m‘%/p<x><ek>Pm< e 001 (2:59)

1 ikX ) B
~ g/—;(X) (@) P (0™, (65)™ 7, 65, 1) (2.60)
N zm: (T) Hi®rm—i (2.61)
=0

(e*2)(¢¢)!, and it may be understood as generalized wormholes

where &, = % fdkp(x)
which we will report somewhere else.

It is easy to check that the result (2.61) agrees with (2.36) once the relation (2.37)
is used.

2.2 Models with multiple independent identical random variables

In statistical models with a single random variable, the various moments are all ob-
servables that we can compute. On the other hand, we would like to consider other

- 12 —



interesting observables. We therefore proceed to consider operators in statistical models
with multiple independent identical random variables.

One class of operators in these models is the light operators that are simply linear
combinations of the random variables X;. We conjecture that if Y (X;) is some function
of a large number N independent random variables X; such that Y is approximately
Gaussian, then the approximation

Y2 (Y = (V) + 0, 2.62)
- RN i by (V)R N
(X)) = )" /H (deP(Xi)) ( ) ( DR ) . (2.63)

is good in the sense that

(Error?)
= —" 2.64
is suppressed by 1/N.
Like (2.15) we can rewrite it into

Y2 (Y2 + 0, (2.65)
~ 1 e ThiXi oo [(Y(x)el Zikim2 oYY (x)el 2 ki)
(X) = o | (et 2R . - . - ).

0= g | T (a0 ) 4 (Hosme ™+ 2 i)

(2.66)

2.2.1 Simple observables

The fundamental logic in this section is that by the central limit theorem (CLT), sum-
ming over a large number of i.i.d random variables gives a random variable that approx-
imately obey a Gaussian distribution. Explicitly, if X; is from a normal distribution
N (1, 0?), then the mean of N such i.i.d’s

N
~ 1
Y = — Xi, 2.67
NZ (2.67)

is approximately a Gaussian random variable from A (i, 0?/N) when N is large enough.
In this paper, it turns out that it is more convenient to define

Y =) X, (2.68)

— 13 —



so that the connection to the SYK model is more transparent. Then Y is a Gaus-
sian random variable with probability distribution N(Nu, No?) when N is large. In
particular, we expect

(Y ~3(Y%)? —2Y), (V%) = N ((X7) - (X)?) + N*(X)*, (V)= N(X) .

They can be checked by a direct calculation
(V%) = N(X?) + ( )(X>2, (2.70)
(Y4 = N(X*H + 1) (4(X*)(X) + 3(X?)?)
FON(N — 1)(N )( X2+ NN —1)(N = 2)(N =3)(X)* . (2.71)

Because all the X; are independent so that it is straightforward to obtain

<Y€ikizz’> 1k :)31
<6ikixi> - Z elk‘ll‘l Z k (272)

i

Next we can rewrite the square of (2.72) into the diagonal terms and off-diagonal terms
<Yelkle
St Zk 24> " kil1]ks (). (2.73)
i#j

To compute the off-diagonal contributions to the half-wormhole, we observe that

(2r)N /H< lkX> e 2K k[ 1] (2.74)
1

eflk i Xi—ikj X

= W/dk d/{: m@fiel ixi><ZL’j€1 jzj> _ Xin ‘ (275)

In terms of m" which are defined in (A.6) the half-wormhole can be written as

O = Zk 24> XX (2.76)

i#]
and the error is given by
Error = Y (Xf R t2> 2= (X2 — (X)), (2.77)
(Error®) = Y (X2 = K[P)(X] = K [1P) + N —2N8 Y (X2 = K[1P) . (2.78)
i,J i
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Recalling that (Y?) ~ Nt* so to prove the conjecture (2.62) we need to show that the
O(N?) term in (2.78) vanish. A direct calculation gives

(R, = [ PO, S (2.79)
= / dk;6(—k) (e™) , ki[1]? = (X3)? . (2.80)

This means
(X2—RI2) = (X2) — (X)? =22, & (RIP)x ~(X).  (281)

In particular, a consequence of this relation is that although all the 3 terms in (2.78)
are of order O(N?), the sum of them cancelled exactly since (2.81) does not depend on
i. This then shows that (Error®) < (Y2) and hence the approximation (2.62) is valid.

We can derive this result in a more illuminating fashion. First using (2.23) k;[1]
can be expressed as

Rill] = (_:f)ncnﬂ. (2.82)

n=0

Then using the fact that the inverse Fourier transformation of the characteristic func-
tion is the PDF we find

—ik; X;
WTED Cn+1Cm+1 . ik 2 e
Py, = [ dX,P(x) S S iyrmeitin, Sk, (2.
(ki[1]?) x, /d iP( z)nmzo ! (—ik:) (e >ZP(Xi)dk (2.83)
- [ Y e ey -6 - 21
n,m=0 o

2.2.2 Power-sum observables

In this section, we consider another class of more general observables
Y =) f(Xi), Y?=) f(X)f(X)), (2.85)
i irj

where X; are still independent identical random variables with PDF Py, and f is some
smooth function so that f(X;) are also independent and identical random variables
with a new PDE Py:

[axruirc= [arme, (2.56)
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The CLT is still valid but the proposal may not because naively it depends on the
function f. By smooth function we mean f(X;) is not singular anywhere such that it
can be Taylor expanded

F(X) = a, X, (2.87)

whose expansion coefficients satisfy
an ~ 0, Vn>ng, ng<KN. (2.88)
Accordingly (2.72) and (2.73) become

iek : ZZan Z (2.89)

So the error is given by

Error = Z (fQ(XZ) -t - Z anamkimm]> : (2.91)

(Error®) = (3(F(X) = Y anankillkm))(2(X)) = 3 awank Talksfm])
NN Y () = Y tnamki[n]ki[m)) (2.92)

where t2 = (f?(X;)) — (f(X;))%. Similar to the calculation of (2.80), one can find
(> anamkifnlkilm]) = (F(X)* (2:93)

n,m

which means the leading order terms, ie of order N2, in (2.92) is

2 <<(f2<Xj) = 3 auankyfulksfm)))? - t4> N? =0, (2.94)
As a result, the error is small and indeed the approximation (2.62) is reasonable in this
case too. We also show some explicit examples in the Appendix (B). More generally,
following the same procedure one can show that the half wormhole proposal is correct
for the following family of functions

N

Yi=> (f(Xi, Xy, ... X3,)) (2.95)

where X; are independent and identical random variables.
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2.2.3 Product observables

Previously the function Y we considered are a summation of (polynomials of) inde-
pendent random variables. The proposal works very well for all the probability dis-
tributions. However in the original construction of half wormhole introduced in [77],
the function Y is a determinant observables which are “heavy” in the traditional field
theory language

Y=PF(J)= > sgn(A)JaJa,...Ja, (2.96)

A1<A2<"'<Ap

where the function PF(J) is called the hyperpfaffian [86] which is a tensorial gener-
alization of pfaffian and .J4, are random variables. To mimic this construction let us
consider a similar model:

N
Y= > XX, X

o (2.97)
i1t g
e ¢ = 2 Gaussian distribution
The simplest case is ¢ = 2:
Y =) XX, (2.98)
i#]
V2= > XiX;X,X,+4 ) X7X;X, +2) XX (2.99)
i#jEPF#q i#JFEp i#]
It is straightforward to get
(Y?) = N(N — 1) (2¢* + 4(N — 1)p?#* + N(N — 1)ut), (2.100)
(Xo) =, (X)) —(X)* =2 (2.101)

So in general (Y?) will scale as N* if j # 0, while if 1 = 0 it scales as N?.
One example of the = 0 case is the Gaussian distribution N (u = 0,¢?). We then
verifies

(Y)y=0, (Y?)=2'N(N-1) (2.102)
and

o= Y XXX, X, +4 ) (X7 - 1)X;X, +2) (X7 —£2)(X; — 7). (2.103)
i#JFEPFEG i#JFEp ]
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Therefore we obtain

Error = —2t'N(N — 1) + 4£(N — 2) Y~ X, X; + 4(N — 1)t? Z)@ 2N(N — 1),
i#]
((Error/4)®) = (2+1+1—2)N"® + #N% + ... (2.104)
the leading term does not vanish so the approximation

Y2 (Y2 — (V) 4+, (2.105)

is not good.
However, for more general Gaussian distributions A/ (y, t?) similar calculation gives

(Yy=N(N - 12 (Y =)= =2N(N — D)(t* +2(N — 1)i?),(2.106)
and

Error = —* + 46*(N — 2) ) X, X; + 4(N — 1) Z X2 —2t*N(N — 1), (2.107)
i#]
now we find that
(Error?) = 32(3t*p® + p*)N® + 32(t* — 12621 — 4p*)N* + . (2.108)
and

(Error?)  2(p* + 3t2u? — 3t4)
IRt L L (2.109)
i) (2 — 422)°N

Notice that the error is always small, even when p — 0, and the proposal is valid. This
is because when p # 0, the moments of Y behave as

(Y)Y~ N*u, (Y?) =~ N'y? (YY)~ NS4, (2.110)

as expected from (2.69). It is thus clear that the g — 0 limit is not smooth.

It seems p # 0 is fundamentally better than the ;1 = 0 case in the sense that the
approximation (2.62) is good. But as we will discuss shortly in section 2.3.1 this is not
the case and the crucial point is that it is more appropriate to compare the error with
the connected contributions and left out the disconnected contributions.

e General ¢
Next we consider general distributions. We show some details of the computation for
exponential distribution and Poisson distribution in the Appendix (C). Here we only
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give a more abstract derivation. In terms of (A.6) the half wormhole (2.63) can be

written as
o= Rk Mk +4 Y EIPGLED +23 kIR 111)
(¥ ki aal'l i#JFD 1#]
= > XXX X, +4 ) k[IPXX, +2) k[P [1]% (2.112)
(a¥kai Zal'l 1#J#D i#]

Therefore the error of the proposal is
Error =4 > (X7 = K[IP)X,X, + 23 (X2X? — B [12k[12) - 2. (2.113)
i#j#q i#]
The maximal power of N in (Error?) will be 6.
When p # 0, (Y2)2 ~ N®. So in this case the error is small and the approximation
is good.
When p = 0, (Y?)2 ~ N The terms of N* in (Error?) come from

(Brror?) = (3 {16 x 2(X? = K[1P)(X? — k;[1) X2X?
i£j#DPF#q

+ AKX — R [120 1) (X2X2 — Ry [12h [12)}

+ 40N — 8PN S (XPX? — B[P [IP) + - (2.114)
i#]
= N0 (3244 +4—-8) + #N?... =32N"6 L #N3 ... (2.115)

which is not vanishing so the error is large and we cannot approximate Y2 by (Y?) + @
probably for the same reason as the ¢ = 2 case. One could ask that when (X? —/ﬂﬁz} =
0, the approximation might be fine, but it requires ¢ = 0 which we do not consider at
the moment.

e General distributions

Now we consider the general case (2.97):

N
Y= > XXX, (2.116)
i1¢i27£---7éiq
q 2
2 _ (¢!/(q = k)!) 2 2
V2= ZT > X2 XEXG Xy e (2117)
k=0 J1F#j2- JrFi .. Fizg—2k

If N > ¢ then the average (Y2?) will have the following scaling behavior in the large N
limit

N2y 0
vy~ 4 ¥ (2.118)
Niglt?s =0
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Similar to (2.112), one can find that the half wormhole contribution ® can be written

as
q
(q!/(q = K))? —
=) T > ki [12. . K 12X, .. Xy, s (2.119)
k=0 ' J1#j2.JrFi1 - Flag—2k
so that the error is
q 2
q'/(q —k)! —
Error = Y % ST X2 k1P R )X Xy,
k=1 ' J1# G2 Gk
i1...7#12q 2k
— (V) 4+ (V)2 (2.120)

When g # 0, the leading contribution to (Error?) scales as N2?~2 so the approxima-
tion (2.62) is correct.
However when 1 = 0, the leading contributions to (Error®) are

(Error®) = By + By + #N?71 (2.121)
d (g — k)N
B = (W) (2q — 2K)! (2.122)
k=1 ’
x> (XD =k ) (X = R, )X XD )
J1F#j2Flok
Fi#...Fiog—2k
2q44q | . 1 . 1
= NH 20 sFe | —¢—a,—¢ L5 —aig | 1) #0, (2.123)
2
N — —_—
By=(|q > (X} ..X] =k k1) —¢N"| )=0. (2.124)
i1#ia7 .. Fiq

So the error is large as in the previous case (2.115) and the approximation (2.62) is not
good.

In our toy model (2.97) we did not include the “diagonal” terms while from our
analysis above we have shown in the large N limit it is the “off-diagonal” term that
dominates. So our conclusions for (2.97) are also valid for the following general function

N
Y= Y XX, X

11,02,...,5¢=1

(2.125)

q°"
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As a simple demonstration, let us still consider the simplest case with ¢ = 2:

Y:ZX,X
ZX4+4ZX3X +3ZX2X2

i#£] i#]
+6 Y XX, X7+ ) XXX X,
ik i jAmn

Comparing

(Y?) = N1+ 4N?k3k; + 3N?k3 + 6N koki + Ny,
k= (X) = p, k= (X%) = (X)2= 2
Ky = (X°) = 3(X)(X?) +2(X?),
Fa = (X*) = 3(X?%)? — 4X)(X?) + 12(X)*(X?) — 6(X)",

(2.126)

(2.127)

with (2.100) one find that if ¢ # 0, the scaling behavior of (Y?) is same as before. The

half wormhole contribution ® can be work out similarly:

b = Zk +Zk +ZXXXX+4Zk2XX

i#j ijm#n i#j#m

+22k; 2k +2Zk XXk+4Zlc

i#] i£j#k i)

Then the error is given by

(2.132)

—

Error =4 Y (X7 — KIP)X,X+2 Y (X2 — R2DX, X, +2 ) (X2X? — & [12E,[1]P)

ik ij#k i#]
+ 32X — k20 [2]) + 43 (X — k2K X, +Z (X} —
i#] i
=4y (X7 - [ 12) X, X, + 23 (XPX7 - k[ 12 [1]2)
i#jF£k i#]
+ 4> (XP - ka2l [1]) X, + Z (X4 — -
i#]

where we have used the identity

l?[E] = /dk%(ﬁeikx) = X2
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Comparing with (2.113), there are two extra terms in (2.133), but they will never
contribute® to the leading power of N when ¢ # 0. So again it seems the approxima-
tion (2.62) is good when p # 0 but not good when 1 = 0. We will explain in the next
section how to understand these results and modify the proposal (2.62).

2.3 Large-N constraints and half-wormhole approximation

In the previous sections we consider a few different examples. To summarize, the half-
wormhole conjecture (2.62) and (2.63) is valid for a large families of statistical models.
However, for some examples discussed in section 2.2.3 this approximation is not good.

2.3.1 Why and how to modify the approximation proposal

The failed examples indicate that the proposed ® does not capture all semi-classical
components in the observable Y2 to be approximated.

As discussed previously, the approximation (2.62) should come from the approxima-
tion (2.10). The relation (2.10) indeed fails for the case where the approximation (2.62)
is not good in section (2.2.3). To see this explicitly, we consider the simplest exam-
ple (2.98) where

V2= > XXX, X, +4 ) XPX,X,+2) XPX7, (2.135)
i#JEDPFq i#pF#q i#]

which means we need to consider the following terms in the approximation ®

<XinXqu€i 2 kaX“>

Y

(XX, X e e beXe)y 0 (X2X el 2akeXe)y 0 (2136)

However, in the proposal (2.62) the ® term contains only (Y e?*a%a)2 which means only
terms like

(XiXjelZokeXo) (X, Xoet 2oy it j p#aq, (2.137)

contribute. Therefore to check why the proposal (2.62) that fails, we want to understand
what is “missing” in (2.137) comparing with the correct answer involving (2.136).
Because the z;’s are identical independent random variables, the cumulant ¢, for
each x; are the same and the moment generating function is just a product of the
moment generating functions of each x;. Therefore we can reduce the problem of
finding a good approximation of the above product terms to each flavor of x; and find
the approximation for each of them. This should give a good approximation for each

term. *

3If 1 # 0 they maximally contribute to N® and when u = 0 they maximally contribute to N3.
4Although this would obscure the interpretation of Y as an independent function, we still choose
to proceed this way in order to check how the approximation (2.62) fails.
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Recall the approximation is to replace (X<e fk:;>c by (Oi;k’:;))n for n > 1, ie (2.32),
therefore only the last two terms in (2.136) are affected by the approximation. In
particular, the first term in (2.136) gives the same contribution as the term (2.137)
that leads to the inaccurate approximation (2.62). So the non-vanishing contributions
from the last two terms in the leading order of 1/N should then be responsible for
the failure of the approximation (2.62) in this example. As discussed above, a good

approximation to the z; factor of (X2X,X,e'2akeXe) should be

(5™ L ixe (et ). ((Xje). )T

The contribution to the half-wormhole @ from this term (X?X, X e'2aXe) is thus
(£ + 1) X, X, + 20X, X, X, + PLX, X, . (2.139)
Similarly, the (X2XZ2e!2akeXa) type terms gives a contribution

(% + 1*)* + 4p* X, Xy + D05 + 4u(t” + p1?) (X, + X,)
+ (£ 4 1) (®F + ®F) + 4p (X, P8 + X, Ph) . (2.140)
Now we should sum over j,p, q to get all the contributions to the computation of (Y2)

and further to Error?.
To understand the structure of the contribution to Error?, we denote

Error = (Y? — @ + (YV)?) = (Y?) = M — (Y?), (M) = (Y?), (2.141)
then if we switch the notation of (Error?) to a slightly more indicative one (Error; Errors),
we have

(Error; Errory) = (M M) + (Y2 — 2(Y2) (M) = (M M) — (Y?*)? . (2.142)

Therefore we find if (M;Ms) ~ (M;)(Ms) to the leading order, then the error is small
and the approximation (2.62) is good.

This is precisely how the previous proposal (2.62) failed. For example, in the
Error (2.104), it is precisely the contraction among the two factors ), 4; XiX; that
gives another factor of 2N*® in ((Error/4)?) and prevent it from vanishing. On the
other hand, if we check the results (2.139) and (2.140) we find, to the leading order of
N, the term that have non-trivial contribution to Error? is

4(N = 2)(* + 11*) X, X, (2.143)
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that comes from summing the first terms in (2.139) over j; the other terms are either
suppressed by 1/N or do not give nontrivial contraction between the two copies of
Error as discussed above. Then we immediately notice that this is precisely the term,
with 1 = 0 in this case, that is missing in ® to remove the “problematic” term in the
Error that we just discussed. Therefore, once we use the correct approximation with
all terms in (2.136), the error should be small and the approximation should be good.
The other examples in section (2.2.3) could also be modified in a similar way so that
the errors become small.

Further notice that one of the upshot of the approximation (2.62) is, as pointed
out in [81], that we can safely ignore the direct correlation between the two Y’s (or z’s
in the context of [81]) and the two terms are “linked” through the correlation with 2.
What we found in the previous section are however cases where these direct correlations
cannot be ignored. The new ingredient of the approximation (2.145) we will present
shortly is precisely a partial correlation between the Y’s directly, not just through the
e** factors. In this sense the saddles in the general models discussed in section 2.2.3
are hyper-linked half-wormholes with extra partially direct connections.

With this we propose a modified approximation

Y2 a (Y?) + 0, (2.144)
—ik; X; [Y(QJ)QGiZi klxl}

B(X) = ﬁ / H (dki;(—Xi)) e (2.145)

where [Y(m)Qei 2i k“ﬂ denotes all possible terms contains at least one contraction be-
kx

tween Y2 and the spacetime brane e’
In the example (2.98), each term in Y contains two X; legs, therefore we have

Y (@PeXkn] o)y (@)d Dk, (Y (@) SRm2 (Y (@)% ke,

i - i T IS koa + IS kox )
<elzikl ) (e 2 ki ) (e >iki )2 (e > ki i)
(2.146)

where the different terms correspond to one contraction to the brane, two separate
contractions to the brane and a pair of connected contractions to the brane. The .
here means the contribution cannot be made disconnected if we only cut on the
brane. Among these terms the last one is precisely the one missed in the previous
proposal (2.63). A demonstration of these terms are shown in Figure 2. We notice that
this approximation is closely related to the relation between Z and W discussed in [63],
see e.g. Figure. 9 there.

From this analysis, it is more obvious to understand why the Errors are all small
when g # 0 in section 2.2.3. When disconnected contributions exist, the leading order
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Figure 2: A pictorial illustration of the 3 terms in (2.146) respectively. Each vertex
on the left is a factor of Y (), brane on the right denotes e?**, and each bracket (-e?)..
corresponds to a component of the bulk amplitude that connects the brane with a set
of vertices. Notice that the first diagrams should be considered as two diagrams each
has a vertex connected to the brane.

contributions of the Error? always come from the disconnected component and hence
the Error is guaranteed to be small. However, this is not very meaningful since as in
most of the large-N theories studied in the literature, we isolate away the disconnected
contributions and always focus on the connected contributions.

2.3.2 Why the proposal works for the Pfaffian in the SYK model

From the above discussion, it seems that for a generic operators with complicated prod-
uct structure, the original proposal (2.62) almost surely fails. However, we know from
explicit computations in [77, 78] that the approximation works well for the hyperpfaf-
fian of the random couplings which is also related to the partition function of the SYK
model.

We believe the reason for this is the large-/V factorizations properties due to large- N
constraints. By this we mean when the operators are defined to have extra structures,
for example as a trace or a determinant over the N flavors, such extra structure remains
to affect the computation of the Error. When this is true, which indeed is our case,
then the contractions between the two copies of Error are necessarily suppressed by the
large-N factors; either 1/N when the structure is trace as in (2.77) or higher powers of
1/N when the structure is a determinant. Therefore all contractions between the two
copies of Errors are suppressed and at the leading order the result factorizes and hence
the original proposal (2.62) works. °

5A related fact is that when the approximation is no longer good the relation between the 4P
moment (Y'4) of the observable (2.98) and the second moment (Y2) deviates significantly from the
Gaussian distribution. In Gaussian distribution, this contribution is 3(Y2) C (Y*), on the other hand,
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A somewhat ad hoc reason for the need of traces or determinant in the definition of
the operator to make the discussion about (half-)wormhole meaningful is the following.
There is no “spacetime” in our statistical models, so we cannot use any locality property
to identify a function of the random variables as a single operator; the most we can do
is to use a trace or determinant structure to identify a group of random variables as
an operator. If there is no such trace/determinant constraints, it is equally legitimate
to regard the result as computing correlations of a large number of the fundamental
random variables and the (half-)wormhole interpretation is not necessarily relevant.

A different interpretation of the importance of the existence of such trace or deter-
minant structure could be considered as some emergent global symmetry among the
random variables (probably when appropriately analytically continued). By this we
simply mean if we treat the random variables X; as “fields”, then the action, ie the
probability distribution, and the operators we considered in the computation all have
SO(N) symmetry among them. Then the invariant tensors of SO(N) directly lead to
the trace or determinant structures we just described. It is interesting to make this
point more clear, and we plan to come back to this question somewhere else.

We did not find a general proof of the above assertion (2.145) or (2.146), but as a
check we can, according to our assertion, modify the definition of the function Y and
put in by hand some constraints, mimicking a trace structure. Then we find with this
constraints the approximation (2.62) is indeed valid. For instance we could introduce
a restriction in the sum

Y= > XX;, N<M<2N, i#j, (2.149)
i+j=M
where N is the total number of X’s and M is an integer. Without loss of generality

we assume M is even in the following, and the computation for odd M is the same.
Following the previous computations, we get

Y?=2 > XX+ > XiX;X X, (2.150)
+j=M i#jEm#EN
and
Y)y=Ku®, (Y*)=2K*+p*)*+ KK -2)u*, K=2N-M. (2.151)
for the observable Y in (2.98) we get
(Y4 =8> (X!X})+60 > (XPXIX)XZ)+48 > (X/XIX]) (2.147)
i#] i#jEPF#q i#j#p
~ 60N ® £ 3(Y?)2 — 2(Y)* ~ 12N*48 . (2.148)

But at the moment we have not succeeded in making a causal relation between this fact and the fact
that the Error is small. The explanation in the main text does better in doing so.
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Taking X; from the same Gaussian distribution in the previous cases we get the ex-
pression for the error

Error =4t* Y~ X7 — 4Kt* — 4K’ (2.152)
i+j=M

It is straightforwardly to show that the expectation values
(Error) =0, ((Error/4)%) = 2Kt® + 4Kt°u* . (2.153)

Clearly in this case ((Error/4)?) is 1/N suppressed compared to (Y2)? independent on
the value of p. Hence the approximation (2.62) is always valid in the presence of this
extra constraint. Similar restrictions could be imposed to models with general g. It
turns out that again the computation is quite similar and we expect the approximation
to be valid in these cases too.

3 SYK at one time point: (J,) =0

In this section, we study the half-wormhole contributions in some 0d SYK model that
can be considered as the usual 04+1d SYK model on a single instant of time. This section
is largely a review of previous results in [77, 78, 81]; we provide more details of various
saddle point results and carry out Lefschetz thimble analysis of some computations
when needed.

3.1 SYK model with one time point

Let us first revisit the analysis of the 0-dimensional SYK model introduced in [77]. We
are interested in the following Grassmann integral

z= /de exp(i?/? Z JiyigWiy i) (3.1)

where ¥y, i, = VYa,Va, - - - Ve, and 9; are Grassmann numbers. The number z can be
understood as the partition function of 0+ 0 dimensional analogue of SYK model. The
random couplings J;, . ;, is drawn from a Gaussian distribution

(¢ —1)!
<Ji1...iq> = O, <Ji1“.iq lequ> - t25i1j1 e 5iqjq7 t2 = Nq—l . (32)
We sometimes use the collective indies A, B to simplify the notation
A= {al << aq}7 JAwA = Ja1...aqwa1‘..aq . (33)
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Integrating out the Grassmann numbers directly gives (2.96)°:

/

- / Ppexp(@2In) = S se(A)a . Ja, p=Njg,  (34)

A1 << Ap

where the expression (3.4) is nothing but the hyperpfaffian Pf(J). Since (z) = 0 due
to (3.2), we focus on z? and (2?)

22 =z2p = /deLdeR exp {jq/z Z Ja (Vh + gbf})} , (3.5)
A

(%) = /dwwexp {% (%Z@szﬂf“) } : (3.6)

where we have assumed that ¢ and N are even. The exact values of (3.6) can be
computed by introducing the standard G, X variables

(2) = / A2V /R dGo (G _ %i::qpmf) exp (%Gq> (3.7)

_ /]RdG /iR 2:1% exp {N (log(z) — %G + éGq> } (3.8)

=NV /R dG exp (%GQ> (—0c)V (@) (3.9)
N/q 1 _

where in the last step we expand around N — oo to the next-to-leading order.
Next we consider the non-averaged quantity (3.5). Following [77], we rewrite

2= /RdU\Il(U)CD(J), V(o) = / 27?‘/9]\[ exp[N(—iocg — 1/q¢?)],  (3.11)

where the coupling dependent piece P is

im N ]_ 7
0(0) = [ e fie Tovtuf o) - 5 (Lotal) ) 12
Its averaged value is

(B(0)) = (ie o)V . (3.13)

SHere we choose the measure of Grassmann integral to be dewgbl,_.N =i N2
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As suggested in [77], to understand the relation between each individual result
and the averaged result, we could figure out in what region of the o-plane ® is self-
averaging. This is reflected in the quantity ((®(c) — (®(0)))?). Therefore we compare
(®(0))? with (®(0)?)

d4 d4 *2% 2 ; 149
D(o)2) — oABd gap N |log(—e (074014093—013024))—i0ABIAB— 79 4p
(@)= | (i
R

@r/N)i e . (3.14)

where we relabel L = 1,/ = 3,R = 2, R’ = 4 and (AB) = (13),(14),(23),(24). The

integral can be done exactly [77] following a similar computation we used to get (3.10)

9 _2in N! N 22 g2am1 (s )| (gng
(@)= (e7)" 3] W(?) e 219

ni+na+ng= % ,n;i >0

which can be organized into a polynomial in o

9in 2N!q! _ g
(B(0)?) = (—e 0 )N (UZN * (N — Q)!q2N2q—202N Mg 2q> (3.16)
im 2 - 1 ' —
-~ (_6—27)N (U2N + (?qu_2) O-ZN*QCI 44 €2N1c12q) , (317)
q

where the phase factor is trivial whenever ¢ divides V.

3.2 The saddle points analysis

The above results can be reproduced by saddle point approximation in large N limit.

3.2.1 The averaged (2?)

To obtain the same result (3.10) from saddle point approximation, we first we rotate
the contour

S =ielig, G=¢éug, (3.18)
to get
dU i
= [ d N (log(ie v0) —iocg — - NS
/R g/RZW/NeXp{ (og(le o) —iog g)} / /27?/]\] ,
(3.19)
so that the integral converges. The saddle point equations are
: -1 @mA4l)in
—ic—g?7 =0, ¢'=-1, —» g=e ¢« , m=0,...,q—1. (3.20)
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All of them give the same on-shell action

N 1
(%), = 2_6—(1—5)N . (3.21)
m

To match with the exact result (3.10) we need to consider fluctuations around the
saddle points. For simplicity let us take ¢ = 4 and focus on one of the saddle points

N
oo =gs = —(-1)1, (%), = 2—6%N. (3.22)
T
Expanding the exponent around this saddle
c=0s+x, g=g;+y (3.23)
to the second order
3 3iz? iy? 3 (—1)3/4 yt — !
~—— 7y — == _1)3/4..3 3
So 1 + 5 izy — = + [(—=1)°%x” + 5 Y ]+ 1 (3.24)

and evaluating the integral directly gives the fluctuation that combines with the saddle
contribution to

2 eyl 1
saddle+loop — -1 - — . 2
(2%)saddle-+1oop = € 2( 4N) (3.25)

Adding contributions from all 4 saddles we arrive at

_3 1
<32>saddle+loop = 2e aly <]- - m) ; (326)

that agrees with (3.10) at the two-loop order.

3.2.2 The unaveraged z?: the wormhole saddle

The result (3.17) can be reproduced from a saddle point analysis in the large-N limit.
The saddle point equations are

q—1 . . 024 . 0923 . 014 . 013
Yap = —ioap, —lgiz=—, lgu=—, ign=—F, —lgu=—, (3.27)
Ap f f f f

where f = 014093 — 013024 + 0. The trivial solution o453 = gap = 0 leads to
<<I>(U)2>trivial+1100p = <(I)(U)>2, (328)

which says the trivial saddle always agrees with the first term in (3.17).
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Next let us consider non-trivial solutions with o45 # 0. From the equations of
motion we obtain

PP =yt (@ T 0% = =yt (3.29)
9is = 931, 933 = Jis (3.30)

where
T = 13924, Y = J14923 - (3.31)

2mmi

It is easy to check that solutions of the above equation satisfies x = ye ¢=2 , and for

each choice of m there are 2¢? solutions of g,,. For simplicity let us again focus on the
q = 4 case such that there are only two classes © = =+y.

e When 2 = y we find another 32 non-trivial saddles. The on-shell action of all of
them are the same

(@(0)"),. = NY®(0))* = (®(0)")triviar (3.32)

non-trivial

where the factor N4 comes from the measure of (3.14). However the 1-loop fluctuations
around them are different

1
trivial saddle : N non-trivial saddles : SNT

We notice that including the 1-loop effect, the trivial saddle is larger and it reproduces
the large N behavior of the exact result. On the other hand, the non-trivial saddle

(3.33)

contributions are also comparable; so it is possible that we should also take into account
of their contributions as well. However, if we add all the trivial and non-trivial saddle-
point values, the result will obviously exceed the exact value (3.17). In fact, by a simple
Lefschetz-thimble analysis, see e.g. [90], which is reviewed In Appendix E, we conclude
that these non-trivial saddles should not be included.

In particular, we choose a Morse function to be the real part of the action (3.14)

Gavj | 392mYam
h = §R<S) = Z - + < = + Gab10ab2 + Gab20 ab1

. 4 2
abj

1
2
+ 5 log ((01420231 + 01410232 — 01320241 — 01310242)
+(1+ - - )? 3.34)
01410231 — 01420232 — 01310241 + 01320242 , ( .

where we have chosen ¢ = 4 for simplicity and ¢ = 1 since we are interested in the case
o #0". The gu; and oa; are the real and imaginary parts of the field g, and oy

Jab = Yab1 +19ab2,  Oab = Tap1 + 1042 - (3.35)

"The o = 0 case is analyzed in [77]
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Figure 3: Anti-thimble on the o3 plane (left) and the 094 plane (right).

The downward flow equations of the Morse function are

dgabj . oh dgabj o oh

dt N _8gabj’ dt _6aabj ‘

(3.36)

The end point of each anti-thimble is one of the saddles at gg,; and gg,;, which leads
to the following boundary conditions of the flow equation

lim = g5 lim o4 =05, . 3.37
t—+o0 Yabj = Jab;: totoo Y abj ( )

We can then solve the flow equation and obtain the Lefschetz anti-thimbles going
through each saddle point and if they intersect with the original integration contour
the saddle point contributes to the integral.

For example in Figure 3 we illustrate examples of the anti-thimbles of the saddle
point

giz=1, guu=-1, gu= (—1)3/47 g23 = (—1)1/47 (3-38)

O13=1 0u=—1, Opu= (—1)3/4, 093 = —(—1)1/4, (3-39)

that do not intersect with the original integration contour, namely the real axis. This
means the contribution of this saddle should not be included to the integral.
Examples of anti-thimbles of another saddle point

gis=—(=D"" gu= (-1 gu=-1, gs=-1, (3.40)
013 = (_1)1/4a O93 = (—1)3/4, o140 = —1, 093 = —1, (3.41)

is shown in Figure 4. Again they do not intersect with the real axis so the contribution
from this saddle should not be included either.
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Figure 4: Anti-thimble on the g;3 plane (left) and the go4 plane (right).

o - plane

05+

0.0- ]

o

-0.5+

-1.0 -05 0.0 0.5 1.0

Figure 5: The shaded region is where a non-trivial saddle in (3.42) dominates over
the trivial saddle. The plot for the other two non-trivial saddles can be obtained from
this plot by simple rotations.

We can run this analysis over all the nontrivial saddles and find none of them
contribute to the integral. As a result, the path integral can be approximated entirely
by the trivial saddle.

e When =z = —y, there are also nontrivial saddle points and a similar analysis of
Lefschetz thimbles demonstrate that they do not contribute to the integral.

Actually, there is a quicker way to arrive at the same conclusion. We find that the
on-shell actions corresponding to these saddle points are

w|z

2imm

2 1
(%) e NEZ2INTS TS 0 41 g 00 . (3.42)

ol

However these saddle points should be saddle points of the entire multi-dimensional
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integral including the integral over o. As a result this saddle should also satisfy the
fall-off condition of the o integral, otherwise they will not contribute to the o integral.
Therefore we should only consider the decaying saddle points namely

N N
2\ 3 1 2ir 4 2\ 3
o ~_N+323Net 5 53 o _N-3
T )" e N+32INH T ol T " N-32
2 2

We plot the region where these non-trivial saddle dominates over the trivial saddle in
Figure 5, and it is easy to observe from the figure that the wormhole saddle (7.23) of
(2%}, located at |o| = 1, is in the region where the trivial saddle dominates.

i
ol

No

(3.43)

Another family of solutions to the equation of motion (3.27) has x = 0 or y = 0.
On shell actions on these saddles behave as

U%€—N+%N6i%§ga%, O_%e—N—%NJ% , (344)
whose dominant regions are similar to Figure 5 and they are sub-leading comparing
with the trivial saddle.

Putting all the result together we confirm that the trivial saddle point dominate
in the g, and oy, integral and the wormhole saddle (7.23) is self-averaging.

3.2.3 The unaveraged 2*: the linked half-wormhole saddles

The trivial saddle point discussed in the previous section gives vanishing contribution
at o ~ 0, so we expect other saddle points dominate the path integral here. In [77] they
are referred to as the (linked) half-wormhole saddles. Here we provide some further
details of the saddle contribute at o ~ 0 and show that it agrees with the exact result
in (3.17), ie

(@(0)%)ext ~ 2ge72Y (3.45)

We can apply the same analysis, except that now we evaluate at ¢ ~ 0, as in the
previous section. As expected, the trivial saddle gives

eN1oe@) (3.46)

The subleading non-trivial saddles (3.43) and (3.44) discussed in the previous section
has on-shell values
_3N
e 2

e e 3l (3.47)

respectively when o = 0. So (3.44) dominates. Adding them up precisely gives the
exact solution (3.45)

2ge 2V, (3.48)
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The general lesson is that the linked half wormhole saddle points are always in the
integral, and furthermore they are also always saddles. It’s only that they are, for most
of the time, hidden behind the leading saddles. They can only be exposed in regions
where the leading saddle decreases faster, namely the o ~ 0 region in this case.

4 SYK at one time point: (J,) #0

In the following, we will generalize the study of half-wormhole along several directions.
The main question we want to address is how the distribution of the random coupling
affects the wormhole and half-wormhole saddles.

First let us consider the case where the random coupling is drawn from a general
Gaussian distribution N (u, t?)8

(Ja) =Ty =u, (J3)—(Ja)?=71" (%V_q_ll)! t?, (4.1)

in particular, the mean value of the random coupling could be non-vanishing.
The ensemble averaged quantities can be computed directly by first averaging over
the couplings and then integrating out the fermions

(z) = PF(J"), (4.2)

(=) = / d*Nexp (iqt2 D Wkl + 12T (v + w§>) (4.3)
A
=3 sen(A)sgu(B) (J9, T8, + 4,51 ... (Jgpjgp + 5Apot2)> L (44)
A,B

4.1 Half~-wormhole saddle in z

Since (z) # 0, we expect a disk saddle point in the path integral presentation of z that
gives the contribution of (z). Moreover, like linked half-wormhole contribution to z?
in the model with u = 0, it is possible that there are also single half-wormhole saddles

9 as shown in Figure. 6. We will show in the following that such

contributing to z,
saddles indeed exist and together with their contribute ©; the following approximation

is good

2 (2)4+ 0. (4.5)

8When we write .J4, we have in mind that the index set A is automatically sorted, and all J’s with

other permutations of A picks up signs accordingly.
9This single half-wormhole saddle is related to the half-wormhole saddle of JT gravity introduced

in [84].
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Figure 6: The single half-wormhole saddle of z.

Let us clarify the notation we use in this paper, we call the non-self-averaged component
in z as “single half-wormhole” or simply “half-wormhole”, and we refer to the non-self-
averaged saddle in 2% as “linked half-wormhole”. To demonstrate (4.5) explicitly, recall
that the partition function is given by

= /de exp (iq/z Z Ji1...z'q¢z'1...iq> _ (4.6)

The ensemble averaged quantity (z) does not vanish

N a2 () L _
(z) = /d ¥ exp(i?/ Z i zqwn ig) = U W:mpu, pg=N . (4.7)

In the following we present a heuristic but simple proof of this result. A more rigorous
but technical proof is presented in Appendix G. For simplicity let us first consider the

q = 4 case
(2) :/dee“ZAW, A={a < - <aq}. (4.8)
We introduce the collective variable G
2!
2 _
Z Vi, G = e Z?/)A, (4.9)
1<i<j<N A
then (z) can be rewritten as
/dG/ 5 /NdN uNQGQG_E(NG—ZZ—<]—¢ﬁJJj) ] (410)
i

Now we can integrate the out the fermions to get

/ dVep 5 i< Vs = (D)2, |(g) = B2 (4.11)
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Then (4.10) becomes

- [aa $N/2, -G NEG
Ja=1 / /27T1/N c

= N""2(9g)"?e -5 =0 = (g)Nﬂ % = mpule—s.  (4.12)

For general ¢, the proof is similar with the modification

N4/2 o2
ZA:W = (q/Q)!G/ . (4.13)

In summary, we have generalized the G, trick and derived an effective action to

compute (z):

a/2
/dG/ 2d2/3N2N/2 ulq/2é\i/)C¥q/2 7NEG (414)
Tl

It would be convenient to rotate the integral contour as

27

Y —ieie, G- ei%g (4.15)

such that we obtain a “standard” action:

(z) = / jf;l; exp {g (log(ie_qucr) — 2iog — 2éigqm) } : (4.16)

where we define

2N/2-1 (q/2 —1)!
= 9/2, 71 _ (_na/2,, /4 1)
=y O u= (=) INa/2-1 (4.17)

Rescaling 1 to 1, the saddle point equations are then
1
——2g=0, —2c—pug*'=0 — jpg?=-1. (4.18)
o

Comparing (4.16) with (3.19) it is easy to find that to reproduce the exact result (4.7)
we have to added the contributions from all the ¢/2 saddles.

Having found the suitable saddle contributions to the averaged partition function
(z), we proceed to analyze the difference between the non-averaged quantity and the
mean value z — (z). We start with inserting the identity

ico _ Nu [ ~a/2 Ty \a/2
L / . / Nth S (NG~ i)+ 52 (612 (3 Sy vi0s)"?)

Y

(4.19)
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into the non-averaged partition function z. To make the integral well defined, we again
rotate the contour by ), = ie= ™90y, G, = e%7/4g,, then z can be cast into the form

= /_ h N;:hllf(ah)@(ah), (4.20)

where the first factor is similar to (3.11)

d
Wlon) = [ S explN (i — L), (a.21)

and the second factor is

é(ah) :/d Y explie” % thwz%—i—ﬂ/ Jatha — UZ¢A ) (4.22)

1<j

Averaging over the coupling, we get back to the computation in (4.16) where o, =
o </f2/ qedmi(n+3)/ q). We expect a separate saddle point to appear in this integral

which leads to the difference z — (z). The W(0y,) is peaked at o, = 0, so we look for
dominant contributions around o, ~ 0, which is

0, = 6(0) = Pf(J — J°) = ngn Y Jay = J4) - (Ja, =) . (4.23)

It is clear that its average vanishes (©;1) = 0. Then we propose the approximation
~ (2) + 61 . (4.24)

which is (4.5). According to the power of J = u, we can further expand
P
0,=> 6t (4.25)
k=0
To verify this approximation, we define the error function
Error = z — (2) — O . (4.26)
A direct calculation gives
(Error?) = (%) — (2)? 4+ (©?) — 2(z0) (4.27)

The quantities (2?), (©?), (20) can be computed with the Feynman diagrams as shown
in Fig. 7. Recall that value of (z) is given by the star diagram that is one connected
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Figure 7: Feynman diagrams for (z?), (0%), (20;). Each black dot represents a z or

01, each red dot and the attached line represents a contraction with the JY source, and

each blue line is a contraction of a pair of J4.

component of the last term in Fig. 7

_ g2t
= et =

The value of (2?) can be computed either from summing over the diagrams,

p
_ k
z2> = E ckmﬁ_kt%u% 2k = E zé),
k=0

k

“ %@7) (Nq_ q) <N ! U; : Dq) - k!(q!)’“(]jV! —kq)!”

or by introducing the collective variables

Gun= 5 Y ubul, Gu= S ubut Gr= Y ulul,

1<J ’L<j

where

and doing the path integral

/d3 /d32 eq(TG R+uG%/2+uG%2)_N(ziGi)/dzNwe;\IfM\I/’

/ / el
3G, | dSZie N (712G 4+ puGY 4 uGY ) - N EZG’L)\/det[ELZRAQ'f_E%R]

<.

/2 /2 ar
3% e%(T2G%R+“‘Gi +uGY )—N(Esz)det[i /ELZRA+ELR]

j2, a2
. dgziG%(TQGqLR+“GqL THGR )N (s 2 ( Sir+ivVELER)Y

N/2

°G

oL

I
S T3
oL
Q

S8

.

3G,
=0
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where we have defined

A=—AT A

Using the same tricks as (4.12), (4.33) can be evaluated exactly as

kq N/ _2~q q/2 q/2
NZ( )aGLR ( aGLaGR) ( CrLtrGL il )’GZ:O (435)

e

P
= Z ckmf;_kt%u%_%, (4.37)
k=0

which agrees with (4.29) as it should be.
Furthermore, from this result we find zéo) = (2)? which is given by the last diagram

in Fig. 7 and zép ) = (2?),,—0 which is given by the first diagram in Fig. 7. The expression
of O (4.23) implies that (©2) = (0,2) = 2\?), therefore we find

p—1 -1
(Error?) = chm e Z : (4.38)
k=1 k=1

where m,, is defined in (4.7). In the large-N limit, some of the terms in the summa-
tion (4.29) dominate. If Zép ! or 2 () dominates then the error is small

However the dominant term is not always given by a fixed z2 . A simple argument
is the following. To find the dominant term we can compute the ratio'

2 (k4 p+1)(—4k + 4dp + 1)(—4k + 4p + 3)

= = 4.39

T 2D 3u(2k(p — k) + k) ’ (4:39)
t2 p2t2

Tp — pU,Q’ ry u2 ) (440)

here for simplicity we have chosen ¢ = 4. First we notice that r, decreases with respect
to k. Therefore if r; <1 i.e.

-+
v
g

(4.41)

10Recall that p = N/q.
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0)

then the dominant term will be zé . It means that all the wormhole saddles are

suppressed. However if r, > 1 i.e.

< (4.42)

|

Sl-

then the dominant term will be zgp ), in other words the effect of 1 can be neglected.
For other cases with

1
— << D, (4.43)

N

by fine tuning the value of u/t, every diagram in Fig. (7) is possible to be dominant.
For the choices (4.1) and (4.17) which lead to reasonable large N behavior we have

2—1)!
(¢/2=D!
(¢ —1)!
which exactly lies in the (4.43). It also implies there should be other saddles contribut-

ing to (4.22).
On the other hand, the can derive the saddle point equations

N[

~ /P, (4.44)

u 1%
t T

-1+ 2 -1 1
Grm® = 0w, CH . (4.45)
Spwy - I S

(4.46)

G = ) — T rn . rn b
D 3r sl TR LT N T

where fi = Y r £iv/3XR. Again for simplicity we will choose 72 = 1 = 1. There are
always two types of trivial solutions

2imm

wormhole solution: Gy =Gr=0, Grr=e€ 9 , (4.47)
dim 4im pm
disconnect solution: Grr=0, Gp=c¢e & , Gr=c¢ 7 (4.48)
with on-shell action

wormbhole solution :  (2%)n = e NO=) 2 (4.49)
disconnect solution :  (22)gis = 2 Ve ™ —De (4.50)

Note that the ratio of these two contribution is

2

M — (26—1/61)]\[7 (4.51)

(2%)dis
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so when ¢ > 2 it is the wormhole saddle dominates. The general analytic solution is
hard to obtain. However in the large N limit we expect that only f, or f_ will survive.
Assuming fY — 0, N — oo, (4.46) get dramatically simplified

YR(L) 1 1

Grir) = . Grp= : , 4.52
L) _21\/2REL ELR"‘i\/ELZR L ELR“‘l\/ZLER ( )

from which we obtain
Gip+GY*+G¥* =1, GY*=GY* (4.53)

For the case of ¢ = 4, (4.45) and (4.52) can be solved explicitly and it contributes the
on-shell action

— Zmin N _ 2min N
<22>non—trivial+ ~ e 0.63N6 K3 > <22>Wh =e 0'75N€ o . (454)

We also checked that for these solutions limy_,o f¥ = 0. Similar saddles can also be
found for the case of f&¥ = 0. Therefore we conclude that in the large N limit the
dominate saddles are the non-trivial ones.

In the regime of (4.43), the ansatz (4.23) of half-wormhole saddle is not adequate.
We have to consider the contribution from the o} fluctuation to ©. This can be done by
expanding é(ah) with respect oy, substituting into z and integrating over o,. Equiva-
lently this can be done by expanding the exact value of z

z=PF(Jy) = PF(u+ Js — JY)

= isgn(A)(u tJa = I8t s, = JY) = i om (4.55)
A n=0
with respect to u. For examples
e = isgn(A)(JAl —J4) TS (s, = TY) (4.56)
00 = (2)1,4 o =e. (4.57)

Then from the Feynman diagrams it is not hard to find in Fig. 7 that
(OREM) = (9k)2) = 2P, (4.58)

So if zék) is the dominant term, we can choose the half-wormhole saddle to be %),
Or we can think of that for each wormhole saddle zék) there is a corresponding half-
wormhole saddle ©®*) such that

za (z) + 00, (4.59)

We will present a further analysis on this model somewhere else.

— 42 —



4.2 Linked half-wormhole saddles in 2>

In this section we study the linked half-wormhole contribution to 22, and, in particular,
we would like to understand the relation with the single half-wormhole saddles in z,

To get a general picture, we first compute (z%) from the Feynman diagrams shown
in Fig.8. In general it is a cumbersome combinatorial problem but in the large N limit
we know that it should be factorized into disconnected diagrams as

2

(34, () e, (4.60)
which is shown in Fig.9 and here we have assumed that zék)
saddles.

This means there are more refined structures of the nontrivial saddles in 22, com-

is the dominant wormbhole

paring with the general discussion in [77]. Inspired by our analysis of the single half-
wormhole for z, we insert another two copies of identities (4.19) in 22

22 = /dO'de'hLdUhR\I/(Uw,OhL,UhL)A(Jw,UhL,JhL), (4.61)
\IJ(O-UH Ohyps UhL) = \IJ(gw)\Il(ghL)\Il(ghR) ] (462)
Now, on,, on,) = /dQNw explie” + o, > vh+ e 0 oy > wfi+ i’ oLyl
i<j i<j
HPTA WG + o) —17%u Y (i o) —iP0kef],  (4.63)
A

where we have introduced three pairs of GG, Y variables

_ _¢L G, = —Z%, G, = —Z%, (4.64)

1<J 1<J

and rotated the contour as before. As before, the function W is highly peaked around
U(0,0,0) so we expect that there is a half-wormhole saddle point

p
A = A(0,0,0) ngn )sen(B) [T ((Ja, = J5,)(Ts, — %) — 645,87, (4.65)
k=1

whose average manifestly vanishes (A) = 0 and it further satisfies (A?) = 2z§p ”* How-
ever because of the large N behavior (4.60), again we have to consider the fluctuations
of gj. It is achieved by expand f\(O, Ohy»Ony) With respect to Ohypgy OF equivalently by
expanding

!/

p
ngn )sgn(B H ((w+ Ja, — I3, )+ Jg, — JB,) — 0a,5,1°) ZA (4.66)
A,B k=1
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Figure 8: Feynman diagrams for (z*)

=1

2
Figure 9: (z4) ~ 32"

Some examples are

!/
AP =N "san(A)sgn(B) ((Ja, — J3,)(Js, — %) = daym,t?) ...
A,B

I T ((ay = I8 (s, = TB) = ba,m,t) . AQ = ()2, AW =4
Then similarly one can find that
<A(k)A(k)> — <ZA(k)> - 225’6)2 (4.67)

so that when zék) is the dominant wormhole saddle in the large N limit the

2 (22 4 AW m F) AR (4.68)

is a good approximation.
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5 SYK at one time point: (J,) =0, (J}.#0

Another class of interesting distributions of the random coupling is non-Gaussian. In
this section we consider a special subset of them that have vanishing mean values,

namely
(Ja)=0, (Ji) =1,  (Ja)=v"+3(J3)". (5.1)
It is easy to compute that the partition function of the 0d SYK model with such random

couplings are

() =0, (%) =——" (5.2)

The higher moments of J4 in (6) contributes nontrivially to (z*)

/
(zh) = Z sgn(A)sgn(B)sgn(C)sgn(D)(Ja, s, Je, I, - - - Ja,JB,Jc,Ip,) 5 (5.3)
A,B,C,D

which can be expanded

p
I SPERCT )
k=0 k
N! (gn1)!(gnse)!(gns)!
N = (q))2N/a Z ’

115 1121)2
ni+nat+n3=N/q (nl-n2.n3.)
n; >0
N D

CkNMN—gk — 7 o1
FENZAR T () 2k (n1'na'ng!)?

ni+no+n3=N/q—k
n; >0

where ¢, is the number of ways to choose k g-subsets out of NV and ny is the multiplic-
ities coming from the different Wick contractions, i.e.

<Z4>U:0 = TLNt4p. (55)
To find the dominant term in the large N limit let us define the ratio

zik) v'1—k+p 4(4p — kp)!

ry = —— ~ — 5.6
Tk Zfl’“—l) 4 k (4p — 4k + 4)V’ (56)
. vt 1 - vt

Ty~ tjﬁa Tp ™~ t_43_9’ (5.7)
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where we have taken ¢ = 4 for simplicity. By taking the derivative with respect to k
we find that 7 will initially decrease and then increase with increasing k& so 7, is the
maximal value. If 7, <1 i.e.

— <0, (5.8)

then the dominant term will be Zflo) therefore the contributions of higher moments can
be ignored in this limit. Recall that the half-wormhole saddle of z? when (J4) = 0 can
be written as

® = sgn(A)sgn(B) (Ja, T, = da,p,t?) ... (Ja,JB, — 0a,5,17) . (5.9)
AB

such that
(D?) ~ (D2?) = 2(27)?, (5.10)
and

(Error®) = (z%) — (2%)? + (®?) — 2(z2®?)
~ 3(2%)% — (2)2 +2(2%)? — 4(z*)? = 0, (5.11)

in the leading order of N as before. However if 7, > 1, then it will be possible that zflp ) is
the leading term whose corresponding Feynman diagram is shown in Fig.10. Therefore

Figure 10: 2
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there will be no half-wormhole saddle anymore since the (two-mouth) wormhole saddles
are not dominant.

One can consider more general distribution with all the cumulants to be non-
vanishing. The analysis and the results will be similar. If v is very large then it
is the four-way wormhole saddle that dominate. It is therefore possible to introduce
a new ”four-linked-wormhole” saddle as we show in next section. However, if v is
relatively small it is still the two-mouth wormhole (with some legs as shown in Fig.7)
that dominates. We will present a more thorough analysis of these points separately.

6 SYK at one time point: (J,) = (J2) = (J2) =0

In this section, we consider a special model where we could focus on the “multi-linked”
wormhole saddle points. In this model the random coupling only have non-vanishing
4™ cumulant

(Jo) = (J2) = (J2) =0, (J5)=0". (6.1)
Such a distribution could also be considered as an extremal limit of other distributions.

6.1 Averaged quantities: (2*) and (z°)

Due to our special choice (6.1) the first non-vanishing averaged quantity is

(1 = / dexp (vt S ok R wd w0k uR v,

Ap<<Aq

4 N
= [a¥pex (%@ w3w3¢3¢§>q) . 62
Then we can introduce the G, ¥ trick
N
() = [ 4o 4656, - 3 ulvvtul) exp (%G)
dy al 4
~ [au [a6g ex (—2<G4 - Zzw}w?w?#)) exp (%G)

s 4
_ /dc/—,exp Nlog® — BGy + =Ge
2mi q

4 4N\ N/q
_ N v (v N, N!
— (8G4) exXp (JGZ) ’G4:0 - (a) W = pp'(q')p . (63)
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Alternatively, we can obtain this result by integrating out the fermions first to get the
hyperpfaffin, taking the 4" power, and then do the average

NI
(=)= Y sen(A, B,C,D)(Ja,Jp, Jos Joy - - Ja, Js, Jo, Ip,) = vy 1= ——
ABCD A p.(q.)

(6.4)

The computation of (2®) is more involved

4 N
= [ (%(Z ¢?¢?¢f¢?)q> , 65
where
(a,b,c,d) e{l<a<b<c<d<8}. (6.6)

In the following we use the collective index A’ to label the 4-element subset. Then we
introduce antisymmetric tensors Gupeq = Ga and Xgp.q = 24 as the collective field
variables such that (6.4) can be expressed as

() = [ TS PR e (—Z[zwm + %GH)

A
N

/ 4
v
— [ 2 sen)oe, 06, | exp (EG%) 6 mo

Al <A,

vt %N!21 8 _ 35 v %NP 6.7
a) wale) =P\g) e oD

where in the last line we have taken the large N limit. In this limit we have

Q

(%) =~ 35(2%)? . (6.8)

6.2 The un-averaged z*

Following similar ideas as in the previous sections, we insert a suitable identity to the
expression of z*

N

, ! vt Al
o E ] CO SRRV XIS o) § (T (R o 1
A '

i a=l1 i a=1

)

(6.9)
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Rotating the contour as before we can rewrite z* as

2= / do¥ (o) (o), (6.10)

where (o) is same as (3.11) and the second factor is

I'(0) = /d“w exp (E%HW H12Y TG =0ty Hm) . (6.11)
a Aa A a

Therefore we expect the half-wormhole saddle is given by

Eﬁ

I =0(0)= Y sgn(A, B,C, D)
ABCD k

(Ja, I, Je, Ip, — 55;;55;55:@4), (6.12)

Il
i

which satisfies

(D) = 34(z%)?, (6.13)
(2B — (M2 + (I - 2(T") =~ 0. (6.14)

(ry=0, (%)
(2" = (") = 1)?)

Q

We find clearly that the contribution from this four-linked-wormhole saddle is not equal
to the square of (two-linked) half-wormhole saddle. Even though we derive it in the
0-SYK toy model, it should exist in other SYK-like theory as long as the G, ¥ trick can
be applied. We will present some more details about these more general discussions
somewhere else.

7 SYK at one time point: Poisson distribution

Up to now we have only considered random couplings with continuous probability
distributions. It is also interesting to consider random couplings that take discrete
values such as the Poisson distribution.

In fact the Poisson distribution, whose PDF and moments are given by (A.17) and
(A.18), can be regarded as an opposite extremum to what we have considered above
in the sense that all the cumulants are equal (J"). = N, Vn. From the gravity point
of view, it means that all the wormholes with different number of boundaries have
the same amplitude. Ensemble theory or theories with random coupling with Poisson
distribution have been studied in [56, 63, 87]. If we view the index ¢ of 1)’ as the label of
different time points, then the effect of ensemble average is to introduce (“non-local”)
interaction between different time points. In particular, starting with action (3.1) we
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can compute the first few moments'?
@) = [ @vpermEae, )
(22) = /d4N"¢ NN A (W4 +93) JNIPIAT @@7 (7.2)
(=) = / AN eNIAZAWAHPAHVR) QNN T WA A0V HRVA) NPT A whvivh  (7.3)

For a generic k, we find
(2R — / QN A 4 This HESE W) (7.4)

Formally we can define

Z(\) = (2°) = /dw exp {N)\ DGR 1)} : (7.5)

We can compute these moments by integrating out the fermions directly

(") = (PI(Ja)") - (7.6)

" is very complicated. Alternatively, if we

However the ensemble average of PF(J,)
only care about the large N behavior we can use the G, trick and do a saddle point

approximation. For example, the G, 3 expression of (z) is similar to (4.14)

(z) = / dXdG(—i)N TN NI (NG, (7.7)
The saddle point equations are
NG =i j\l)!(iG)q _1, (7.8)
whose solutions are
iGz(@)l/qe%ﬁ, m=1,...,q. (7.9)

It has been argued in [77] these ¢ saddle points should be added together to reproduce
the correct large N behavior in a very similar calculation. We expect the same to apply
in the current situation'?

_N(A-1 Nix A\ 2mi _N(1-1 Nix
(2)pige = e N7 (ﬁ) Ze i =ge NI <ﬁ) : (7.10)

q—1 — q—1

Here we have rescaled ¢ — 2¢, N — 2N.
12Here we have dropped the normalization factor i'Y.
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where p = N/q as before. Adding the 1-loop factor 1/,/g we end up with the correct

large-N behavior
. 1 7N(1*l) Nq>\ P
<Z>Disk+1 loop — ﬁe q (q — 1)' . (711)

Other moments can be computed similarly. For example, to compute (z?), we need to

introduce three collective variables

=Y i), Ga=) Wil Gi=) ¢l (7.12)
i<j i<j i
such that
. G? G4 GQ"
1qz¢}4 = q_‘l’ 1qZ Vi = _, ZwAwA (7.13)
A ' A ' A

Imposing these relations with the help of a set of Lagrangian multiplier fields ¥, 9
and Yo, the (2%) can be expressed as

(z2> _ /[d3Gid3 ]e q|(Gq+G2+<2q G29) oI 3 (2iGi) /C12N¢6;\1'M\1/7

B / (AT det[S 5,42 — 53, Iy e T (TGl IV 2,60

/[dBG d3 QNdet /¥ 5,A + Sialye N5 (G +Gq+(2‘1;)!6’33)61]\{21.(&@)

(7.14)
(7.15)

(7.16)

/ [°Gid’s; (212+ VI152)" + (812 — \/2122>2N) NG5+ Glin O13) N1 S (3G)

/dgG d3 2NZ< )E%é\fmf(zlib) e ql(Gq+Gq+(gq)nGﬂ)eNlZi(EiGi)

where we have defined

YA =Xl
= (¢} ... 0l 22 M = ! 122N 1
(¢17 ) ¢2Na 'le, ) 'l/]QN) ) <121212N ZQA ) (7 8)
A=-AT, A,;=1, Vi<j. (7.19)
The saddle point equations lead to
G0, =12 (7.20)
(A (q _ 1)' 2 bl ) )

. )\ 2q 1

1212 + (QQ——l)' Z E G =2i. (7.21)
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This set of equations have multiple solutions. For example, the wormhole saddle is

2(2¢ — )\ * 2inmi
Gi=Gy=%1=%=0, Gp= <%) e , (7.22)
1 _ 1 (2N)2‘1)\ P
2 _ b —eva-dy [ LENV)TA 9
(2°) W H+1100p \/%6 (2(2q — 1)!) (7.23)
and the disconnected saddle is
—1)n\
Go=S1=0, G =Gs= (%) , (7.24)
1 oy [ NX \?
<22>disc+1loop = 56 2va q) ((q _ 1)') = <Z>2Disk+1loop' (725)

The ratio of these two saddles is

2 12929 \ P
<Z2>WH+1100p _ \/E( q ) . (7.26)
<Z >disc+1100p 2 6)\(](2Q)'

In the large N or p = N/q limit, the wormhole saddle can dominate only when A <

12929 -+ . . . . .
Lo (3) ?» which is consistent with our previous results.
eAq(2q)!

2
Then a natural question is that in this limit how about other n-boundary wormhole

saddles? In the following let us focus on a particular n-linked-wormhole saddles. When
n = 2k is even, the situation is similar to the one in section 6:

(2%) connected = / d“ffwdc;g exp [ INY | G — iv: ﬁ Wi | | exp <NLG2'(>.27)
27 Z (29)!

i a=l1
d>x N
= — (D) ——G% 4+iNY 2
/dG27r(l ) exp((zq)!G +i G) , (7.28)
where the collective variable G is

ON 2k
G=> T]vr- (7.29)

1 a=l1

The expression (7.28) is of the same form as (7.7) so the saddle point approximation is

1 1 (2N)2q)\ b
2% _ .2 — e Ny (AT 2 ) 7.30
(# >2k7WH+lloop (z >27WH+1loop /_2qe (2(2(] — 1)!> ( )

When n = 2k 4 1 is odd, the situation is similar to the one of n = 1:

D 2N 2k+1 2k+1 N
<22k+1>connected = /‘d(4k+2)NdeE exp <1NE<G - Z H w? H w;l) op (TGq>

i<j a=1 a=1

= / dGi—E(iE)QN exp (%GHUVZG) , (7.31)
m :
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where the collective variable GG is obviously defined as

2N 2k+1 2k+1
¢=> v 1w (7.52)
a=1

i<j a=l1

therefore the saddle point approximation is

1 1 NIx 7
2%k+1 _ . — — N (2} 7.33
<Z >2k+1—HW+1100p <Z>D18k+1100p \/ae a ((q _ 1)') ( )
These higher n-linked-wormholes should be compared with the corresponding powers
of the disk solution, and furthermore since (2%)a_wai1100p > 1, we conclude that all
these multiple-linked-wormholes are suppressed. In other words, the ensemble of z can
be approximated by a Gaussian when the ratio (7.26) is of order 1.

8 The Brownian SYK model

In this section, we study the wormhole and half-wormholes saddles in the Brownian
SYK model [13]. In the Brownian SYK model, the couplings are only correlated at the
same instant of time so that after integrating over the coupling we end up with a local
13 The quantity that is analogous to the partition function but with
some information of real time evolution is

effective action

U(T) = Te o #H®) (8.1)

To check the nature of its fluctuations that is not caused by the phase factor, we
consider the norm square of its trace

TeU(T))* . (8.2)

This quantity is manifest real in the sense the complex conjugate maps TrU(T) to
TrU(T)*. The trace is over the Hilbert space, which has a path integral interpretation

TI‘ U(T) = /D¢a exp {—1 /T dt |:—%¢aat¢a + Jal..-aq (t)igwa1...aq:| } ) (83)
0

where the Lagrangian density is manifestly real.

To compute (8.2), we introduce two replicas of fermions; 1)(") constitute the fermions
in H of U and ) in U*. Therefore the complex conjugate should map between (%)
and 9. One conventional way to define ¢ from ) is

P = ()" (8.4)

13See Appendix (F) for general discussion on averaged model.
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Then the complex conjugation of (8.3) is

T .
TrU(T) = / Dy exp{—i / dt Bwﬁwﬁ —Jal...aq<t>i%wéﬁ?.aq]} . (85)
0

We can further do a field redefinition ¥ — ip(®) so that the kinetic term has the
“I‘ight” Sign14

(R)

T i (R g (R) Y
TI'U(T)* _ /D¢éR)e—1fo dt[_zwa Otha ' —Jaq...aq (t)( )27/1a1maq] : (86)
Combining (8.3), with 1, replaced by wC(LL), and (8.6), the quantity we would like to
compute is

[ TeU(T) = / DYDY #3080 ooy O (F a0 R0R0)] (g 7)

A side remark is that the complex conjugation is closely related to time reversal
symmetry 7, and also because [T, H| = 0, we expect TrU(T)* = TrU(=T). Indeed,
we find

_T .
wU(-1) = [Dufen (= [ at|-Luou® + g0t | b 69
0

0 .
= / Dy exp{i / dt [—%wﬁaﬂ/@ + Jm..uq@)i%wéﬁ?.aqﬂ (8.9)
=T

T .
— / Dy exp{i / dt {_%%R)aﬂby%) + Jal,,_aq(t)i%gﬁ?_aq” =TrU(T)*, (8.10)
0

where we simply use 1) to represent a different set of fermions that will be integrated
over in the path integral; in particular, we do not think of them as the complex con-
jugate of the (). In the last line we assume the system to be invariant under time
translation, and the last equality is clear from (8.5). Therefore the quantity we are
interested can also be written as Tr U(T)Tr U(—T).

Note that the random couplings satisfy

—1)!
(Ja) =0, (Ja@®)Jp(t)) =6(t —t)oupT?, JT*= 2J(C§Vq_1) , (8.11)
and the our normalization of one-dimensional Majorana fermions is

To simplify our notation, we simply denote |Tr U(T')| by (|z|2) in the rest computation.

14Here we choose to absorb an extra iV phase factor into the definition of the path integral measure.
There might be N mod 4 effects that we will discuss separately.
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8.1 {|z|?) in the Brownian SYK model: accurate evaluation

As argued in [13], we focus on the time independent configurations. Therefore we can
directly integrate out the fermions and averaging over the random coupling according
o (8.11). In the large N limit and for even ¢ this leads to

’Zl /DGLR —2 ,D/z(];j;v) 6N[log(Zcos TEQLR> i;§+ Q%G%R—2%ZLRGLR] . (813)
R 270

The integration measure is normalized such that if we first to the G integral then the X
integral, we get the result of free fermions (|z|?)|—o = 2". Notice that the G;; function
defined above is real under the complex conjugation (8.4). Making use of the identity

/R %e—NTE(G—SE) — (5(G — q;) (814)

we get

JTN 2 1\q
(|2*) = e 12( >eq2q1 V=, (8.15)

k=

In the large-N ( and also large-NT' ) limit, the dominant contribution are determined
from two factors: the combinatoric factor and the exponential. At early time T <
0, contributions from the different exponential factors are roughly the same, so the
dominant term is determined from the largest term in the combinatoric factor

N N v [ 2
(N/Q)_—((N/2>!)2~2 2 (8.16)

which leads to the contribution

2 JIN

WNQN 20T (8.17)

Cg —

At late time, the different exponential factors dominant over the combinatoric factors,
so the dominant contribution is from the maximal exponential factor, which is at k =
0, N with contributions to the sum being

The behavior of {|z|?) is shown in Figure. 11 where the early time exponential
decay and the late time constant behavior is manifest.

— 5h5 —



i

Figure 11: The behavior of (|z]?), where the horizontal axis is log;, T and the vertical
axis is log,(|z|?). The red dots are computed using (8.15) with ¢ = 4, J = 1 and a
cutoff at » = 100. The blue curve is the contribution from the trivial saddle (8.40),
and the cyan curve is the contribution from the wormhole saddle (8.51).

8.2 (|z|*) in the Brownian SYK model: large-N saddle point evaluation

In the following, we perform a saddle point analysis to reproduce these distinct behav-
iors. We deform the integration contour together with a change of variable

im

G = ie%g, Y=e 90. (8.19)

The action then reduces to

DO’LR N [log (2 cos 7Te_;%‘7> —%—MQQ—T&TQ}
D ‘ ! . 8.20
/ Y| 2mi/(TN)" (8.20)
The equation of motion of the ¢ field leads to
] i T i
g = %e_? tan(ge_?) : (8.21)
while the equation of motion of g is
igo +2Jg% = 0. (8.22)
The two equations indicate a condition that g should satisfy
1 i i
g+gze " tanh(JTg? 'e"a) =0 (8.23)

Solutions to this equation are in general irrational. In the following we solve it with
different approximations.
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8.2.1 Saddle point solution: the ¢ =1 case

Formally, we can consider the ¢ = 1 case where the saddle point solution can be found
explicitly. In particular, when ¢ = 1, the saddle point equation (8.23) reduces to

1
9="5 tanh (T'J) , o=1iJ . (8.24)
The on-shell action (with the 1-loop correction) is then
(27 = e 277 (e77T 4 M) . (8.25)

On the other hand, when ¢ = 1, the summation expression (8.15) can be evaluated
explicitly to

(|2[2) = e72/TN (e—JT + 6JT)N ' (8.26)
The exact result agrees with the above saddle point result.

8.2.2 Saddle point solution: ¢ > 1 at short time To < 1

In the saddle point approach, the effective action in the short time limit can be expanded

into
Jg?  igo 1 _2ir o o e i ot 5
=Nl|oT|- 2L - L) - ¢ qog?T? - — — — T 2
where
2J
q

is the part of the action that depends on the dynamical fields, in other words, the
constant piece in S has been factored out to define Sy. Notice that although we have
T < 1 in this limit, we still want the saddle point approximation to be good, this
means we want NT > 1.

Before going to the details, we first discuss the region where this is a valid pertur-
bative analysis. In the above expansion, the only g dependence is in the (—i%g — % gq>
term, which means the set of saddle point equations always contain the following equa-
tion

2iJg" ! =0 . (8.29)
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This relation means the saddle point contribution to the on shell action has the general
form

q _ dim

PN 1 _q_
So =N (2 (=5)" (¢ DTJTa5aT 1 el olT!

— —e

)| .
q 8 192 +0( )>

(8.30)
Next, we would like to make sure our expansion of the log term is valid, this requires

To<1. (8.31)

The remaining terms could switch dominance depending on the value of ¢ in the
saddle point solution.

short time: To71 > T%02 > T, & 0<o< T5% : (8.32)

. ) : _a_ a-1 3(~144)
intermediate time: T?0% > To1-1 > T%*, < Tra<o<T 35 . (8.33)

In all these cases the saddle point equation (8.23) reduces to the approximate form

2im

g=ie 10T, o=ig""J. (8.34)

e Short time
In this case, the dominant term in the action is

Sy = 2NT <—— - 7) ~2N | — _ . (8.35)

The 0T term in the saddle point equation (8.34) can be dropped and the only solution
is

g=20, o=0, (8.36)

This gives the following saddle contribution to the on-shell action

2JT Lty
NTexp{N {log (2) — ‘;q ” _ N @ TNT (8.37)
q

Next we need to consider the quadratic fluctuations around this saddle

g—g+dg, o—o+do. (8.38)
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This gives the 1-loop factor
1

Therefore this saddle point approximation gives
JT _
<‘Z|2>s+1100p = exp {N {log (2) - E} } =2V qé:qpivl . (8.40)
q

We next want to compare this saddle point approximation with the exact result (8.15).
It is clear that in the small 7" region the dominant saddle should be (8.17). However, it
is also clear that the k ~ % terms in the sum should also give comparable contributions.
Indeed, if we compare the result (8.17) with (8.40), we find

TN

<‘Z’2>s+1loop = TCS . (841)

On the other hand, as we can check numerically,

N
ce:\/%cs, when J~1, T<1. (8.42)

An example of this numerical check is shown in Figure. 12. Or we can understand this
approximation as the following. When J is of order 1 the exponent e/NA=3)" < TN
So if T' ~ % this exponent is always of order 1 so that (8.15) can be approximated by
e T S () = e i TN, Actually T' ~ 1/N is only a sufficient condition for (8.42)
to hold; as can be observed from the numerical data T' can be much larger than 1/N.

Therefore, indeed we find our saddle point approximation agrees very well with the
exact result.

e Intermediate time

In this region both the o2

P . .
and o1 terms in the action are roughly of the same
order, so we need to solve the approximated saddle point equation (8.34). There are
two solutions

oc=0, g¢=0, (8.43)

and

: 2im JT rlq
g - <_€2ﬂlmq 7) 5 g = 2ing_1 . (844)

and both saddles should in principle be taken into account. Notice that the expression
seems to blow up at 7" — 0, but we have fixed the range to be ~ Tj so the expression
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260 4(;0 6(;0 860
Figure 12: N = 10°, g =4, J =1, T = 0.1. The vertical axis is c./ (w/%ckg,,) with

a cutoff 2¢/7N in the summation (8.15). The horizontal axis is the number of terms
kept in the summation.

remains finite. The saddle point contribution from the non-trivial solution (8.44) is
proportional to

2 1 1
(NT)2Ne™ ar exp ((5 — —) gq> , (8.45)
q
The loop correction around each of the saddle is
1

e (8.46)

The full contribution is

2
- 1 2—q 2qmir (JT\ %4
N2t exp | N2 235 (2= (8.47)
v 2q

q—2 2

However, it is easy to check numerically that the contributions to the on-shell action
from these saddles (8.47) never dominate when ¢ > 2. Therefore the trivial saddle
point always has larger contribution and dominate the path integral in this range of
time.

8.2.3 Long time To > 1

At long time, we can replace the cosh function by an exponential function. There are
two choices, which leads to two different solutions

T im i i P

log (2 005(7064)) ~ %T{?a, R(ie 7o) >0 (8.48)
To _ix 1 _ix . _im

log (2 608(76 a )) ~ —§Te a0, R(ie o) <0 . (8.49)
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The solution of the saddle point equation in this case is time independent,
1 _ix .
g= :izée_ @0 =2Jg1" . (8.50)

For even ¢ the on-shell actions of these saddles, including the 1-loop corrections, are
also time independent

<’Z‘2>WH+lloop =2x1= 27 (851)

where the factor of 2 comes from adding up the contributions from the two saddles (8.50)
and the result reproduces (8.18). In addition, the contribution from the trivial saddle
vanishes at late time, so the non-trivial saddles (8.48) and (8.49) dominate. Since
g # 0, these saddle points are identified with wormhole saddles.

8.3 (|z|*) in the Brownian SYK model

One of our goal in this section is to find possible half-wormhole saddles and study
their relation to the wormhole saddle. To achieve this, it is helpful to first consider
|21 = 21292324

. i (i i .4 N
/meelﬁdt[zwg)atwé)—Jal...aq(t)(lwé?...aq (=) 342 4 HI D L —(— D267 g )] . (8.52)

We first compute the ensemble averaged version (z1292324):

(Elw) /D4N¢ Iy dt{ 10l - 2 (1390 0y~ (039 ag 1139 0y (-0 30l aqﬂ
T
1 . . 4JNT
Dy | PG, dt | = Z0@ g0 —
-/ 11 o exp{/0 [ U -

JN Ea Ea a
2 Z (Tsangb -N QbGab + Z Tb¢1 ¢f>] } (8.53)

a<b

where s = $14 = So3 = s34 = 1,  s13 = s94 = —1 and the other orders of (a,b) have
been absorbed into the factor of 2. We again focus on the time-independent saddle
points, and the integration over fermions gives

/ d*Nep exp <Z zabgug@wf) (8.54)

a<b

1
= 2N |:COS (5 \/(EM — 223)2 + (213 + 224)2 + (212 - E34)2>

1 N
-+ cos (5 \/<214 + 223)2 + (Elg — 224)2 + (212 + 234)2>} s (855)
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thus

DX _4JNT
DG, 2 Seft) 8.56
(el /H el A e (S (8.36)
2, . . . .
Seff = QNTZ (Esangb - 2bGab> + Nlog(eT/+ 4 e T+ 4 T/= 4 o7T/-y
a<b
(8.57)
with
1
+ = 5\/(214 £ Y93)2 + (X13 F Yoa)? + (B2 £ Xzg)? (8.58)
8.3.1 Exact evaluation
Similar to the exact calculation of (|z|?) we can integrate ¥4p first to obtain
4INT ify ify if_ if_ N 2NTJ q
{z|*) = e a2 (eN +e N fe N + e‘N) e 0 Za<piarCoy (8.59)
Gap=0
LMY RSO A el (3.60)
0<n; <N, ni=N CGap=0
where we have introduced the differential operators
A 1
f:l: = 5\/(66714 + 6023)2 + (8013 + aG24)2 + (8G12 + aG34)2' (861)
Expanding the exponentials into Taylor series and keeping only the non-vanishing terms
we get
ei(nlgnQ)f+€i(n3];n4)fieQNqTJ Za<b sangb
Gap=0
Z Z ( ny — Ny ) mq (1(77,3 — n4))nq f—qu:Lq equTJ a<h sabGZb ’ (862)
n=0 m=0 N (mQ>‘(nq>‘ Gap=0
with
rmq fn 1 + T
+ inq B 92(n+m)q Z <(8G14 + ang)kl q(aGM - an:s)kl !

0<k; <m,> ki =m
0<k; <n,y k; =n

X (8013 - 8G24)k;'q<aG13 + 8024)k2_q(8G12 + 8034)@—(1(8012 - 8G34)k3_q> ’ (863)
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For each pair of differential operators in (8.63) the contribution can be obtained for
example as

+ — _2NTJ a4 a4
(8G14 + 8023)k1 q(aG'm - aGQ?,)kl e 4 (GlatC)

Gab:()
gy ki ki + + +
1 . ==l g 2NTJ (4 q
e (1%5) (zllg) O gy, T k)] (8.64)
IF=0,17=0 ab=
FrkD)g Rk _ ~ - )
_ (iq2NJT)(lc1 +ki g (kTQ) (kl q) (1 + 1)) (K + kp = I = 17)q!
‘ L= A\ \Ivg) (0 00N + k1 —1)!
ONJT HHha
- (iq g ) AR k7). (8.65)

Thus the full expression of (8.59) is

kjvk; (in12 )mq (in34)nq

(loft) = e > 2> > > (m];)lgmq(ng)[znq

0sni<N, n=0 m=0 o<kt <m,> k=m 1} =0,7 =0

2mi=N 0<k <n,> k7 =n
INJT (kY kT +k3 +k3 )g INJT (ki +k3)a 3
(#250) G I | ENC RS R
q q i=1

where n1o = ny — ny and ngy = ng — nyg. This is very complicated expression but at
large T and large N, the leading contributions come from the cases when n; = N and
n; = 0,7 # 4. For each of these cases, we show in Appendix (D) that it contributes
2 when ¢ = 4m and 3 when ¢ = 4m + 2. So in total, (z4)7_,. approaches to 8 when
g = 4m and 12 when ¢ = 4m + 2.

Next we turn to the saddle point analysis and try to match the results.

8.3.2 Saddle point analysis

To make the integral (8.57) convergent, we do the following change of variables and
deform the original integral contour so that the integral over g,, and o, are along the

real lines
im im im im
Gz =ieagiy, Gay=1iedgo3, Gy =iedgy, Gzq=ied gy, (8.67)
Sio=e 101y, Dy =€ 10, Yyu=¢ 10y, Yai=e 103, (8.68)
Gizs=gi13, Gou =g, Xiz3=lo13, Moy =10y . (8-69)
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The effective action then becomes

= 2NTZ (——gab - 179@) + NlOg(ein+ + e T+ 4 o Tf- 4 e_in’) . (8.70)

Let us again focus on the large T limit. In this limit, we expect only one of the four

exponentials e*'T/+ dominates the integral. To be explicit, let us assume the dominant
one to be
105V (P14+H5523) +(S13—b820)2+ (S12+b50)% _ laT\/ " (0144b023)2 —(013—bo2a)?+e @ (124b3a)? 7
(8.71)
where a,b can be £1. The saddle point equations leads to
934 = bg12, Ggoa = —bg13, g3 = bg14, Oap = 2iJgZ;1, 91262? + 91462? —gis=1.
(8.72)
There is always a trivial saddle solution
gas = 0ap = 0, {|2|trivial = 92N o~ i : (8.73)

which corresponds to the disconnected topology.
There is in addition a large number of non-trivial saddle solutions. ones with largest
contributions to the on-shell actions, including the 1-loop corrections, are

1 _ix
gi12 = bgzs = a§e 9, 013 =914 = g23 = gou = 0, <’Z|4>12 =1, (8.74)
i _2(+@ODNJT
G13 = —bgas = a5y 912 = 914 = G23 = Gaa = 0, (lz[N=e ! ; (8.75)
1 _ix
914 = bgoz = age 9, g13=0g12 = 9g3a = gou = 0, <’Z|4>14 =1, (8.76)

where the last equation in each line is the on-shell action of the corresponding solution.
Apparently (8.74) and (8.76) correspond to the wormhole saddles appearing in {|z|?)
and (8.75) correspond to the possible wormhole saddle appearing in (z2). Therefore we
find that in the late time

4 . A yn q=4k+2,
(Z)ww =
20232,y q = 4k.

Notice that for @ = +1 the real parts of e!”fr and e~*"/» are the same, so it is not

(8.77)

possible that only the a = 1 term dominate; what happens is that when the e*T/r
dominates, the e77/» term also dominates and the resulting path integral result is
just twice of the above results (8.74)-(8.76). Further taking into account that b can
be +£1 we find that total saddle point contributions are 8 when ¢ = 4k and 12 when
q = 4k + 2 as we found in the exact evaluation.

The interesting ¢ mod 4 relation is consistent with the time reversal symmetry.
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8.4 2? at fixed coupling in the Brownian SYK model

In the following we consider the non-average expression (8.7), which we recall here
| TI' U(T)|2 _ \/D’I/J(L)D’;b(R)el fOT dt[%’l[lé,j)aﬂzféj)—(]almaq (t) (i%d)(gﬁ?“aq—(—i)%iﬁ(g]f?..aq)] ) <878)
We can again introduce
_ DYLR - fatar B (NGLp(tt) -2, R oo r(NGLr)~fun( X, ol
1= DGLR e 2 e .
R

2 X 2mi/N
(8.79)

The quantity we would like to compute is
DR

_ TR Dy B Dy (B
iR2><27ri/]\7/ Va DY

TTU(T)|? = | DG
I TeU(T) / i (
T i . g ¢
X exp {1/ dt [éng)atw((zj) - J(ll...aq (t) (iiwc(f.)..aq - <_i)2¢(g?.)..aq>:| }
0
(
(

X e~ fdtdt/ELRfM(NGLR(tvt/)_Za Y (t) f(t/))efLR(NGLR)—fLR(Za EyR) )

We further rewrite

DX 1R

| TrU(T)|* = : QW/NCI)(ELR)\I/(ELR) : (8.83)
The 1, independent part reads
U(X1p) = / DGLReffdtdt/NZ[’RfMGLR(tvtl)efLR(NGLR) ’ (8.84)
R
where
2J q
fLR(NGLR) = Nq—_lq(_l)2 (NGLR,ii)q . (885)
The 1, dependent part is
(I)<ELR) :/Dw(L)Dd}(R)e;fdtdt/ELR(t,t/)<¢£(t)wz}z%(tl))_fLR(Za YEPE) (886)
T oTi : g g
X exp {1/ dt |:§w¢(lj)aﬂ/}((1]) - Ja1...aq(t) (iﬁwz(zf.)..aq - (_i)zwz(zli)..aq)} } :
0

(8.87)
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For the integral over GGy i to converge, we rotate the contour so that
ELR = 67150', GLR = iGiEg . (888)

If we now compute the average of ®(o), we get

(D(0)) = /DQZ]((IL)Dw((IR)e;fdtdt/ELR(tvt’)(@Z’(f(t)w?(t/))—fLR(za PEYE) (8.89)

T —1 ; (j j2 .4 L -\ 4 (R) 2

xexp{ / dt [7w§J>atwaJ>—7(lwél?_.aq—(—1)2%1...%) H (8.90)
0

_ /D¢(L)D¢(3)6§fdtdt'zLR(t,t’)(¢g(t)wff'(t'))6font[ s 0w+ 47 (V)] . (8.91)

Integrating over the fermions, we get

(®(0)) = exp {—%T(Z ) + Nlog [2 cos(TUZ_q )] } (8.92)

2JTN Toe s
Nexp{ S+ Nlog [2cos( UZ )]} (8.93)
q

where in the last line we substitute (8.11) and adopt the leading large- N approximation.
For example, at > = 0,

2JTN

(®(0)) ~2Ve e, (8.94)

and at T'= 0,
(®(0)) ~ 27, (8.95)

which is independent of J and g¢.
We still want to find the region in the o plane where @ is self-averaging. So next
we compute the square

/ DYDY VDYDY exp {2 / ATt 1) (Vo' va" + va ")
_ fLR Z wL le 1 Z ¢L 2¢R 2 /T (%77/}2]‘71)&577&((1]‘71) + %¢l(lj,2)at¢((lj72)>
0

T
—i / Atdt' Juy ., (1) (i%@bgf;}gq — (i) Eypitl it — (i) @fofgaq)}
0
(8.96)
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Its average over the random coupling is

<CI)(0')2> _ /D¢£L,1)D¢£R,1)D¢£L,2)ch(LRQ) exp {% /dtZLR(t,t,) (wf,lwf,l + ¢£,2¢f,2)
T
_ LRy L2,R2) Lang 60 o Lieag 602
un(X W) — fun 0! - [ (Qwa DG + Lo o
7 q )
e < af 1()1q - ( l) wal aq 77ZJ(11 .aqg ( 1)27706(111%.,.2(1) } : (897)

Expanding out the square, and introducing the extra GG, 3 variables for the quantities
between the two copies, we get

DX 1
= / DGasgn DV DU DY Dy exp{2 / AT pa(tt) (Voo + 00 *)

- fLR(Z vty — fLR(Z Y2 R2) / ! dt (%ng,l)atng,n + %ngz)atw,z))

0
/dt (213¢AL 1)¢ )y 3¢AR1 (L2) 4 o 4¢(L,1)w1(4R,2) n 224%(41%,1)¢£‘R,2))
-N / dt (X13G13 4+ 214G + Xo3Gas + X04Gos)

T 272 (N 2JN
+/0 dt [_ 24 (q) - (G%L,IQ + GqRR,12)

q
2JN

(G 11+ G +G%R,12+G%R,m)]} . (8.98)

Notice that in the first line the fermion bilinears are all in the same copy; these terms
come from the @ itself. In the second line, we added in a few other terms that couple
the fermions between the two copies. Then we choose the fr to cancel the G7 |, and
G roo terms in the square, namely

JN q
Fon(> " wEuR) = %(—1>2G%R,M, (8.99)
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so that the above result simplifies to

DX
_ //DGab Zab DYEDDYEDDYED Dy oxpy {2 /thLR(t ) (pElp 4 L2ygR2)

4mi/N
T 1 . , 1 . .
— / dt <_¢(311)3t¢(%1) + §¢(J,2)at¢(a,2)>
2 a a a a
0

1
2

N
) /dt (X13G13 + 214G14 + 2o3Goaz + Y04Gay)

T 272 (N 2JN 2JN .
+/0 de [_ 9 (q) - q (GqLL 12T GRR 12) + qu (G%R,H + Gt}l%L,lQ):| .

(8.100)

/dt<213wAL1¢L2 +E23?/1AR1)¢ +214wAL1¢R2 +y, ¢(R1¢R2)>

Integrating out the fermions with the help of the relation (8.55), shortening the labels
according to (L,1) — 1, (R,1) — 2, (L,2) — 3, (R,2) — 4, and using the fact that
Y19 = Y34 = X g by construction, we get

(®(0)?) = /% exp {N [log (2 cos GWEM )+ (Bs 224>2>)

T
+2 COS (Z \/(214 + 223>2 + (213 — 224)2 + 4Z2>:| - — Z EABGAB
2J% (N 2JNT 2JNT
- ‘27qT(q>— P (6 6t + 2 (6l + 6 )}, (8.101)

where again we have focused on the time-independent saddles.

8.4.1 Exact computation

We can first evaluate the integral explicitly. The calculation is similar to the one of

(1=1%)

if! if! if! ifr N

(®(0)?) = ¢ w0 (ﬁ’lfzv+ e N e v+ e_fN> ¢ Esantis (8.102)

Gap=0
MY e e S S| (510

Gap=0

0<n;<N,>>, ni=N
where $14 = S93 = 1%, s13 = $94 = —1 and we have introduced the differential operators
1

= _\/ aG14 + 6023)2 + (aG13 - aG24)2 + 4T2227 (8104)
= _\/ aG14 ans <8G13 + aG24)27 (8105>
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Following a similar calculation as in section (8.59), we get

kT kT : ;
_4JNT — (IT]L\lfz)mq <”}\?4 )nq
Pl =Y YY Y Y ()12 (nq)127
o<m<N n=0m=0 o< kJ ks<m, I =0,;=0
>ini=N 0<ky ,ky <n
Zki’—l—k;’-l—ks:m
Zk;:n
+ — + - 2
QNJT (k1 +k1 )‘1 2NJT ('If2 +k2 )q x
(iq ) (_ ) (2Te i)t [[ Ak k), (3.106)
q q

=1

where nijs = ny — ny and ngy = n3 — ny. In the large 7' limit, as we show in the exact

computation of (2?), the leading contributions are the summation of the contribution

obtained by keeping only one exponential differential operator in (8.102). The operator
if/_

eiT contributes 1 when ¢ = 4m and 2 when ¢ = 4m + 2. The result of operator
if/

e*"¥ will be a monomial of & while its expression is not very illuminating so we omit

here.

8.4.2 Saddle point computation

We deform the contour so that the integral converge. In the current case, the contours
are rotated as

Gi3 = 913, Goy = 924, Y3 = 1013, o4 = 0% (8-107)
and
Gu=ievgy, Gog=ictgy, Y= voy, Su=c oy, (8.108)

so that the effective action for computing (®(0)?) is 1

ANTJ
S =— — 2NTZ ( gl + Uabgab) + Nlog(2cos(T f}) + 2cos(T f1)),
q21
(8.109)
where we have defined
1 i _ 2im

\/ 2q (014 + 023)? — (013 — 094)% + € x 402, (8.110)
\/ ‘1 0'14—0'23> (013+024)2. (8111)

15To get 1id of the factor 1/2 we have scaled the variables as cap — 2045 -
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The equation of motion of g4p gives universally
—iog = 2Jgab . (ab) = (13),(24), (14), (23) . (8.112)

As discussed in the previous (|z|?) computation, the equation of motion of o4, depends
on the value of time T
Very short time

When time T is very short, the cosine function can be approximated by a constant.
Then the only saddle point is

gabzo, O'abzo . (8113)

The on-shell action, including a 1-loop determinant ﬁ, around this saddle point is
im N

(®(0)2) = <2 cos <Te_?a)> e BT = (2cos (TD))V e o0 (8.114)

The results agree with (®)? as can be seen from (8.93). Notice that the trivial sad-
dle (8.113) remains a saddle point for a large range of 7', and the on-shell action around
this saddle point, ie (8.114), is true within this large range.

In summary, we have shown that at very short time the trivial saddles dominate
the (®?) which approximately equals to (®)?, we conclude that at short time the trivial
saddle dominates and ® (o) is self-averaging.

Short time

When the time is larger, the determinant term in the action cannot be approximated by
a constant, and thus we expand it to the second order of T'. The saddle point equation
for o, is now

0'13T = 4ig13 R 0'24T = 4ig24 (8115)

27i 27i

0'14T = —4167g14 s 0'23T = —4i67923 . (8116)

Combining with (8.112), we get the non-trivial saddle solutions
2

—2 _ 2im _92 _ 2im 2
=gy =g = gl = e il (8.117)
Each solution gives a contribution to (®(c)?) as
2im 4mq i 4momi dmgmi 4dmgymi
92N o~ RN T4 AN R IT /)T e T e ) NG/ T e T e 20 )
(8.118)
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where m; are integers. It is cumbersome in the following to discuss the most generic
case with arbitrary ¢, we therefore focus on the ¢ = 4 case. Then the above contribution
uces to

02N A HiNG2T2 /4 (8.119)
Recall that in the end we need to perform the integral (8.83), as we argued in last
section we have to deform the contour to a steepest contour such that the (8.119)

vanishes at infinity. It means that this saddle point behaves like

92N ¢~ gt~ Nm(eHTH/4 (8.120)
so it is sub-dominant comparing with the trivial saddle. Therefore in the regime of

time, ® is still self-averaging.

Long time

At very long time we rewrite the log term as
log (einﬁr + e Thh 4TI 4 ein/—> . (8.121)

When T is sufficiently large, only one term in the above expression is dominant in the
log function, there are thus two different cases to be discussed; either the term that
is independent of o or the term that depend on o¢. When the ¢ independent term
dominates, the saddle point contribution is independent on o, which is not related to
either the wormhole or half-wormhole contribution that we are interested in. Therefore
it is tentative to consider the case where the ¢ dependent term dominates

oY) ey gt st ial _ 2im _ 2im
log (61Tf+ + 6—1Tf+ 4 ele_ 4 ele_) ~ 7\/6 4 (0.14 + 0.23)2 _ (0.13 _ 0-24)2 +e q 40-27

where a = +1. The saddle point equations are

. g—1
2013 + iagys —0, (8.122)
Vol e gt e
e gt
214 — —0, (8.123)
Vol - et e
914 = 0923, G214 = —Q13, 014 =023, 024 = —013 . (8.124)

where 62 = ¢%/J% and the equation of motion (8.112) has been used. Solutions of this
set of equations are complicated in general, here we only provide the solutions for ¢ = 4.
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First let us consider the non-trivial solutions g,, # 0. There is a set of 8 solutions

glgzie?\/g, 914=ie“8”\@, glgzie?\/g, guu=TFer % (8.125)

where all the unlisted variables are given by (8.124). The first four solutions lead to
the same on-shell action
L iornVe 5 o2 —4ITN

5€ e 2T (8.127)

while the last four saddles lead to another on-shell action

ZlleiaTNv e‘QiTWﬂe*%gTqN . (8.128)

Comparing with the contribution from the trivial saddles
im N . A/ -2
(@%) = (2 cos (T6_70)> e~ eETNV e o2 Rt (8.129)

we find that all of them are comparable with the trivial saddle. We have seen this
phenomenon in the 0-dimensional SYK model. We expect these non-trivial saddles to
not contribute to the path integral, which could be checked in the Lefschetz thimble
analysis.

In the end let us consider the special non-trivial solution with go3 = 0 = ¢14.
Focusing on the case of a = 1, the saddle point which has the proper fall-off behavior
at infinite of o is

3
exp <—§NTO'§> , 0 — 0. (8.130)

Then we plot the region where this non-trivial saddle dominates over the trivial saddle
in Fig. 13. It turns out that wormhole saddle o, = j:%ie%r is not in this region. For
example at J = 1/2, Re({®*(0wh) ) non-trivial — (P*(Twn)trivial) = —0.23. It suggests that
like the 0-dimensional model, the wormhole saddle of (|z|?) are within the self-averaging
region of the o plane.
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Figure 13: The shaded region is where non-trivial saddle dominates. We have set
J=1/2.

8.5 Half-wormholes

With all the results in the previous sections, we expect that the integral (8.83) can be
approximated by

12> = / d—U\If(a)dD(a) + ( half-wormholes at o = 0), (8.131)
R0 27
d
= / 2—0\11(0)(@)(0)} + ( half-wormbholes at o = 0), (8.132)
R-0 4T
= (|2*) + 2(0), (8.133)

at late time. First we notice that in the late time

4JTN

(®(0)) =2Ne @ =0 (8.134)

therefore at least (8.133) is consistent. To confirm (8.133) we need to compute (®(0)?),
(®(0)|2]) and the error:

Error = ((|2]” — ([2[*) = ©(0))*) = {J[") — {|z[*)* + (©(0)*) — 2(]2[*®(0)).(8.135)

In the late time, each term in (8.135) is given by the non-trivial saddle points. It is
clear that (®(0)?), (®(0)|z|) can be obtain from (|z|*) by setting gi2 = 0. Therefore we
have

(8.136)

Error = <3_1+2_4)<22>12/VH:0 q =4k + 2,
(2_1+1_2)<22>12/VH:0 q:4k,

therefore (8.133) indeed is good in the large 7" limit.
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9 Modified Brownian SYK model

In this section, we study the wormhole and half-wormholes contributions in some mod-
ified (Brownian) SYK model.
9.1 Brownian SYK with non-vanishing mean value
Let us first consider to turn on the mean value of the random couplings:
(Ja) = JY =, (Ja()Tp(t)) = 0(t —)(0apm>+ 1), (9.1)

and in this section we use the convention {;,1;} = 2hJ; ;.
Taking the disorder averaging of the coupling we obtain the averaged theory

(2(T))y = / Py e S, (9.2)
1 T N ' 2
S, = 5/0 dt;m@ﬂﬂi —IQ/Q/dt; T — %/dt(zwi) (9.3)

A

We can convert the effective Hamiltonian of the averaged theory as a spin system

. t? , 2 (N
(g =Tele™™), H= Y S Y = 3 O, - T ( q)hq
A A A

(9.4)
When p = 0, the averaged partition function is given by
2 4 2 N 2
<z>J:eT7(§)h — 9N TEo EOIT—( )th T Napa (9.5)
2 \ g 2
When p # 0, we have to evaluate the trace
(z); = eTEUTr(eTiQ/Q“ZA vay = el /dN"gZJ exp(Ti9/? Z ;) (9.6)

However there is no simple expression for (z). We first consider the simplest case with
q=1

= [ @epay ). (9.7)

The idea is to transfer the Majorana fermions to Dirac fermions which have a well-
defined rules of integrals. Assuming the total number of fermions is even N = 2K then
we introduce K Dirac fermions as

2\/_(¢Qz 1 — i@[)gz‘), C}L 2\/_(¢Ql 1 —f- lwgz) ’L = ]_, Ce 7K, (98)

o1 = \/_(Cz + CZ); o; = 1\/_(01' — Ci) 3 (9.9)

G =
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which obey

{civej} = {cl,cl} =0, {c;,cl} =4y (9.10)

The integration measure changes as
D)o; Dty = 2hDe;Del . (9.12)

Thus the integral can be evaluated as

K
= (2n)¥ / [[DeiDe exp (az VR +1)e + (1 — i)cj]) (9.13)
= (2h)%(2 cosh(v/2ah))X = (2h)Y [cosh(v/2ah)|V/? . (9.14)
Now we let us consider the case of ¢ = 2
I>(a) = /le/)i eXp(g ;%Aij%‘)» with (A = -4 =a, i<j), (9.15)

which looks like a Gaussian but we need to replace ¢; with ¢;:

I, = (V2h)N / [[ DDl ™ (9.16)

K
H= <1ah(Z[c ¢ — el + 22 cic; —cl c )+ 2ahz cicj + cic ]) (9.17)

1<j 1<J
To get an idea how to compute this integral let us consider a simple case of N = 4:

1 = Vh(er + ci) = i\/_(cl — ), wg = Vh(es + ), = 1Vh(cs — c}) (9.18)
Z Pih; = ih(cler — erel + chea — each + 2¢1¢0 — 2¢ied) 4 2h(cler + ercl). (9.19)

1<J

We have four different states |U;):
100), ¢}[00), ¢}l00), clchloo). (9:20)

So the operator ) ._.1;1; can be written as a 4 x 4 matrix :

1<j

—2ih 0 0 -=2ih

0 0 -2 O
—2ih 0 0 2ih
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with 4 eigenvalues {#i2h, +12v/2h} so path integral over ¢; and c;r can be computed as

Z(Wﬂe“a Viti |) = 2 (COS(Qah) + cos(2\/§ah)> .

7

For example of N = 6, the corresponding matrix is

> it =

i<j

—3ih 0

0 —ih 2h

0

0
2h

0 —2h —ih 2h

0 —2h —2h —ih

—2ih 0
—2ih 0
—2ih 0

0
0
0

0
0
0

—2ih —2ih =2ih 0

0
0
0
ih
—2h
2h

0
0
0
2h
ih
—2h

0
0
0
—2h
2h
ih

—2ih
2ih
—2ih
0
0
0

(9.22)

(9.23)

0 —2ih 2ih —=2ih O 0 0 3ih

which can be divided into two blocks. We get the eigenvalues by directly diagonalizing
the matrix:

+5ih,  +£(2V3+41)ih, +3ih, +(2v3 — 1)ih. (9.24)
Similarly for general N, we can write effective Hamiltonian defined in (9.16) as
k
H = Z <OéijC;er + 5@‘016} + ’YijC;-fC;[- + Oijcz-cj> , (925)
i<j=1
with
Qi = 1h, ﬁ“ = —lh, Oél'j = 2h, 51'3‘ = 2h, (926)

This Hamiltonian is quadratic and famously can be diagonalized by the Bogoliubov
and Valatin’s method [88, 89]. Explicitly we can do the transformation by taking an

operator basis for the Hamiltonian
H=c"Mc (9.28)

where we have

cl = (c{,cg, .

.,Cl,CQ,...).

(9.29)
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In the simple case with N = 4 the matrix can be expressed as
ih h 0 —ih
T
—ih 0 —h —ih
we can directly take the diagonalization and get the eigenvalues
i(1+vV2)h, —i(1+v2)h, —i(1—=V2)h, —i(—1+V2)h. (9.31)
For simplicity we take the notation as
M =1(V2+1Dh, X =i(vV2-1)h, (9.32)
then the resulting effective Hamiltonian becomes
H=\ (d{d1 - dldi) + A (dng . d2d§> . (9.33)
To evaluate the trace we still take the states as (9.20) therefore we have

TI'(@H) _ e—a()q-‘r)\g) 4 €a(>\1_>\2) _|_ ea(_/\1+>\2) + ea(>\1+)\2), (934)

so we can recover the result (9.22). For general N the operator (9.25) can be expressed
as a block matrix

_ (A+ihly  —iA
M_( iA A—thN)’ (9:35)
with
O h h---
—h 0 h---
A= _, 10... (9.36)

The characteristic equation is

det (A + (ih — A\))(A — (ih + A) — H?) = det ((B* + N*) Iy — 2\A) (9.37)
=AM+ +A-hYN =0.

w
o
~~—

So the eigenvalues are

Am = ih tan(mﬁ

o) m=13.. N-1. (9.39)
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then the Hamiltonian becomes
H=> X\(dld; — dd}). (9.40)

and the trace will have the form
. k k k
Tr(eH) _ Z eazizl oiNi Z H eaai)\z‘ — Hzeam}\i — 2k HCOSh (a)\z> : (941>
o==+1 o =1 i=1 o =1

Now let us consider the function

Xo= > ..t (9.42)

1<61 <. in <N

We would like to argue that in the large N limit, we have the approximation

as we find for the O-dimensional theory. Note that unlike the situation of the 0-
dimensional theory, {X,} do not form a basis for XI'. For example, let us take N = 6,
there is indeed the identity

X3 =—-15+2!X, (9.44)
but we find that

Xg = 31X + 15X, + 12(¢11ha + Y11bs + 3ths + arhs + s1)
—4(Y19a + Yaths + 3¢e). (9.45)

Let us focus on the second last term in X7

N
X;L ~ ... ClX2n74 -+ n!XQn, C1 = (n — 2)' <T2l) (2) s (946)

where ¢; is computed as follows. We need to pick 2 X5 out of n and contract them,
and the (n — 2) Xy’s remain not contracted and gives (n — 1)! X5, 4. Notice that the
subleading term is Xs,_4 instead of X5, o, since if we contract one fermion in X5 to

get

V1ah193 > P3ida, (9.47)
there is going to be another contraction that gives

Vrsipriha = oty (9.48)
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The two outcomes simply cancel with each other. The main conclusion of this com-
putation is, given that X, ~ N?", the subleading terms can be safely neglected and
approximate X, by XJ. So in the large NV limit, we can use the G, ¥ trick to compute
the fermionic integral

I,(a) = /dN@/Ji exp(an/)A), A={1<a; <---<ay, <N}, (9.49)
A

‘MQ

R{/dN%€a?€dG{LU%%HG¢T (9.50)
aG% . aé
- / AGdoy(—io)e" T e7C = L(06)e" T |oms . (9.51)

where the function I, is defined in (9.15). We can evaluate this expression and we
expect the half-wormhole contributions to be similar as the 0-SYK model

z2x(2)+ 0, 0= /de e~ Jo a3 T Vit [ dt Ty (Tamiva (9.52)

The detailed analysis is similar to the Brownian SYK model as we have shown above,
but it is not particularly illuminating, so we omit them here.

In the next section, we instead consider a modified SYK-like model where half-
wormhole saddle can be verified explicitly.

9.2 Random coupling from product of Grassmann variables JIE‘D) = JII, 04,
A modified SYK-like model dubbed as partially disorder-averaged SYK model is pro-
posed in [85]. In this model, the random coupling J4 consists of two pieces

Ja=Js+ JY (9.53)

where J4 is the standard random coupling of the SYK model while Jj(f) is specially
chosen as

JO iq/2q!,u O, ...0;,, with {0;,0;} =20 (9.54)

1.l

so we can think of it as coupling the fermions ; in the original model with some
background Majorana fermions 6; (or non-dynamical fermions living in another uni-
verse [85]). Note that Jgo) is not a c-number which is different from our models studied
in the previous section.
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9.2.1 0d model

Let us first consider the 0-dimensional model to see the difference explicitly. In this
case the integral (3.1) can be written as

= /qu/) exp(iq/2 Z jil_._iq%‘l...iq)
= / AV exp <iq/2 > Jatha+p(> 9¢¢i)q> . (9.55)
A i

The averaged quantity (z)

(2) = /deexp (M(Z Qi@/)i)q) ; (9.56)

can be computed in two ways. One can integrate out the fermions 1; directly. The
result is

N/q N/q
(z) = /ZTQA)]" /dNQ/J(Gﬂ/h) (OnYn) = [HGI N/cj\” [HG] m,. (9.57)

Note that z is not a c-number and depends on the background fermions living in other
universe. Here we will not think of this as a problem but a feature since the model
is not exactly the original SYK model. Alternatively we can compute this average
quantity by the G, X trick:

Ga = Z 01¢z )

(z) _ /dN@b/dG %ei[za(Gd—Zieiwi)]eﬂGZ
727

— Hei /

| ] q N/q NI
— H@i (0g, )N el | g g = [H0’] % (9.59)

NeleCotnts (9.58)

One can also use the effective action (9.58) to derive the large N result of (9.56) as
shown in [85]. We will not repeat that analysis here. Instead, we would like to consider
the half-wormhole saddle of z

a0 (2)+ O (9.60)
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as we did in last section. The subtlety is that as we stressed z is not a c-number so the
approximation (9.60) is in the sense

(== ((2) + O)F) = 0, (9.61)

which is a c-number due to (9.54) is small. Let us proceed by computing the averaged
quantity (z%)

(%) = / A4 exp (2—?(2 GrOR) (Y 0l) (Y wﬁv)
o 2N 7_2 ‘ LR LR (qk:)! (N— kaI)! ?
_/d wzk:(q!) 2. Wiy ((N/q—k‘)!)

1< <igg

“Zp_% Z (9j1 ]Ll) cee (ejN—qk ]LN_kq)(QJi ]}?) s (ng—k ]}'?v_kq)

< <IN—qu {1}

2\ k 2
@k (N =k \? (N

= [a®™yy (T—) e ( LR LR (9.62)

/ — \ ¢! ko \(N/qa= k) \kq

k

Z 7'_2 22k (gk)! ( (N — kq)! ‘(N
- q! k' \(N/q—k) kq
P
ZT i kckmp k—ZﬁQ , (9.63)
k
where ¢, of defined in (4.30) and m, is defined in (9.57). The result (9.62) is in the

same form of (4.29). So the analysis of the half-wormhole saddle will be similar; we
insert the a suitable identity to (9.55)

= /de exp(i?/? Z Tirigir.ia) /ngé(C{7 — Z 0;1;) exp(%(Gg - (Z 0:1;)9))

d%,d
= /szpQ—G exp(i?/? ZJA;DA+2 Zeﬂ/h exp(—X,Gy + ”Gq) (9.64)

1

Following the arguments below (4.19) one can obtain the half-wormhole saddle'®

H ei] / dVpexp(i? " Jaha) . (9.65)

Then it is easy to find that the half-wormhole saddle satisfies

(©) =0, (0% =(02)=3, (9.66)

6Here the factor [, #; should be present.
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so the approximation (9.60) will be sufficient if ng ) is the dominant term in (9.63) as
we have shown in last section. When 3%” ) is not the dominant term we have to consider
the contribution of fluctuation of ¥,. To finish our analysis of the half-wormhole saddle
for z, let us redo the computation of (2?) with the G, ¥ trick. We need introduce three

G variables

. 1 L 'R o 1 L — 1 R
Grr= 5 D VIV, Gu= D 0w, Gr=D 0] (9.67)

then (2%) can be written as

N d>,
= #o a0 c0 (TG Gy +ach) [ T iy Pl Baa¥Gun = 3 v4)

exp(=3r (NG — ZW/&LD exp(—Xr(NGg — Zé’iwf))

B dx, t U, g U g N
_ / [T dGas e (N(qGLR rray za:zaaa)) Cia+ SN (9.68)

a

where in order to have a well-defined large N scaling we have introduced

7_2

t= Nty =quNTt 9.69
1) (969
The saddle point equations are
tGI =Yg, uGl =%, uG%L =Yg, (9.70)
1 Yr 3L
Gipr=—c——"=——, GL=—————F——, Gr=——c—"—"F—.(971
M SR+ 2% t Yrr+ XLXR f Yrr+2LYR (6.71)

The obvious solutions are the “wormhole” saddles with
GL:GR:EL:ER:O, (972)

which corresponds to 35. There are also other saddles corresponding to other 35. For
the simplest case ¢ = 2, these solutions can be written explicitly. The “wormhole”
saddles are

1
\/g:

(2w = e 22, (9.74)

GL=Gr=Y,=Sp=0,Gp=+ Y= £V, (9.73)
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which do not depend on p and the other four solutions are

u? —t t 1
ZL:ZRZUGLZUGRZZE > ZLR:—, GLR—_ (975)
u u u
2—t t 1
ZLZUGLZ—ER:—UGR::E Y s ELR:——, GLR:——, (976)
u u u
(22) o = € 20N (9.77)

Apparently when u — oo, ¥ g, Gpr — 0, then we expect that in this limit the dominant
saddle will correspond to 33 since in this limit saddle point value does not depend on
t. Comparing these two saddle values we find

(2°)wn
<22>new

Note that when = 1 such that (2?)wn = (2?)new the new saddle just reduces to the
wormhole saddle. Therefore it implies that the new saddle always dominates.

This new saddle is named as “unlinked half-wormhole” in [85] to distinguish it
from the half-wormhole saddle which was found in [77]. One interpretation of this new
saddle is that it is the analogue of the disconnected saddle in this model; indeed, we
do not find other disconnected saddle with Grr = 0, ¥ g = 0 and G /g, Xr/r # 0,
in addition, this saddle is present only when u # 0, and this saddle is more and more
important as u increases.

N t
= exp (5(1—w+10ga:)> <1, z=. (9.78)

The analysis of the half-wormhole saddle for 22 will be similar to one we did in last
section so we will not repeat here.
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9.2.2 1d model

Now we come back to the 04-1d model that is a variant of the Brownian SYK model.
Let us begin by deriving the wormhole saddle of (z2)!7

2N r 1 L L R R :q/2 r T L R
RLRZR = /d Y exp —/0 dt§ sz atwi + ¢; 8t¢i )+1 /0 dtzA:JAWA +wA)
T
i = [ vesp - [ oty Sistant sty
0 i
T 2
/0 dt (%(Z GEUR) (Y 0l) (Y ez»wﬁq) + T2E0T} . (9.79)
_ / d*Ny[[ [ dGa

T 2
/ dt (%GQLR + uGY + pGl =Y S.Ga+ Y [Sertf o + Sroi) + Eﬁﬁf]) } :
0 : a %

(9.80)

d>, T 1
9 J exp {—/ dt§ Z(%Laﬂﬂf + PO + T Byt
0 i

i

where Fy = (];[ ) is the constant term coming from wﬁ(R) ¢fl(R) = (—1)%. As explained
in [77], we can focus on the time-independent saddles then the fermions can be simply
integrated out. The result is '8

2 dza tq uqd | uq
(zp2m) = T F0 / ]G le™™taCinratiratnma ZeGo)[cosh(T /53 + 53 — 53] .
dS,
- / 11 dGaT]eTQTE%SEff (9.81)
1

For general T', the saddle equation is very hard to solve due to the complicity of cosh
function. However the equations simplify in the large T limit because of the following
approximations

log(cosh(T/S2 + 5% — £2 ) & T /52, — 53 — 3. (9.82)

Then in this limit the effective action becomes

'
Serr =TN( G+ ga‘i + ngg -y 5.6+ iNT\/E%R ~ 2 %2 (9.83)

"Here we have assumed the large N limit, the exact treatment can be found in [77]
18This is result is different from the one derived in [85]. It seems that they used a wrong formula
for the fermion integral.
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and corresponding saddle point equations are

tG%El = ZLR, U,G%_l = ZL, quR_l = ER, (984)
1XrR
Grr = % , (9.85)
ViR -2 - 5%
X iXp
GL = F R GR = F . (986)
VEig — X1 - X% VEiR — X1 - X%
So the wormhole saddle still presents [13]
G =Gp=%,=Sr=0, Gpp=+i (9.87)
eSeff‘ = TV, (9.88)
WH
The unlinked half-wormhole saddle is:
Gir=YXr=0, Gp=sina, Gpr=-cosa, (9.89)
eseff _ eTN%(cosq a+sin? a) S eSeff — eTN% (990)
unlink unlink,a=0,7/2
where the relation
Gi+GL—Gip=1, (9.91)
is fulfilled and « satisfies
q—1
cosa = + v @ . (9.92)

Vecos2a—2 o + sin® % o

In the late time (7" — o0), there is indeed a wormhole saddle so it possible to include
a linked half-wormhole saddle for z. We also assume that the half-wormhole saddle is
time independent since the wormhole saddle is time independent. Then the analysis is
completely same as the one for the 0-dimensional model. So the half-wormhole saddle
will be given by

0= [H ei] / dVpexp(Ti%? Y " Tatha) . (9.93)
A
<@2> ~ <@Z> ~ <ZLZR>’W0rmhole saddle - (994)

10 Discussion

In this paper we consider the half-wormhole proposal in some statistical models and
simple SYK-like models. We showed that in all statistical models we have consider the
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half-wormhole conjecture (2.63) is valid almost for all the distributions except for some
special cases where the mean value of the random variable vanish. In the O-dimensional
SYK model which is introduced in [77] we have shown that the half-wormhole construc-
tion depends on the distribution of the couplings. When the mean value of the coupling
is very large then only the disconnected saddles dominate therefore the correlation
functions automatically factorize. If the mean value is very small such that only the
wormbhole saddles dominate then factorization can be restored by adding half-wormhole
saddles. When the disconnected saddles and wormhole saddles are comparable, we have
to modified the half-wormhole saddle to restore the factorization. We also generalized
G, X trick to compute (z). As a by-product, we can construct a a new saddle, the single
half-wormhole saddle, for z. Moreover we argued if the random couplings satisfy a gen-
eral distribution, new half-wormhole saddles can be constructed . We also generalize
the construction of half-wormhole saddles to (modified) Brownian SYK model.

Partially averaged models and spacetime branes

The meaning of higher cumulants of the random coupling can be understood from the
idea of Coleman’s [8] and Giddings’s and Strominger’s [9, 10]. Just as we showed they
are related to the non-local interaction induced by the spacetime wormholes. However
the first cumulant or the mean value seems to be puzzling. In [85, 91], ensemble theo-
ries with non-vanishing mean value random couplings are also consider where they call
such models partially averaged models. In these models, the mean values of random
couplings can be understood as external sources or spacetime branes which describe the
non-perturbative corrections. It is shown in [84] by fine tuning these non-perturbative
corrections the JT gravity can factorize for all orders. But it seems that the original
half-wormhole [77] constructed in 0-SYK model is not related to the branes but just a
result of applying G, X trick in the non-averaged theory. However we can understand
this construction in an opposite way: the half-wormhole is constructed by adding eigen-
branes [92, 93] in the averaged theory. This opposite point of view can also be viewed
as an explicit realization of the idea [76] about factorization.

Standard SYK model

There are already proposals [76, 78, 81, 85] of the half-wormhole saddle for z? in the
standard SYK model. But due to technical difficulty it has not been confirmed. It
would be interesting to generalize our single half-wormhole saddle to the SYK model

Ynterestingly, irrelevant deformation of 0-SYK model is studied in [95] where they show after
deformation half-wormhole saddle survives. It is very possible that our new half-wormholes will also
survive under the same irrelevant deformation.
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2. It would be also interesting to generalize the new

since z is much simpler than z
half-wormholes we found in section 3 to the standard SYK model and understand their

possible relations to saddles in JT gravity.

Non-trivial saddles and Null states

In the simple O-dimensional SYK model and Brownian SYK model, we find some non-
trivial saddles whose on-shell values are comparable with one of the trivial self-averaging
saddles. It would be very interesting if such non-trivial saddle also exists in the stan-
dard SYK model. It implies that there are also some non-trivial solutions in the dual
(deformed) JT gravity. In the semiclassical physics, this coexistence of bulk descrip-
tion can be understood as the consequence of null states. In [94], the null states of
(deformed) JT gravity are proposed. However these null states do not show up in the
dual matrix model. It seems to be promising to identify these null states in the SYK
model.
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A Explicit examples: simple observables

Thanks to the central limit theorem (CLT'), the simplest choice of Y (X)) is just the sum-
mation of N independent and identical random samples. We will first check proposal
with three explicit distributions: the Gaussian distribution, the exponential distribution
and the Poisson distribution and then give a general proof for general cases. Readers
who are bored with these examples can jump into the general proof directly.

Let Y to be a summation of N independent and identical random variables, i.e.

N N
Y=Y X;, Y’=> XX, (A1)
i=1 i

e Gaussian distribution
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The PDF of Gaussian distribution N (u, t?) is

P(z) = e, (A.2)

Given (A.2) one can straightforwardly compute the averaged quantities

2,2
kzt

(X) =, <ei’fiXi> H(Y2) = N2 N2, (4.3

<Y€Zz lkZX-L> lk‘ xl

(elz—’f){) - Z (ki) Z k1],  Kk[1] = (u +ikit?). (A.4)

)

where we have defined

k] = 2

Nr (A.5)

Let us introduce another convenient quantity

-5 / o (A6)

kil] = 2= X7 —t2 (A7)

then the half-wormhole can be written as
d = Zk +Zk =D (X7 -1+ > XX, (A.8)
i#] i i#]
= Y2 — Nt? (A.9)

Substituting into (2.20) one can computed the error and the ration p directly

Error = Y? — (Nt* + N°p> — N?1i° +Y? — N¢?) (A.10)
= 0. (A.11)
The proposal is exact as expected.

e Exponential distribution
The PDF of exponential distribution is given by

A —)\x7 > 07
Pyz) =47 v= (A.12)
0, x <0,
and the moments are given by
n!
"= —. A.13
(") = 1 (A.13)
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The relevant averaged quantities are

A
A — ik’

(¥?) = w (A.14)

(X} =5 (™) =

From the example of Gaussian distribution we have shown that to compute ® (A.9)
and the error (A.10) we only need to compute

—_

=X, ROE=2 (A1)

which lead to

X? 1 (Error?) 1
Error = XZ: ( 5 ﬁ) , PR ek ~ N3 (A.16)
So the proposal is correct.

e Poisson distribution

Next let us examine the proposal for a discrete probability distribution: the Poisson

distribution. The PDF is

e ANk
P\(k) = o kE=0,1,2,... (A.17)
and the moments are given by
(™) = Bu(N), (A.18)
where B, (\) is the Bell polynomial. The relevant averaged quantities can be easily
computed
<XZ> — )\’ <€ikXi> — 6—>\+eik)\7 <Y2> = N\ + NQ)\Q, (A19)
ki[1] = e*i (A.20)

The computation of k;[1] and k;[1)? is a little subtle and needs some explanation.
According to the definition (A.6), we have

Bl = 50 /d/@e (b b (A.21)
A
= gy P - =X, (A.22)

where in the second line we have used the fact that the inverse Fourier transformation

of the characteristic function is the PDF
1

> dke™Fi X (ehimy = P(X;). (A.23)
s
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Similarly one can derive

]2 = A2 = X,(X, — 1).

Then using (A.10) we can obtain the error
N (Error?) 1
Error = Z(XZ —A), pr~ NEE ~ N

%

so the proposal is correct while the effective parameter is AN instead of V.

B Explicite Examples: composite observables

Gaussian distribution

We still start from the simple model

Y = Z LX) =1 Y =) X)X
1,J

It is easy to evaluate

Yo X k22
(M) = exp(= Y o),

—~ 2
(YeiZi k¢X¢>/<€iZi kiXsy = Z(_kizt4 +12).

i

Then we find

=) (X! —4aPX7 +2") + ) XPX?
i i

and the error is given by

Error = 4Nt* — 412 ZX?

From this we can easily find that the proposal is correct.
Let us consider

Y = ZX3, =0,

y? = foxj, (Y?) = 15N¢°.

i7j
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Then we find can evaluate

(VekiXny f(e®Xey = "kt (3 — k7t%),

i
and

O = (XP— 92X + 18t X2 — 61°) + ) XPX?.
i i#j
So that the error is given by

Error = Z:(9t2XZ-4 — 18t* X2 — 9t9),

the leading order of (Error?) is
ONZ.
Let us consider

Y=Y X! (X}H=3t' Y’=) X!X!
% 2,

then we find can evaluate

(VekiXo) (i) = N et (k! — 6k + 3)

and

O =8 (35— 121°X7 + 97X} — 24°X7) + Y

such that the error is

Error = —8 Y (15t% — 12(°X7 + 97X} — 242 X7).

We can also find the leading order of (Error?) is zero.
In general let us consider

. . m2t2 . .
Y = E :6mXZ, <emXZ> —e 7, Y2 — E :eszemX]7
i 1,J

and

@ — Z(em(—mt2+2X,’) o €2mX1) + YQ’

)
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(B.12)

(B.13)

(B.14)
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such that

Error = Z(e‘m2t2 _ 1)(€2m2t2 _ GQmXi),

%

2t2 242

(Error?) = Net™™ (¢*m De ™" —1)%

which is sub-dominant comparing to (Y?2)2.

Exponential distribution

First let us choose
2
_ 2 2 _ 2 212
Y—E X7, <Xi>——)\2, Y —E Xin.

Correspondingly we find

(YelhXi) 2

(eiRXi)  (k+i)N)2

and
@::—222X?+§;Afxg

So the error is given by

5XF 20
Error:Z( 6Z _F)’

25N
3608

(Error®) (8! — 41%).

In general, let us consider

A
Ve, )= 2 v B
i %,

Then we can obtain

b = Z (eﬁXi(l — PN 4 5Xi)) + Zeﬁxieﬁxﬂ'.

i 1,
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(B.20)

(B.21)
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So the error is

Error = Z (eQﬁX" — X1+ BXZ)) —

)

NG
(B— N2\ —25)’
25'(3\ — 86) 2B

(Error®) = N ((
given that the condition
A
< —
B<
to ensure that all the integrals to be convergent.

Poisson distribution

Let us choose

Y = ZXQ, (XD =N+A Y=Y X)X

Then we find

<Y€lk iXi > ik; ik;
<GIT Z el 1 + e )

and
d = Z (—3+6X; —4X2)) + Y X7X7.
i,J

Therefore the error is

Error = Y~ (Xi(3 = 6X; +4X]) — A(1 + 6 + 4)))

(Error®) = NA(24AA(6A(N +4) +23) +4) + 1)

(Error?) 1

<Y2>2 N3

In general let us consider

Y = Z PXi (PN =exp A(e? — 1), Y? = Zeﬂxieﬂxﬂ'.
]

Then we find

<Y€ikiXi> _ (eﬁfl)eiki/\
<eikiX¢> o
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and
® = ((2¢7 1) — 2X) 1 ¥2,

Therefore the error is

Error = Z (— (2¢” — 1)Xi + e2Xi _ o7 2A <6523>\+,\ - 626B)\>>

(B.38)

(B.39)

(Error?) = —e PN (6466,\ _ 2e(e5+1)2>\ 12PN (e 3)n _ pa(ef (1) +1)N 4 26(625(2e5—1)+3)x)

and

Error? 1
{
(Y2)? N3

C Explicte Examples: generalized statistical models

The exponential distribution

First let us consider the exponential distribution. It is straightforward to derive

V) = (3 XX = NV = 1)55,
i#]
2N(N — 1)(2N — 1) + N2(N — 1)

(V?) =

\
and

X2 X2 Xf
i#JFEPFEG i#JFEp i#]

in particular as a consistency check
2 2 1
(®) = N*(N —1) I
Therefore the error is

3
Error =2 )  X/X;X, + 5 Y XX - (V)
i#EJFED i#]
(Error®) ~ (4%2% 2+ 16 — 4% 2% 4)NO + #N> = #N° /)8,
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Poisson distribution

First we compute

) XiX;) = N(N - 1)), (C.7)
i#]
(Y?) = 2N(N — 1)(1 + 2(N — D)A)A* + N?(N — 1)%)?, (C.8)

and
= > XXX X, +4 ) (X7 - XXX, +2) (X7 - X5) (X7 — X;)(C.9)
kool i#JFEp i#]

One can check that

(®) = N?(N — 1)2)\% (C.10)
Therefore the error is
Error = —(Y?) +4 Y X;X;X, +4) X'X; —2) XX (C.11)
iFJFPp i#] i#]

and it is easy to check (note that only the first two term in (C.11) will contribute)

(Error?) ~ ON® 4 #N°. (C.12)

D Exact evaluation of (z?) for Brownian SYK at large T

We can only consider one f term in the logarithm, we expect it gives the non-trivial
contribution in the large T' limit. For instance we have

6% \/(86'14 +0693)*+(9613-0G54)* +(061, +8034)2QQNTJ/‘I( Xy savGay (D. 1)

= Z ( ) [(8G14 + aG’23) (aG13 - 8024)2 + (aGm + aG34)2] /2 eQNTJ/an’b sarGap

m)!
(D.2)
> (1)’” m| INTJ e
- Z ;’l' m(achl + aGQS) 1(aGB - 8G24)kQ(aG12 + 8G34)k3€ 1 Za"b o ab,
m=0 " kikoks 2727 2°
(D.3)
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and

(8G4+8G 3)k16—2NTJ/q(G‘f4+Ggs) = Z k;ﬂ' g 82 e_(zNTJ/q)G‘1146—(2NTJ/q)033
! 2 14 23
ety [1115!
(D.4)
- > () .
I +la=Fky q (/@) la/q)" :

where now k; is a multiple of ¢. Then (D.1) becomes

= (i/2)™ (m/2)! INTJ\™/®
S0 Y mawm o () wam ©9

m=0 k1kaks li+l2=k1
k2/q ks/q
Cy (BRI B (BT
r1+ro=ko q (Tl/q)'(TQ/q)‘ $1+sa—=ks q (SI/Q)-(S2/Q).
= (3) = ANTIN 2 1 kel
_ 2 " o a 1'Ro!R3! L katks
B m)! Z ik ks (_ q ) k_uk_m@,(_lq) ! (D.8)
m=0 ki+ko+ks=m 22 2" q° q q°

where m is also a multiple of q. To evaluate it we can take an approximation when

m > q
Eilloolkal m 3, g=dk+2
Lo\ F2tk3 K11K9lK3! 5 7 ~ .
Z (—i7) " o YT T 3, qg=4k, m/qis even
k1+ko+ks=m 272727 4a74q"4¢ —1, q:4/{7, m/q is odd
(D.9)
then up to a constant (D.1) becomes
ANTJ
3¢ 92T ¢ = 4k +2
3 cosh <4NT‘]) + sinh <4NTJ) =4k (D-10)
q29 @i ) 4=

E Lefschetz Thimbles

In this appendix, we review the method of Lefschetz thimble [90]. Suppose we would
like to evaluate the integral

Z:/ dx'e” (E.1)
Mg
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where the integration contour is Mg. Then we complexify the manifold on which the
integration is done to Mc. If we choose R(S) to be the Morse function. The saddle
points of the integral are the critical points of the Morse function. Around each critical
point on M¢ we introduce a set of local coordinates {z;}. The Morse flow is determined
by the flow equations

dz" i oS  dzF =08

_ — _gW__
a - Yoz a9V o (E.2)

We find

d(S—9) 0Sds 05d7
dt Oz dt 0z dt 0, (E.3)

which implies that the imaginary part of S is a constant along the flow. Each of the
critical points is associated with a pair of flows, the thimble and the anti-thimble.
The thimble is the “stable” direction such that the Morse function Mg decays along
the thimble and the integral of exp(S) along the thimble converges. On the contrary,
the anti-thimble is the “unstable” direction. Explicitly the boundary conditions for a
particular critical point p, are

tlim 2(t) = ps, for thimbles, (E.4)
——00
tBEloo z(t) = py, for anti-thimbles. (E.5)

The main statement in [90] that we will use repeatedly is that the integral can be
approximated by a weighted sum over integrals along the thimbles of each critical point

Z = an/ dt eS| (E.6)

where ¢ runs over all the critical points, 7; is the Lefschetz thimble attaching to the

it

ith critical point, and the weight n; is given by the intersection number between the

anti-thimble and the original integration contour Mg.

E.1 some examples

To illustrate how this works, we first go through some simple examples.

E.1.1 The Gaussian function

Let us consider a simple example with

S=—2%/2+o0x. (E.7)
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The integral can be regarded as a zero-dimension theory with quadratic interaction and
a complex source o. The only critical point is at x = 0 = a + ib. The flow equation is

dx

=T (a—ib). (E.8)

Expressing © = z1 + izo, we get the following equations

dx dx
d—tl:xl—a, d—;:b—xg. (E.9)

The general solution can be easily solved

1 =a+ce, To=b+ e’ (E.10)

where c¢1,co are two undetermined constants. The boundary conditions for the thimble
is

(ZL’I, x2) - ((l, b)7 t — —o0, (Ell)
while for the anti-thimble we have
(x1,229) = (a,b), t— +oo, (E.12)

where (a, b) is the critical point. Then with these boundary conditions we can get the
equations for the thimble and the anti-thimble respectively

r1 = a. (E.14)

We plot the thimble and the anti-thimble in this case in Figure 14, where for simplicity
we let 0 =1+1.

We can also compare the saddle point solution with the exact result. The integral
can evaluated as

/ dwe™ /2107 = \fore”’ /2, (E.15)

While the saddle point solution gives
e, (E.16)

with the one-loop correction /27 the saddle point analysis recovers the exact result.
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=2 -1 0 1 2

Figure 14: The red line denotes the thimble and the blue line denotes the anti-thimble.
The anti-thimble intersects with the real line, so this saddle point contributes

E.1.2 The Airy function
A slightly less trivial example is the Airy action

00 3
Zy :/ dze®, S =i\ (% —x) . (E.17)

o0

It is not hard to find that for real A there are three “convergent” regions, namely
R(S) < oo, on the complex x-plane:

z =re’, %—7§9§E+2n—ﬂ, n=0,1,2. (E.18)

3 3 3
In each convergent region, the Airy integrand is exponentially small. As we vary A to
complex values, we should deform the integration contour of x accordingly so that the
integral remains converge. This gives an analytic continuation of Z,. The two critical

points are located at x = +1. The values of saddle points are

2i\
S, = :F%. (E.19)
Since along the (anti-)thimbles, the imaginary part of S is a constant and
2Re(A
Im(Sy) = F R‘;( ). (E.20)

Therefore the two (anti-)thimbles associated with the two critical points will not in-
tersect except for the case of Re(\) = 0. The thimble which connects critical points is
called the Stoke ray. Using the Lefschetz thimbles J., we can rewrite the integral as

Z,\:n+/ eXpS—i—n_/ exp S. (E.21)
J+ _
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Figure 15: The red line denotes the anti-thimble of x = —1 and the Green line denotes
the anti-thimble of x = 1.The grey regions are the convergent regions.

To solve the thimbles, let us take A = 1, then the flow equations are

d
d—f —i(z% - 1). (E.22)
Expressing x = x1 + ir9, we obtain
d$1 d$2
T 22122, T vy -y — L. (E.23)

We plot the anti-thimbles in Fig. 15 Therefore for A = 1 both of the saddle points
contribute. This result is expected since that the two critical points are already located
on the real line.

The problem we met in the main text is better illustrated by the following toy
model

~ o 3
Z:/ dzexp S, Szi(%+m). (E.24)

The integral is convergent and can be expressed by the Airy function

% —0.83 . (E.25)

V3

We now try to compute the integral with saddle point approximation, where the saddle

Z:

points are located at x = 4i. The saddle point value, plus the 1-loop correction, of the
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-4 -2 0 2 4

Figure 16: The red line is the anti-thimble of x = i which intersects with the real line
while the Green line is the anti-thimble of x = —i which does not intersect with the
real line. The grey regions are the convergent regions.

integral at these two saddle points, Z, are the same, and the sum of them is larger
than the exact evaluation of the integral

Z.=7_=0733, Z,+72_>7Z. (E.26)

This is exactly the situation we are encountering. In this toy model, it is easy to show
that the anti-thimble associated with the saddle point x = —i does not intersect with
the real axis, Figure. 16, so the saddle point x = —i does not contribute to the integral.

E.2 Multi-variable cases

Let us consider another example with two variables

7 = /dag—ies, S =logo —iog — %g2 : (E.27)
The integral can be done directly to get
Z=0. (E.28)
There are two saddle points
g+ =4, or=F1l. (E.29)

with saddle point contributions to the integral (on-shell action)

Zy = 7 4+2,.=0, (E.30)

1
:F%7
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Matching this with the exact solution suggests that n, = 1. Note that o, = F1 are
already on the real line so corresponding anti-thimbles always intersect with the original
contour. The flow equations are

do 1 dg
- __ _ig. 2 =—_ig+a. E.31
AR T (E31)
Expressing 0 = 01 +i0y and g = g1 + ig2 we obtain the following differential equations
dO'1 01 dO'Q 02
dt +92+0%+U§ Todt +g1+0%+0_§ ’ (E-32)
dg: dga
— -1 =0, —/— =0. E.33
T +o02— G Y + 01+ 92 ( )

We find that indeed these two saddles should both be included. We plot the g-plane
of the anti-thimbles in Fig. 17. Note that this example is special case of (3.19) with

1.0

05"

-0.5-

Figure 17: Since o4 are already on the real line here we only plot the g-plane of the
anti-thimbles. Clearly both of these two anti-thimbles intersect with the real axis so
these two saddle points both contribute to the integral.

q=2.

Flow equations in real coordinates

Sometimes it more convenient to use real form of the flow equations (E.2). We start
with the relations
oS 105 108
— =+ =7 E.34
0z 20z * 2i Oy’ ( )

95 105 108

9 " 20: 30y (E.35)
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where
z =+ 1y.

Then we evaluate the equation as

dz  dz 98 9S  ORe(S) 9lm(S)

@ o 9: T ox

dz dz 95 0S _.ORe(S5)

y

N i@Im(S)

a a9 9z oy

where we work in the flat space. Recall the Cauchy-Riemann equation we get

Oz

dz _ ORe(S) dy _ OJRe(5)

ar or ~  dt

y

To illustrate it we consider a special case in the Airy function

3
Szi(%—i—x).

In the complex plane its conjugate is

73
S:—i(%Jra?),

and we can define the components

T =1+ 1ixe, T =1z — ixo.

The flow equation in complex coordinates becomes

de 98 .
E——%—l(ﬂf +1),

which leads to the equations in real coordinates

dxl de 2
&M &2
a o Ty

On the other hand we can get the equations with the real part of S

=27 — a3+ 1.

3

Re(S) = —xy — 22wy + Yy

3

From the equations (E.39) we can recover the two flow equations (E.44).
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F Averaged models

In this section, before talking about higher dimensional model we detour the main topic
a little bit and consider the averaged theory in general. Let us consider a real scalar
field with a chemical potential. The partition function of the theory is

7= / D exp (— / d ,0(2)0" () + J(a:)qﬁ(a:)) (F.1)

where J(z) is a random source drawn from some probability distribution. If the random
coupling J does not depends on the spacetime i.e.

<Jn>connected = Kn (F2)

where k,, is the n-th cumulants of the probability distribution. This situation is like
the regular SYK theory. To take the ensemble average we can expand the exponential

(Z); = /ch exp (—/dxﬁo) Xn: <£> (/ dx qs(x))n (F.3)
= / Dd exp (— / dx LO) MGF ( / da:gb(x)) (F.4)

where MGF is the moment generating function of J. If J is Gaussian A (0, ?) then

MGF ( / dx¢(x)) — exp (g / d dy qﬁ(x)gzﬁ(y)) | (F.5)

(7)) / D exp (— / dz Lo +§ / dar dy gb(x)qb(y)) (F.6)

as

which is similar to SYK model that after the Gaussian average, bi-local interaction is
generated. For the general distribution (F.2), the resulting averaged action is

(Z), = /D(I)exp (—/dw£0+;%[/ d:vqb(x)]") , (F.7)

so multi-local interactions will be generated. In particular, if the distribution is Poisson
we have

(Z); = /D<I> exp (—/dx Lo+ M dwo@) _ 1> , (F.8)

which is a highly non-local theory.
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Alternatively we can require the random coupling J to depend on the spacetime
ie.

<H J(x;)) = | H ‘5(@- — ) Fn - (F.9)

This situation is like the Brownian SYK theory [13]. Now we can take the ensemble

(Z); = /D@ exp (—/dmﬁo) ;%—? (/ dx (b(x))n (F.10)
- /chexp (—/d:cco) ;% (/d:cd)”(x))
_ / DP exp (— / dxﬁo) / dz MGF(¢(x)). (F.11)

If J is Gaussian N (0,¢?) then we have

average to get

(7), = / D exp (- / d (Lo + ggzﬁQ(x))) | (F.12)

and if J is Poisson then we simply get

(7), = / D exp (- / dr [ Lo+ M(e?® — 1)]) | (F.13)

which also coincides with results in [87].

G Computations in large N

CLT with =0

In the appendix, we will consider the half-wormhole conjecture for statistical model in
a more systematic way. The error functions we care about are

Error = Y2 — (Y?) + (Y)? — @, (G.1)
(Error?) = (Y2 = (Y?) + (V)% — @)?), (G.2)

where ® is defined in (2.63). And if the approximation is proper we must have

(Error) = 0, (Error®)/(Y*) < 1. (G.3)
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The first requirement leads to
(@) = (¥)* (G.4)
which is proved around (2.63), then we have
(Error?) = (Y2 + (V)2 — ®)%) — (Y?)2. (G.5)

In the following we’ll give one type of function and try to explore the feasibility
of the proposal, i.e. we compute the two error functions and check the relations (G.3)
respectively.

First we consider the function Y consisting of N identical and independent variables
X, as

Y =) XX, (G.6)
i#]

and for simplicity each combination only appears once since X;’s commute with each
other. The properties for X; in this section are set as

<X> =0, <X2> = t27 (G?)
in the next section we’ll consider the distribution with a non-zero mean. But actually
for any distribution the property (G.7) can always be satisfied since we can always take
the subtraction

X =X—(X). (G.8)

therefore our discussion may be applied into the case with any distribution.
Obviously the first requirement in (G.3) is satisfied then we consider the computa-
tion for the second requirement
V2= XPXP 42> XPXXp+6 Y XiX;XipX), (G.9)
i# i#ith i#jAkAl

where the first sum contains p different terms

- (3) e

while we have 2p(N — 2)/2 for the second sum and p(p — 2(N —2) — 1)/6 for the third
one. For the ® in the approximation we have

_; _)e—il_c'X’ eiE:? <Y€iE£> 2
® = (%)N/dkp( _( >< = ) : (G.11)

)
1 e X (wizse™) )
o T >(Zﬁ) ’ o1
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the computation is similar to that in Y2 so that we can split the ® function into three
parts according to the three sums in (G.9)

—ikX kT kT
by = o[RS ey e e, (@13)
(2m) P(X) oy (eiF) (eiFT)
=3 s [ e e () ()
2~ om) PX)P(Y)) @) ) \ e
(G.14)
2 . —ikX - iki ki
b= ooy [aRS e 3 e e (@.15)
(2m) P(X) ot (elkT) (eiF)
1 efik)iXi ) (:L‘~€ikizi> 2
=2 X Xp— [ dk; haws) (AL 1
> g [anre e () (G16)
i£j#k
—ikX . ikE ikz
By = 6N/dk‘e—ﬁ(ei oy <$Z$_f;ﬂ ><x’“”fgi ) (G.17)
(27) P(X) i (€T (€R)
=6 ) X X;X.X. (G.18)

i#j#hAl

For simplicity we can define the function below

b (), e

so that the ® functions can be expressed as

Do =) ¢igy. (G.20)
i#j

=2 ¢ X; X (G.21)
i#j#k

And note that the ¢ function has the property
(i) = (X3)*, (G.22)

which is useful in the later computation, where X;’s are identical.
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Then following the procedure we have

(Errorz) = <(Y2 + <y>2 _ (1))2> . (YQ)Q, (G.23)
- <<Z (XiQXJ2 - ¢z¢3) +2 Z (XZQ - (%51) Xij> > —p2<X2>4, (G.24)
i#j i#j#k

where the last sum cancels out and p is defined in (G.10). The cross terms between
different sums are zero due to the zero mean of X;, therefore we can only consider the
squares of each sum

(Error?) = <<Z (X7X7 - ¢i¢j)> + (2 Z (X7 — o) Xij;> > — pH(X*)N

i#] ik
(G.25)
The numbers of the diagonal terms in the two sums in the first average are
p, Ap(N —2), (G.26)
while the non-diagonal terms in the first sum have
plp—2(N—=2)—1) for (X?X7XX}) (G.27)
2p(N —2) for (X/XIX}), (G.28)

and the non-diagonal terms in the second sum vanish due to the zero mean of Xj.
We want to talk about (G.3) in this case, and the ¢ function has its role in the
discussion. If the function ¢ satisfies the relation

Xi—¢i=f(X:), (f(X))=0 (G.29)
where f(X;) is an unknown function of X; . Actually this relation leads to
£2 = (X2 - ¢5) =0, (G.30)

therefore in this case the distribution should be non-trivial with 4 = 0 and ¢ = 0.
Usually we do not consider such cases, but we can still show how it works following
this computation. Then in this case the dominant terms in (Error?) will be (G.27) as it
contains the largest number of terms. The ¢ terms are not included since the averages
of the non-diagonal ¢ terms are zero because of (G.7) and (G.22). Then we can find
that the dominant terms of (Error?) which locate at the order p? or N* cancel out in
(G.25). Therefore the relation (G.3) is satisfied since the dominant terms in Y2 are also
at the order N*, so that the proposal holds in this case when N is sufficiently large.
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While if ¢ has the relation below like what we have in the Gaussian case

X = ¢ =g(Xa), (9(Xi)) #0 (G.31)

where g(X;) is also unknown and we denote the average with a nonzero constant C.
Then the diagonal terms in the second sum can contribute to the dominant terms. We
can have the explicit computation as the following,

2 ) (X7 = 6i) X; X ~2(N =2)C ) XXy, (G.32)

ik #k
where the approximation is valid as we only care about the maximal numbers. In the
square this term is similar to (G.9) except we have an extra parameter 4(N — 2)2. The

non-vanishing contribution after the average will be the diagonal terms in the square
as X; has a zero mean, which means the number of the terms is

4(N —2)’p =2N(N — 1)(N —2)% (G.33)

This contribution also locate at the order N* which is additional comparing to the
previous case, so that the dominant terms can not cancel out in (G.25). Therefore the
proposal fails in this case.

After having discussed a simple example We can try to consider the general one

Y=Y X;,...X, (G.34)
where the sum contains p terms

p= (N ) (G.35)

q

and X;’s are still identical and independent variables. Following the procedure above
we have

Y2:ZXi21...Xi+ Z Xi"'Xiileiniq+1+“'+ Z X ... Xiy,, (G.36)

i1..10g i1igt1 i1...i2q

the numbers of the total terms for each sum are respectively

0 COC)-Q) e

and the numbers for each single term in each sum or the repetitions are

) (B () 059
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When ¢ = 2 we can find that the computations in the two cases match. For the function
® similarly we can define the functions

Oy, Py,..., D, (G.39)

which correspond to the terms in (G.36) respectively. And we can also introduce the
¢ functions to express each @, substituting the X? by ¢; in (G.36) we can get all the
d,’s just like (G.20),(G.21).

Following the previous procedure the square of the error function can be evaluated
as

(Error?) = (Y2 4 (V)2 — ®)%) — (V)2 (G.40)

< > D (- >—p2<X2>2", (G.41)

s=0 Z’l..A’L.q+s

2

= <Z >, (-2 > — P (X, (G.42)

s=0 \i1..ig1s

where the index s labels the components in both Y2,® and the cross terms among the
different sums vanish due to zero mean of X;.

Then we’ll encounter the previous problem again that there are two different condi-
tions (G.29),(G.31) for ¢, and we also first consider the former one. The total numbers
of the diagonal terms in the above each sum s are respectively

) BEOCT) - CEDECD e

which are the combinations of (G.37) and (G.38) and the last one in (G.36) cancels
out. While about the non-diagonal terms as the averages of X; is zero, the nonzero
non-diagonal terms only appears in the sum s = 0. And as the average of ®; is also
zero, the nonzero non-diagonal terms in the sum s = 0 will only come from Y. The
computation of the square of this term is similar to (G.36) except the replacement of
X, by X2,

2

Yo=Y XioXD XPXP 44+ ) XPLX] (G.44)

la+1
il...iq+1 il...igq

where nn means nonzero non-diagonal. The non-zero contributions in (G.42) come
from the square of the first sum s = 0 and the diagonal terms in the square of the other
sums s > 0. And note that the last one labelled by s = ¢ cancels out, and in (G.43)
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the last one is subordinate to the square of the first term when N ,q,N/q are sufficiently
large. Then under the condition (G.29) the dominant terms will be the first sum with
square according to the equation (G.43). The square of the first sum in (G.42) gives
the dominant terms which are the last one in (G.44), it contains the number

L))

Then after the average the dominant terms in the square of the error becomes

= ()C)-QCoem e

which is subordinate comparing to (Y4).

While under the condition (G.31) the diagonal terms in the squares of the sums
with s > 0 will contribute. The computation is similar to the previous case with ¢ = 2,
the nonzero average increases the number of the diagonal or nonzero terms. As an
example we calculate the last non-zero one in (G.42)

Y X -)Xi X =a Y Xy Xy, (G.47)

Ji1..92q—2 i1...42g—2

e OIEDEN) o

and for simplicity we denote the ¢ term with C. Since we only care about the number
of the terms, the denotation does not matter for the result. The constant C'is defined in

where

(G.31) and the numerator is the number of the terms in the sum labelled by s = ¢ — 1,
while the denominator is the number of the sum of the right hand side of (G.47). In the
square of this term only the diagonal ones survive in the average, we have the number

(ZZ)Z (q ! 1) 2 @[__1(])2/ <2q]\i 2) ~ N~ pt (G.49)

Actually we can find that except the last sum all the sums in (G.42) will contribute
to the dominant terms. So that the proposal will fail as the first sum cancels out with
the last one in (G.42), while we have other additional contributions to the dominant
terms.
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CLT with x4 #0

In the above section we have discussed the case with u = 0, after that we can move
to consider the case with p # 0. Remember that for the distribution with a non-zero
mean we deal it with the subtraction (G.8), now we keep this non-trivial mean. The
difference between them may be illustrated by a simple example

Y =) (X — (X)) (X5 — (X)), (G.50)
i#]
Y =) XX, - <Z Xin> : (G.51)
i#] i#]
The two definitions are not equivalent which is manifest in the higher powers of Y.
Actually the former one is equivalent to the case with g = 0 in the previous section,

the latter without the subtraction is what we’ll consider in this section.
We still start with the simple case with ¢ = 2

Y =) XX, (G.52)
i#]
V2= "XIX242 ) XEXGXp+6 Y XXX X (G.53)
1#] 1#j#k 1#jFkF#L

About ® we can have similar definition to (G.11), and the definition and the require-
ment for the error are the same as before. We also separate each sum in both Y2 and
® so that the square of the error can be expressed as

(Error?) = (Y2 4 (V)2 — ®)%) — (Y?)?, (G.54)
= (=00 + Y2+ (V)i—0)T) - (V32 (G59)

And note that here we can not separate the square of the sum into the sum of the
square of each sum, since now the cross terms are not zero due to the nonzero mean
of X;. When N — oo we can only consider the dominant terms, but as the case is
different to before the terms we want will also be different. Now the dominant terms in
the two parts in (G.55) are both in the second sum in (G.53) or Y (G.55), since this
sum contains the largest number of terms and is non-zero under the averagre because
of the non-zero mean. Which means we can only consider the cross terms in the square
of this sum which contains the largest number of terms. By the direct calculation we
have

=2 ¢ XXy, (G.56)
i#j#k
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where ¢ is defined in (G.19). Then we have

Y+ (V)i —@=2 ) (X7 — o) X;Xe + (X0) (X)) (Xa)) (G.57)
ik

while the dominant terms can be written as

(Error?)y = <<2 >0 ((X7 = i) X; X5+ (Xi>2(Xj><Xk>)> > — <2 > XfXij> .
i#j#k i#j#k
(G.58)

The dominant terms of the first part are the cross terms, whose number is at the same
order of N as the second part. So to evaluate the approximation we can only consider
the two terms below

(X7 = i) XX+ (X)X (X)), (XPXGXG), (G-59)

where the variables are identical and independent. Recall that we have the equation
(G.22) therefore the two expressions are equal under the average. Explicitly the cross
terms also contain many parts, we can also write down the one with the largest number
of terms,

(X7 — ¢0) XX (X2 — 1) X Xon, 4(];) (N —2) (NQ_ 3) (N —5), (G.60)

while the second part in (G.58) contains

4(];[)2(]\7 —2)% (G.61)

Therefore the dominant contribution in (G.58) will cancel out, which makes the pro-
posal hold.

We can also consider the problem that occurs in the case with 4 = 0 when the
average of X2 — ¢ is not zero, and we can find that there’s no such problem here. As
the dominant term (G.58) contains the largest number of X terms, therefore even when
X? — ¢ is a constant the total number of X terms in (G.58) will not change.

Next we consider the case with general ¢q. Following the previous procedure for the
error we can get an expression similar to (G.55)

(Error?) = < (i(Yf + (V)2 — CI)S)> > —(Y?)?, (G.62)

s=0
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and the dominant sum will also be the last non-zero one, i.e. the sum labelled with
s = q — 1. To find out the behavior of the dominant terms the relation of the two
functions below is important,

<(X121 — ¢i1) Xiy oo Xigy (X V2 (XG,) (Xing_1))s <X31Xi2 o Xig), (G.63)

we want to determine whether they are equal. And we can find that the relation (G.22)
still holds thus the approximation is also proper in general q.

SYK with one time point with ¢ =0

Like in the previous section given any distribution we can always construct a variable
with zero mean, such as

X =X —(X), (G.64)

so that we can consider any distribution we want.
We first consider a simple case with ¢ = 2, the Hamiltonian has the form

Y = sgn(if) XX, (G.65)
i#]
where X;’s are identical and independent variables and the sign term mimics the sign
function in the SYK model. Note that here we have no need to compute the explicit
form of the sign function, since it has no effect yet. It is very similar to the previous
case, but the difference is that here all X;’s only appear once in the sum. Therefore for
the square we have

V2= XPX7+2 > sen(ifkl) X X; X X, (G.66)
i# i#i#kAl
comparing to (G.9) it lacks the middle term. Our previous computation shows that
the approximation fails in the Gaussian case with = 0 due to the middle term, thus
the approximation is proper in this case no matter what the distribution is.

We can have an explicit computation for the proposal, but first the convention
needs to be consistent with the SYK model. Now the total number N counts the
whole Majorana fermions and the number ¢ is for the number of the fermions in the
interaction. Then for N/q = 2 the expression (G.65) is still valid for the partition

function, except that the N and ¢ have different meanings. Then the number of X; in
(G.65) becomes

N!

S AL (G.67)
(N/2))
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and the sum contains the number of the terms
N!
21 ((N/2)1)*
Following the previous process we have

— 0= (X2X? — ¢ig) (G.69)
i#j

(G.68)

where ¢ is defined in (G.19) and for the error

(Error?) = <<Z (X7X7 - ¢z¢g)) > - <Z XZ?X]2> : (G.70)

i#j i#j
Since there are only two parts in the above function and the sums are the same, we
can only compare the two expressions in the brackets. The average of ¢ is zero due to
the zero mean of X;, so the proposal holds in the case. Explicitly the dominant terms

in (G.70) come from the cross term in the first part and the whole second part, the
number becomes

N! N! N 2
21((N/2)1)? (2! (N/2)1)? 1) N <W> : (G.71)

We can find the dominant terms cancel out so that the proposal is valid in this simple
case.

Then we can consider a more general Hamiltonian with arbitrary N and ¢q. Here we
take the more familiar convention in SYK and still define p = N/q, then the partition
function becomes

Z—ngn )a, - Ja,. (G.72)

Before we check the approximation we can first have some computation about the
numbers of the different terms in this partition function. The total number of the J4’s

%) a

and the number of the combinations of Jy4’s is

NI
p!(q)P

is

: (G.74)
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while the times for a single J4 appearing in the Hamiltonian is

(N —q)!
(p— (g1

The square of the partition function can be given as

(G.75)

22 = Z sgn(A)*J3, ... J4 + Z sgn(A)sgn(B)J3, ... J3 ,Ja, Ja, B, B,
A A,B

—|—-~~—|—ZSgH(A)SgH(B)JA1---JApJBl-~-JBp (G'76>
A,B

the first non-diagonal term appears with four different J4’s as the combination A should
be the permutation of 1,..., N. And in the sums there may be many identical terms,
here we may not give the explicit forms. To figure out the explicit expressions for
the numbers in each sum we can count the numbers of different combinations of r
different J4’s in the product of the combinations of A and B. Obviously there’s only
one combination in the case r = 1, actually » = 1 is identical to r = 0 since the last
Ja, in a combination A can be determined by the other p — 1 J4,’s. For the larger r
we have to subtract the combinations in r — i (i < r) to get the correct ones, as it can
give r — ¢ cases in the product of two combinations. Therefore we have

r=2, ﬂ -1, (G.77)

2!(q1)
_ Ba)t 3\ [ @t L\
R TP (2) (2!@!)2 1) b (G.78)

from the above we can introduce the function n, for this counting

5 (-t @)

s=

n, =

From the calculation we can take mathematical induction to derive a simpler form

", = Z (sq) (7”)(—1)“5 b1, r>1, (G.80)

sl(gh)* \ s

s=1

and

where n; is absent according to the equation (G.76).
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Then we calculate the numbers of the terms in the each sum in (G.76),

N! N! [p N! [p N! .82
p|(q|)pn07p'<q')p 2 nZap‘(q')p 3 n37"'7p!<q!)pnpﬂ ( . )

and note that the first one is different to the others. And about the last one the domi-
nant term of the subtrahend should be at the order (N — g)!, therefore the subtrahend
is almost at the order N(N — ¢)!. Actually this number is far larger than the accurate

one, since in (G.80) there’s a factor (—1)"~* then the accurate number is approximately
at (N —q)!.

Here we also have two conditions similar to (G.29),(G.31), and first we consider
the former one. As in this section we assume the mean of the Jy, is zero, therefore we

have
(2) = <2A:sgn(A)2th . J§p> _ p!é\; ;)p o (G.83)
where
(J3,)=J (G.84)
For the error we evaluate it as
(Error®) = (2> = ®)) — ()%, (G.85)

— <Xp: Y (-2, > — ()2, (G.86)

5=0,2 \i1...iq15

where s does not take value 1 for clarity and the cross terms of different sums are zero
due to the zero mean of J4,. Then we find that the computation is similar to before
that for s > 0 the nonzero contribution under the average is the diagonal terms in the
square, while for s = 0 the whole terms contribute to the computation of the error.
Which means to find out the dominant sum s we should compare the square of the first
term with the rest terms in (G.82), and note that the last one cancels out in (G.86) so
that the non-trivial largest number should be the one labeled by p — 1. And we give

an upper bound for it
N! P > , NI (N —q)!
Nny_1 <p . G.87

p!(q))” (p — 1) Pl (p— 1D)(gh)r! (G81)

Note that the number of the identical terms in this sum may have an effect but we

expect the upper bound is still valid. Then we can find that when N ,q are sufficiently
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large it is subordinate to the square of the first term in (G.82). Therefore we write the
dominant terms in (G.86)

N! N2
gy (p!(q!)p> (G.88)

where the cross terms of the first part and the whole second part contribute. Recall the
expression (G.80) the dominant terms in the above equation cancel out, which implies
the proposal holds.

Then we consider the second condition (G.31) that for a single variable we can view
J4, — ®; as a constant. The expression (G.86) is still valid so that the thing we need
to consider is to find the correction to (G.88). As an example we consider the behavior
of the second sum labeled by s = 2, the diagonal contribution after the subtraction
should be

QY Ja,Ja, s, s, (G.89)

where « is determined by the quotient of the two numbers of the two sum

= (o) (o) ) (690

Therefore after the square the total number becomes

(s () 1 ((30) 200, o

comparing to the two terms in (G.88) the above term is subordinate. Similarly we can
find that after the subtraction the largest number in the sums s > 0 occurs in the case

s = p — 1, which gives

(G (o 1>”“)2/ () o tmmm)- @

The above contribution is still subordinate to the two terms in (G.88), which means

the proposal is proper in this case.
Thus for the SYK model we can conclude that when the mean is zero the proposal
works well no matter what the distribution is.

SYK with one time point with p # 0

Like what we have discussed before the case with non-zero mean is different to last
section. The whole computation is similar to the case with ¢ = 0 except the mean
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terms, we can take relevant expressions from the previous sections. We consider the
case with general N/q,

z= Xzsgn(A)JA1 o Jay, (G.93)
A

the main task here is find the dominant terms. The sign functions may have some effect
which makes s = ¢ — 1 not dominant, such as when N/q=2 we have

<ngn<A>JA1JA2> = Ssataa = (M) (G.94)

A A

where the square bracket means the integer part. Actually here N/4 is ¢/2, in the later
computation we always have even ¢ therefore we’ll omit the square bracket.

To derive this parameter explicitly we have two different ways, one is to find the
sequence functions over different N which can be solved by Mathematica. Another is
to consider different combinations, we can define the positive and the negative combi-
nations then their difference gives the parameter. Given N different numbers we can
have a permutation group which can be divided into the even and odd parts, and the
two parts contain the same number of elements. If the indices of J have no order then
the numbers of the even and odd parts are equal, so that the parameter is zero. But
in the SYK model the indices are listed in a particular order, it makes the numbers of
the two parts different.

To proceed the computation we define the sign of a g-sequence,

sgn(Ja,) = (=)t +% g = O0mod(4) (G.95)

where when g = 2mod(4) the sign will be opposite. Note that here we take the a; from
the indices of J4,, but what in the superscript should be the initial sites of the indices.
When the indices take the values 1,..., N, the values themselves naturally label their
initial sites. But when the indices take arbitrary numbers or symbols, we can define
an initial order and the sites with any permutation. After the assignment complete we
can take the definition (G.95) to define the sign of any given g-sequence.

Then for a combination A containing r negative g-sequences we have the argument

sgn(A) =1, if Y s = 0mod(2), (G.96)
=1

where s; is the site of the i-th negative ¢g-sequence. We give the condition above as the
negative g-sequences seems appearing in pairs. For N/q = 2 the positive combination
A contains two positive g-sequences, so our mission is to find the first sequence with
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positive sign. As the combination has an order the first index in Jy, is 1, we only need
to consider the others. The positive g-sequence has the number

(I () e

where ¢ = N/2 the first chooses odd number of odd integers while the second chooses
even number of even integers. Then the negative ¢g-sequence has

A () OO e

the difference of the two numbers will give the parameter

§ ”1(]9(]/2_1)((15(]1/2_1), (G.99)

=0

which coincides with (G.94) when N/q = 2. For general p = N/q we can also find an
expression for finding the first positive ¢-sequence

d(p, q) = z% (qu/; 1), (G.100)

where ¢q is even and it can be verified by numerics.

And note that for different ¢’s there may be a difference with the minus sign, which
is explained in (G.95).

For general N/q we can try to compute 7 in the expression below by the recursion

<Z sgn(A)Ja, ... JAP> = Z sgn(A)(Ja, )P = y(J4, )P (G.101)

In the previous computation we have calculated the case with p = 2, we only need to
derive the p + 1 case from the p one. Given N numbers we can give the difference
between the positive combinations and the negative ones which is denoted as D(p, q)
and we have

D(2,q) =d(2,q), D(p+1)=f(D(p,q)) (G.102)

where f is an unknown function. When we add extra ¢ numbers to the N case which
is already known, in the new permutation we can fix one number in the extra ¢ ones
at the p + 1 site in case of repetition. For simplicity we let the additional ¢ numbers
be 1,...,q and put it at the first site, and we always fix the number 1 in this site.
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We determine the first site through the procedure in the case of p = 2, which
can be divided into the positive and negative parts. After choosing ¢ numbers from
the N + ¢ ones, about the left N numbers we assume we already know the difference
between the positive combinations and the negative ones. To illustrate the product of
the sequences, we define the positive (negative) sequences as P, (P_) so that we have

P+P+:P+, P_P_:P+, P+P_:P_. (GlOS)

The product of two positive or two negative sequences gives a positive one while the
product of one positive and one negative sequences gives a negative one. Then we can
derive the sequences in the case N + ¢ as

pYtt = pipN y pipN  pNte— pipN . pipN, (G.104)
therefore the difference of the positive and negative sequences can be illustrated as
pYte_ pNta— (pd — p)(PN — PN). (G.105)

Which means the recursion can be expressed as

p

D(p,q) = d(p,q)D(p — 1,q) = [ ] d(s.9), (G.106)

s=2

inserting the equation (G.100) it becomes

_ (pg/2 —1)! _ (pg/2)!
P9 = 0 D2 — D27~ a2 (G-107)

Then we can try to evaluate the cross terms in the square of the partition function

(G.76). Consider the terms with p — s squares in the sequence,

> sen(A)sgn(B)J3, T Jay Ty By - T8, (G.108)
A,B

after the average over J the number in the sum becomes

B e (v o

r=2
(G.109)
where the derivation is similar to the equation (G.80).
We can find an upper bound for the number (G.109)
N (pq — 5q)! 2
T pis,q)?, G.110
(pq - 8Q> -y (G110
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Then for s =2,...,p—1 we can compare the above number to the first one in (G.82),
from this we may find out the dominant one.

By a few numerical comparisons it seems that the dominant terms do not locate
at a particular s as the two parameters p,q vary. In this computation we can directly
take the equation (G.109) rather than the one with approximation.

H Some details about the fermion integral

The relevant integral is

[}V = /dQNw exp (T[Z[ZLR%L?/}ZR + S0t + ER@'%’RO (H.1)

(2

N
- ( / dyrdyf exp(TE Lryp*ap™) eXp(TZLQQ/JL)eXp(TEROwR)) (H.2)

Before evaluating this integral we need some specifications. Here ¢“(®) are not Grass-
mann numbers but can be transferred into Dirac fermions as

C:M’ cT:M, Yp=c+c, Yr=i(c —c) (H.3)
{e,d} =1, {c,c} ={c,c'}=0. (H.4)

Then the integral I; becomes

Ir=2 / dedcferlec'=cleyractaret g TS p 0 an = T(S, £i%R)0, (H.5)

= 4cosh(y/a? +ara_) = 4c0sh(T\/E% + X% -3%,) (H.6)

Next let us use the same method to compute (8.55):

1= [apen (Cavtel) (1)
1
= {/ d"4 exp <§212¢1¢2 + Sy39'p® + Dygp' gt
Sosth* 1 + oatp* Pt + Tgap*y?) . (H.8)
Generally to compute I let us introduce two Dirac fermions

i =Vher+d), dr=iVh(ci—c}), ¥3=vVhlca+cl), vu=ivVh(cs— cHH.9)
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such that Y10%)? can be written as a 4 x 4 matrix H with non-vanishing elements

Hyy = —ih(X1g + Xa4), Hig = —h(E13 — Xog) — ih(E14 + Xa3) (H.10)
Hyp = ih(X34 — X12), Haz = —h(X13 + Xog) + 1h(X14 — Xo3) (H.11)
Hso = h(X13 + Xog) +1h(X14 — Xo3), Hizz = —ih(X34 — X19) (H.12)
Hy = h(313 — Soq) — ih(Z14 + Xo3),  Hag = 1h(X12 + X34). (H.13)

By diagonalizing this matrix we can compute I, as the trace of the exponential of the
matrix

Iy =2 (cos <h\/(214 — Y93)? 4+ (B13 + 2oa)? + (X12 — Z34)2>

+ cos (h\/(214 +393)2 + (B13 — Bou)?2 + (B2 + 234)2)> : (H.14)

And note that the change of the variable from v to ¢,c! will introduce an additional
coefficient in the integral

(2h)?, (H.15)

the final result is the product of the two terms.
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