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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. 〈ZLZR〉 6= 〈ZL〉 × 〈ZR〉,
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,Σ effective action of the

model that comes from the Gaussian statistics of the random coupling. Furthermore, a

– 2 –



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 Summary of our main results

3 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 Σ

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.

3 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 〈Φ(σ)2〉 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].

3 We generalize the 0-dimensional SYK model so that the random coupling Ji1...iq
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can be drawn from more general distributions, with non-vanishing mean or higher

order cumulants.

When Ji1...iq 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,Σ 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.

〈J4
i1,...iq

〉 6= 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

Ji1,...iq are drawn from a discrete distribution, the Poisson distribution, where

more complicated saddle points can be found.

3 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 0-dimensional model we also find non-trivial

saddles for 〈Φ(σ)2〉 and they should be excluded by a similar Lefschetz thimble

analysis.

3 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.
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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

〈X2〉 ≥ 〈X〉2 , (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,X2

etc., and rewrite

Xn =

∫
dx δ(x−X)

xnP (x)

P (X)
=

∫
dx

∫
dk

2π
eik(x−X)x

nP (x)

P (X)
=

∫
dk

2π

e−ikX

P (X)
〈xneikx〉 ,

(2.2)

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

bution P (x)

〈Oeikx〉 =

∫
dxOeikxP (x) . (2.3)

Such expectation values can further be decomposed into the connected and disconnected

parts, for example

〈xeikx〉 = 〈x〉〈eikx〉+ 〈xeikx〉c , (2.4)

〈x2eikx〉 = 〈x2〉〈eikx〉+ 2〈x〉〈xeikx〉c + 〈x2eikx〉c, (2.5)

〈x3eikx〉 = 〈x3〉〈eikx〉+ 3〈x2〉〈xeikx〉c + 3〈x〉〈x2eikx〉c + 〈x3eikx〉c , (2.6)

. . .

where the subscript c denotes “connected” or “cumulant” which can be defined recur-

sively as

〈xeikx〉c = 〈xeikx〉 − 〈x〉〈eikx〉, (2.7)

〈x2eikx〉c = 〈x2eikx〉 − 〈x2〉〈eikx〉 − 2〈x〉〈xeikx〉c, (2.8)

. . .
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Figure 1: Each x denotes a circular boundary and the bracket 〈·〉 denotes a bulk

amplitude. The first two diagrams denote 〈x2〉〈eikx〉 and the last two diagrams denote

the “connected” parts of the correlation function 2〈x〉〈xeikx〉c + 〈x2eikx〉c.

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

〈Oeikx〉 = 〈O|eikx〉, (2.9)

we can interpret the state |eikx〉 as a “spacetime” D-braneik 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 c is transparent.

We would like to get an estimation of the difference between any quantity Xn and

its ensemble average 〈Xn〉, which requires a simple evaluation of 〈xneikx〉. Motivated

by the diagrams in Figure 1 and a similar proposal in [81], we propose the following

approximation

〈x2eikx〉c ≈ 〈xeikx〉c
1

〈eikx〉
〈xeikx〉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-

mental building blocks 〈xeikx〉c with the “propagator” 〈eikx〉−1.

Equivalently, this relation can be presented as

〈x2eikx〉
〈eikx〉

≈ 〈x2〉 − 〈x〉2 +
〈xeikx〉〈xeikx〉
〈eikx〉〈eikx〉

(2.11)

= 〈x2〉+ 2〈x〉〈xe
ikx〉c
〈eikx〉

+
〈xeikx〉c〈xeikx〉c
〈eikx〉〈eikx〉

. (2.12)

Making use of the fact that the quantity 〈eikx〉 ≡ ϕ(k) is the characteristic function of

the probability distribution whose inverse Fourier transformation is the PDF

1

2π

∫
ϕ(k)e−ikXdk = P (X) , (2.13)
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the relation (2.10) is equivalent to

X2 ≈ 〈X2〉 − 〈X〉2 + Φ , Φ =
1

2π

∫
dk
e−ikX

P (X)
〈eikx〉

(
〈xeikx〉
〈eikx〉

)2

. (2.14)

A more instructive form of this approximation is

X2 ≈ 〈X2〉+ Φ̃ , Φ̃ =
1

2π

∫
dk
e−ikX

P (X)
〈eikx〉

(
〈xeikx〉2c
〈eikx〉2

+
2〈x〉〈xeikx〉c
〈eikx〉

)
, (2.15)

where 〈Φ̃〉 = 0. We will call the connected piece 〈X2〉c ≡ 〈X2〉 − 〈X〉2 the “wormhole”

contribution and Φ the “half-wormhole” contribution although it’s mean value is non-

vanishing.

As a simple example, the Gaussian distribution N (µ, t2 +µ2) has the non-vanishing

cumulants

c1 = µ, c2 = t2, (2.16)

such that

〈xeikx〉
〈eikx〉

= µ+ ikt2,

(
〈xeikx〉
〈eikx〉

)2

= µ2 − k2t4 + 2ikµt2. (2.17)

Substituting the above into (2.14) gives

Φ = X2 − t2, (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 E(λ) the half-wormhole part is

given by

Φ =
X2

2
, x ≥ 0 , (2.19)

and we quantify the error by its ratio to the variance of X2

Error = X2 − 〈X2〉+ 〈X〉2 − Φ , ρ =
〈Error2〉
〈X4〉

=
5

24
. (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 cn,

namely

log〈eikx〉 ≡ logϕ(k) =
∞∑
n=0

cn
(ik)n

n!
, (2.21)
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we find1

(−i∂k) log〈eikx〉 =
〈xeikx〉
〈eikx〉

=
〈xeikx〉c
〈eikx〉

+ 〈x〉 =
∞∑
n=0

cn+1
(ik)n

n!
, (2.22)

which means

〈xeikx〉c
〈eikx〉

=
∞∑
n=1

cn+1
(ik)n

n!
. (2.23)

Similarly,

(−i∂k)
2 log〈eikx〉 =

〈x2eikx〉
〈eikx〉

− 〈xe
ikx〉〈xeikx〉
〈eikx〉〈eikx〉

=
∞∑
n=0

cn+2
(ik)n

n!
, (2.24)

which means

〈x2eikx〉c
〈eikx〉

− 〈xe
ikx〉c〈xeikx〉c
〈eikx〉〈eikx〉

=
∞∑
n=1

cn+2
(ik)n

n!
. (2.25)

The approximation (2.10) is thus originated from neglecting all higher ck with k > 2.

This implies that indeed the approximation (2.10) or (2.14) is exact when the

distribution is Gaussian, namely cn = 0 for n > 2.

Similarly we can consider the approximation of Xn. 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

(−i∂k)
3 log〈eikx〉 =

〈x3eikx〉
〈eikx〉

− 3
〈x2eikx〉〈xeikx〉
〈eikx〉〈eikx〉

+ 2

(
〈xeikx〉
〈eikx〉

)3

. (2.26)

Separating out connected and disconnected parts, we get

(−i∂k)
3 log〈eikx〉 =

〈x3eikx〉c
〈eikx〉

− 3
〈x2eikx〉c〈xeikx〉c
〈eikx〉〈eikx〉

+ 2

(
〈xeikx〉c
〈eikx〉

)3

+ 〈x3〉c , (2.27)

where

〈x3〉c = 〈x3〉 − 3〈x2〉〈x〉+ 2〈x〉3 , (2.28)

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

〈x3eikx〉c
〈eikx〉

− 3
〈x2eikx〉c〈xeikx〉c
〈eikx〉〈eikx〉

+ 2

(
〈xeikx〉c
〈eikx〉

)3

=
∞∑
n=1

cn+3
(ik)n

n!
. (2.29)

1Notice that 〈·〉c is not a linear functional, so we don’t expect similar relations for 〈xneikx〉.
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This means up to the third cumulant we have approximately

〈x3eikx〉c
〈eikx〉

≈ 3
〈x2eikx〉c〈xeikx〉c
〈eikx〉〈eikx〉

− 2

(
〈xeikx〉c
〈eikx〉

)3

, (2.30)

and the error of this approximation is due to neglecting all ck 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

〈x3eikx〉c
〈eikx〉

≈
(
〈xeikx〉c
〈eikx〉

)3

, (2.31)

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

〈xieikx〉c’s. If again we need accuracy up to quadratic order one can prove by induction

〈xneikx〉c
〈eikx〉

≈
(
〈xeikx〉c
〈eikx〉

)n
. (2.32)

We can then approximate the un-average X3 to a required accuracy. In practice, we

rewrite the definition ofXn according to (2.2), then expand the 〈xneikx〉 in (2.2) in terms

of the connected correlators 〈xieikx〉c 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),

(2.32), to write down the approximation and the error of the final approximation is

the composition of the errors the different approximations of 〈xneikx〉. The general

expression of the approximation of Xn 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

Define Φn = 1
2π

∫
eikX

P (X)
〈eikx〉1−n〈xeikx〉n, we have

XmΦn =
1

2π

∫
XmeikX

P (X)
〈eikx〉1−n〈xeikx〉n =

1

2π

∫
eikX

P (X)
(−i∂k)m

(
〈eikx〉1−n〈xeikx〉n

)
.

(2.33)

Evaluating the derivative gives a result involving 〈xieikx〉 with 1 ≤ i ≤ m+1. Rewriting

them in terms of 〈xieikx〉c 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

〈xieikx〉c in the approximated results back in terms of 〈xieikx〉, and the result will
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be a relation among Φi with 1 ≤ i ≤ m + 1. Making use of the fact that Φ1 =

X and recursively carrying out the above procedure to evaluate Xn−1Φ1, we get the

approximation of Xn to the desired accuracy.

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

XΦn =
1

2π

∫
eikX

P (X)
〈eikx〉−n

(
n〈x2eikx〉〈xeikx〉n−1〈eikx〉+ (1− n)〈xeikx〉n+1

)
. (2.34)

Following the above procedure to rewrite 〈x2eikx〉, we arrive at

XΦn = n
(
〈x2〉 − 〈x〉2

)
Φn−1 + Φn+1 . (2.35)

For example, we can evaluate

X3 = X2Φ1 = 3
(
µ2 − µ2

1

)
Φ1 + Φ3 , (2.36)

where we keep only accuracy up to the quadratic order, so µ3 does not appear inde-

pendently; it is simply replaced by

µ3 = 3µ1µ2 − 2µ3
1 . (2.37)

2.1.2 Explicit relations for Gaussian approximation

If we only want Gaussian approximations of Xn, we can get an explicit approximation

formula. First let introduce some convenient notations

φn =
〈xneikx〉
〈eikx〉

, φcn =
〈xneikx〉c
〈eikx〉

, (2.38)

〈xn〉 = µn, 〈xn〉cumulant = cn. (2.39)

The cumulant cm can be expressed as a polynomial of moments

cm = Pm(µm, µm−1, . . . , µ1). (2.40)

Some examples are

c1 = µ1, c2 = µ2 − µ2
1, c3 = µ3 − 3µ1µ2 + 2µ3

1, . . . (2.41)

Note that the coefficient of µm is 1. Of course the relations can be inverted

µm = Qm(cm, cm−1, . . . c1). (2.42)

Similar to (2.4),(2.5) and (2.6), φn can be decomposed as

φm = P̃m(φcm, . . . , φ
c
0), (2.43)
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for example

φ1 = φc1 + µ1φ
c
0, φ2 = φc2 + 2µ1φ

c
1 + µ2, . . . . (2.44)

Since log〈eikx〉 is the generating function of cn we have 2

(−i∂k)
m log〈eikx〉 = Pm(φm, φm−1, . . . , φ1) =

∑
n=0

cn+m
(ik)n

n!
. (2.45)

Using (2.43) and (2.42) the left-hand side can be expanded as a polynomial of ci with

coefficients to be functions of φci :

Pm(φm, φm−1, . . . , φ1) = Pm(P̃m(φci), P̃m−1(φci), . . . , P̃1(φci)) . (2.46)

For example

P2 = φ2 − φ2
1 = P̃2 − 2P̃ 2

1 (2.47)

= φc2 + 2µ1φ
c
1 + µ2 − φc1

2 − µ2
1φ

c
0

2 − 2µ1φ
c
1φ

c
0 (2.48)

= φc2 − φc1
2 + c1(2φc1 − 2φc1φ

c
0) + c2. (2.49)

Therefore we end up with

Pm = Mm + c1M
(1)
m−1 + (c2

1M
(1)
m−2 + c2M

(2)
m−2) + · · ·+ cm =

∑
n=0

cn+m
(ik)n

n!
, (2.50)

where each M
(k)
i is a function of the φci ’s. Since the subscript i of φci and Mi both

indicate the power of x, it is clear that

∑
a

ia = m, ∀

(∏
a

φcia

)
∈Mm , (2.51)

where
∏

a φ
c
ia is any term in Mm. Notice that these relations are true for arbitrary k,

m and distributions, then the non-trivial solution is only

M (p)
n = 0 , Mm = Pm(φcm, φ

c
m−1, . . . , φ

c
1) =

∑
n=1

cn+m
(ik)n

n!
. (2.52)

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

Pm(φcm, φ
c
m−1, . . . , φ

c
1) ≈ 0 , ∀m > 1 . (2.53)

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 Pm do not depend on k.
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At m = 2 this relation means

P2(φc2, φ
c
1) ≈ 0 , (2.54)

which combines with (2.51) means φc2 = α (φc1)2 and

P2(αφc2, φ
c
1) = 0 . (2.55)

To fix the normalization α, 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 cn = 0,∀n ≥ 2 and µm = µm1 , we can get the

identity

Pm(µm, µm−1, . . . µ) = 0, m ≥ 2, (2.56)

thus combining this with (2.55) we conclude α = 1 and

φc2 ≈ (φc1)2 , (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

φcm ≈ (φc1)m , (2.58)

in the Gaussian approximation. Then we can approximate Xm as

Xm =
1

2π

∫
eikX

P (X)
〈eikx〉φm =

1

2π

∫
eikX

P (X)
〈eikx〉P̃m(φcm, . . . , φ

c
1, 1) (2.59)

≈ 1

2π

∫
eikX

P (X)
〈eikx〉P̃m((φc1)m, (φc1)m−1, . . . , φc1, 1) (2.60)

=
m∑
i=0

(
m

i

)
µiΦm−i , (2.61)

where Φi = 1
2π

∫
dk eikX

P (X)
〈eikx〉(φc1)i, and it may be understood as generalized wormholes

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
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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 Xi. We conjecture that if Y (Xi) is some function

of a large number N independent random variables Xi such that Y is approximately

Gaussian, then the approximation

Y 2 ≈ 〈Y 2〉 − 〈Y 〉2 + Φ, (2.62)

Φ(X) =
1

(2π)N

∫ ∏
i

(
dki

e−ikiXi

P (Xi)

)
〈ei

∑
i kixi〉

(
〈Y (x)ei

∑
i kixi〉

〈ei
∑
i kixi〉

)2

. (2.63)

is good in the sense that

ρ ≡ 〈Error2〉
〈Y 2〉2

, (2.64)

is suppressed by 1/N .

Like (2.15) we can rewrite it into

Y 2 ≈ 〈Y 2〉+ Φ̃, (2.65)

Φ̃(X) =
1

(2π)N

∫ ∏
i

(
dki

e−ikiXi

P (Xi)

)
〈ei

∑
i kixi〉

(
〈Y (x)ei

∑
i kixi〉2c

〈ei
∑
i kixi〉2

+
2〈Y 〉〈Y (x)ei

∑
i kixi〉c

〈ei
∑
i kixi〉

)
.

(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 Xi is from a normal distribution

N (µ, σ2), then the mean of N such i.i.d’s

Ỹ =
1

N

N∑
i=1

Xi , (2.67)

is approximately a Gaussian random variable fromN (µ, σ2/N) when N is large enough.

In this paper, it turns out that it is more convenient to define

Y =
N∑
i=1

Xi , (2.68)
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so that the connection to the SYK model is more transparent. Then Y is a Gaus-

sian random variable with probability distribution N (Nµ,Nσ2) when N is large. In

particular, we expect

〈Y 4〉 ≈ 3〈Y 2〉2 − 2〈Y 〉4 , 〈Y 2〉 ≈ N
(
〈X2〉 − 〈X〉2

)
+N2〈X〉2 , 〈Y 〉 ≈ N〈X〉 .

(2.69)

They can be checked by a direct calculation

〈Y 2〉 = N〈X2〉+N(N − 1)〈X〉2, (2.70)

〈Y 4〉 = N〈X4〉+N(N − 1)
(
4〈X3〉〈X〉+ 3〈X2〉2

)
+6N(N − 1)(N − 2)〈X2〉〈X〉2 +N(N − 1)(N − 2)(N − 3)〈X〉4 . (2.71)

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

〈Y eikixi〉
〈eikixi〉

=
∑
i

〈xieikixi〉
〈eikixi〉

≡
∑
i

ki[1]. (2.72)

Next we can rewrite the square of (2.72) into the diagonal terms and off-diagonal terms(
〈Y eikixi〉
〈eikixi〉

)2

=
∑
i

ki[1]2 +
∑
i 6=j

ki[1]kj[1]. (2.73)

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

1

(2π)N

∫ ∏
i

(
dki

e−ikiXi

P (Xi)

)
〈ei

∑
i kixi〉ki[1]kj[1] (2.74)

=
1

(2π)2

∫
dkidkj

e−ikiXi−ikjXj

P (Xi)P (Xj)
〈xieikixi〉〈xjeikjxj〉 = XiXj . (2.75)

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

Φ =
∑
i

k̂i[1]2 +
∑
i 6=j

XiXj, (2.76)

and the error is given by

Error =
∑
i

(
X2
i − k̂i[1]2 − t2

)
, t2 = 〈X2

i 〉 − 〈Xi〉2 , (2.77)

〈Error2〉 =
∑
i,j

〈(X2
i − k̂i[1]2)(X2

j − k̂j[1]2)〉+N2t4 − 2Nt2
∑
i

(X2
i − k̂i[1]2) . (2.78)
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Recalling that 〈Y 2〉 ∼ Nt2 so to prove the conjecture (2.62) we need to show that the

O(N2) term in (2.78) vanish. A direct calculation gives

〈k̂i[1]2〉Xi =

∫
dXiP (Xi)ki[1]2〈eikixi〉xi

e−ikiXi

P (Xi)
dki (2.79)

=

∫
dkiδ(−ki)〈eikixi〉xiki[1]2 = 〈Xi〉2 . (2.80)

This means

〈(X2
i − k̂i[1]2〉 = 〈X2

i 〉 − 〈Xi〉2 = t2 . ⇔ 〈k̂i[1]2〉Xi ≈ 〈Xi〉2 . (2.81)

In particular, a consequence of this relation is that although all the 3 terms in (2.78)

are of order O(N2), the sum of them cancelled exactly since (2.81) does not depend on

i. This then shows that 〈Error2〉 � 〈Y 2〉 and hence the approximation (2.62) is valid.

We can derive this result in a more illuminating fashion. First using (2.23) ki[1]

can be expressed as

ki[1] =
∑
n=0

(−ik)n

n!
cn+1. (2.82)

Then using the fact that the inverse Fourier transformation of the characteristic func-

tion is the PDF we find

〈k̂i[1]2〉Xi =

∫
dXiP (Xi)

∑
n,m=0

cn+1cm+1

n!m!
(−iki)

n+m〈eikixi〉xi
e−ikiXi

P (Xi)
dki (2.83)

=

∫
dXi

∑
n,m=0

cn+1cm+1

n!m!
(∂Xi)

n+mP (Xi) = c2
1 = 〈Xi〉2 . (2.84)

2.2.2 Power-sum observables

In this section, we consider another class of more general observables

Y =
∑
i

f(Xi), Y 2 =
∑
i,j

f(Xi)f(Xj), (2.85)

where Xi are still independent identical random variables with PDF PXi and f is some

smooth function so that f(Xi) are also independent and identical random variables

with a new PDF Pf : ∫
dXF [f(X)]PX =

∫
dfF (f)Pf . (2.86)
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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(Xi) is not singular anywhere such that it

can be Taylor expanded

f(Xi) =
∑
n

anX
n
i , (2.87)

whose expansion coefficients satisfy

an ≈ 0 , ∀n > n0 , n0 � N . (2.88)

Accordingly (2.72) and (2.73) become

〈Y eikixi〉
〈eikixi〉

=
∑
i

∑
n

anki[n]. (2.89)

(
〈Y eikixi〉
〈eikixi〉

)2

=
∑
i,j

(∑
n

anki[n]
∑
m

amkj[m]

)
. (2.90)

So the error is given by

Error =
∑
i

(
f 2(Xi)− t2 −

∑
n,m

anam ̂ki[n]ki[m]

)
, (2.91)

〈Error2〉 = 〈
∑
i,j

(f 2(Xi)−
∑
n,m

anam ̂ki[n]ki[m])(f 2(Xj)−
∑
n,m

anam ̂kj[n]kj[m])〉

+N2t4 − 2Nt2
∑
i

(f 2(Xi)−
∑
n,m

anam ̂ki[n]ki[m]) , (2.92)

where t2 = 〈f 2(Xi)〉 − 〈f(Xi)〉2. Similar to the calculation of (2.80), one can find

〈
∑
n,m

anam ̂ki[n]ki[m]〉 = 〈f(Xi)〉2, (2.93)

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

2

(
〈(f 2(Xj)−

∑
n,m

anam ̂kj[n]kj[m])〉2 − t4
)
N2 = 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

Yk =
N∑
i

(f(Xi1 , Xi2 , . . . , Xik)) , (2.95)

where Xip are independent and identical random variables.

– 16 –



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) =
′∑

A1<A2<···<Ap

sgn(A)JA1JA2 . . . JAp , (2.96)

where the function PF(J) is called the hyperpfaffian [86] which is a tensorial gener-

alization of pfaffian and JAi are random variables. To mimic this construction let us

consider a similar model:

Y =
N∑

i1 6=i2 6=... 6=iq

Xi1Xi2 . . . Xiq . (2.97)

• q = 2 Gaussian distribution

The simplest case is q = 2:

Y =
∑
i 6=j

XiXj, (2.98)

Y 2 =
∑

i 6=j 6=p 6=q

XiXjXpXq + 4
∑
i 6=j 6=p

X2
iXjXp + 2

∑
i 6=j

X2
iX

2
j . (2.99)

It is straightforward to get

〈Y 2〉 = N(N − 1)
(
2t4 + 4(N − 1)µ2t2 +N(N − 1)µ4

)
, (2.100)

〈Xi〉 = µ, 〈X2〉 − 〈X〉2 = t2. (2.101)

So in general 〈Y 2〉 will scale as N4 if µ 6= 0, while if µ = 0 it scales as N2.

One example of the µ = 0 case is the Gaussian distribution N (µ = 0, t2). We then

verifies

〈Y 〉 = 0, 〈Y 2〉 = 2t4N(N − 1) (2.102)

and

Φ =
∑

i 6=j 6=p 6=q

XiXjXpXq + 4
∑
i 6=j 6=p

(X2
i − t2)XjXp + 2

∑
i 6=j

(X2
i − t2)(X2

j − t2) . (2.103)
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Therefore we obtain

Error = −2t4N(N − 1) + 4t2(N − 2)
∑
i 6=j

XiXj + 4(N − 1)t2
∑
i

X2
i − 2t4N(N − 1),

〈(Error/4)2〉 = (2 + 1 + 1− 2)N4t8 + #N3 + . . . (2.104)

the leading term does not vanish so the approximation

Y 2 ≈ 〈Y 2〉 − 〈Y 〉2 + Φ , (2.105)

is not good.

However, for more general Gaussian distributions N (µ, t2) similar calculation gives

〈Y 〉 = N(N − 1)µ2, 〈Y 2〉 − 〈Y 〉2 ≡ t̃2 = 2t2N(N − 1)(t2 + 2(N − 1)µ2),(2.106)

and

Error = −t̃2 + 4t2(N − 2)
∑
i 6=j

XiXj + 4(N − 1)t2
∑
i

X2
i − 2t4N(N − 1), (2.107)

now we find that

〈Error2〉 = 32(3t2µ2 + µ4)N5 + 32(t4 − 12t2µ2 − 4µ4)N4 + . . . (2.108)

and

〈Error2〉
〈Y 2〉2

=
2(µ4 + 3t2µ2 − 3t4)

(2t4 − 4t2µ2)2N
+ . . . . (2.109)

Notice that the error is always small, even when µ→ 0, and the proposal is valid. This

is because when µ 6= 0, the moments of Y behave as

〈Y 〉 ≈ N2µ, 〈Y 2〉 ≈ N4µ2, 〈Y 4〉 ≈ N8µ4, (2.110)

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

It seems µ 6= 0 is fundamentally better than the µ = 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.

• General q

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

Φ =
∑

i 6=j 6=p 6=q

k̂i[1]k̂j[1]k̂p[1]k̂q[1] + 4
∑
i 6=j 6=p

k̂i[1]2k̂j[1]k̂p[1] + 2
∑
i 6=j

k̂i[1]2k̂j[1]2(2.111)

=
∑

i 6=j 6=p 6=q

XiXjXpXq + 4
∑
i 6=j 6=p

k̂i[1]2XjXp + 2
∑
i 6=j

k̂i[1]2k̂j[1]2. (2.112)

Therefore the error of the proposal is

Error = 4
∑
i 6=j 6=q

(X2
i − k̂i[1]2)XjXp + 2

∑
i 6=j

(X2
iX

2
j − k̂i[1]2k̂j[1]2)− t̃2. (2.113)

The maximal power of N in 〈Error2〉 will be 6.

When µ 6= 0, 〈Y 2〉2 ∼ N8. So in this case the error is small and the approximation

is good.

When µ = 0, 〈Y 2〉2 ∼ N4. The terms of N4 in 〈Error2〉 come from

〈Error2〉 = 〈
∑

i 6=j 6=p 6=q

{16× 2(X2
i − k̂i[1]2)(X2

j − k̂j[1]2)X2
pX

2
q

+ 4(X2
iX

2
j − k̂i[1]2k̂j[1]2)(X2

pX
2
q − k̂p[1]2k̂q[1]2)}

+ 4t16N4 − 8t4N2
∑
i 6=j

(X2
iX

2
j − k̂i[1]2k̂j[1]2)〉+ . . . (2.114)

= N4t16 (32 + 4 + 4− 8) + #N3 · · · = 32N4t16 + #N3 . . . (2.115)

which is not vanishing so the error is large and we cannot approximate Y 2 by 〈Y 2〉+ Φ

probably for the same reason as the q = 2 case. One could ask that when 〈X2
i −k̂i[1]2〉 =

0, the approximation might be fine, but it requires t2 = 0 which we do not consider at

the moment.

• General distributions

Now we consider the general case (2.97):

Y =
N∑

i1 6=i2 6=... 6=iq

Xi1Xi2 . . . Xiq , (2.116)

Y 2 =

q∑
k=0

(q!/(q − k)!)2

k!

∑
j1 6=j2...jk 6=i1... 6=i2q−2k

X2
j1
. . . X2

jk
Xi1 . . . Xi2q−2k

. (2.117)

If N � q then the average 〈Y 2〉 will have the following scaling behavior in the large N

limit

〈Y 2〉 ∼

{
N2qµ2q µ 6= 0

N qq!t2q µ = 0
(2.118)
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Similar to (2.112), one can find that the half wormhole contribution Φ can be written

as

Φ =

q∑
k=0

(q!/(q − k)!)2

k!

∑
j1 6=j2...jk 6=i1... 6=i2q−2k

k̂j1 [1]2 . . . k̂jk [1]2Xi1 . . . Xi2q−2k
, (2.119)

so that the error is

Error =

q∑
k=1

(q!/(q − k)!)2

k!

∑
j1 6=j2...jk 6=
i1... 6=i2q−2k

(X2
j1
. . . X2

jk
− k̂j1 [1]2 . . . k̂jk [1]2)Xi1 . . . Xi2q−2k

− 〈Y 2〉+ 〈Y 〉2. (2.120)

When µ 6= 0, the leading contribution to 〈Error2〉 scales as N2q−2 so the approxima-

tion (2.62) is correct.

However when µ = 0, the leading contributions to 〈Error2〉 are

〈Error2〉 = E1 + E2 + #N2q−1, (2.121)

E1 = 〈
q∑

k=1

(
(q!/(q − k)!)2

k!

)2

(2q − 2k)! (2.122)

×
∑

j1 6=j2... 6=j2k
6=i1 6=... 6=i2q−2k

(X2
j1
− k̂j1 [1]2) . . . (X2

jk
− k̂j2k [1]2)X2

i1
. . . X2

i2q−2k
〉

= N2qt4q(2q)!

(
3F2

(
−q,−q,−q; 1,

1

2
− q; 1

4

)
− 1

)
6= 0, (2.123)

E2 = 〈

q! N∑
i1 6=i2 6=... 6=iq

(X2
i1
. . . X2

iq − k̂i1 [1]2 . . . k̂iq [1]2)− q!N q

2

〉 = 0 . (2.124)

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

Y =
N∑

i1,i2,...,iq=1

Xi1Xi2 . . . Xiq .. (2.125)
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As a simple demonstration, let us still consider the simplest case with q = 2:

Y =
∑
i,j

XiXj, (2.126)

Y 2 =
∑
i

X4
i + 4

∑
i 6=j

X3
iXj + 3

∑
i 6=j

X2
iX

2
j

+6
∑
i 6=j 6=k

XiXjX
2
k +

∑
i 6=j 6=m6=n

XiXjXmXn. (2.127)

Comparing

〈Y 2〉 = N4κ4
1 + 4N2κ3κ1 + 3N2κ2

2 + 6N3κ2κ
2
1 +Nκ4, (2.128)

κ1 = 〈X〉 = µ, κ2 = 〈X2〉 − 〈X〉2 = t2, (2.129)

κ3 = 〈X3〉 − 3〈X〉〈X2〉+ 2〈X3〉, (2.130)

κ4 = 〈X4〉 − 3〈X2〉2 − 4〈X〉〈X3〉+ 12〈X〉2〈X2〉 − 6〈X〉4, (2.131)

with (2.100) one find that if t 6= 0, the scaling behavior of 〈Y 2〉 is same as before. The

half wormhole contribution Φ can be work out similarly:

Φ =
∑
i

k̂i[2]2 +
∑
i 6=j

k̂i[2]k̂j[2] +
∑

i 6=j 6=m 6=n

XiXjXmXn + 4
∑
i 6=j 6=m

k̂i[1]2XjXm

+ 2
∑
i 6=j

k̂i[1]2k̂j[1]2 + 2
∑
i 6=j 6=k

k̂i[2]XjXk + 4
∑
i 6=j

̂ki[2]ki[1]Xj (2.132)

Then the error is given by

Error = 4
∑
i 6=j 6=k

(X2
i − k̂i[1]2)XjXk + 2

∑
i 6=j 6=k

(X2
i − k̂i[2])XjXk + 2

∑
i 6=j

(X2
iX

2
j − k̂i[1]2k̂j[1]2)

+
∑
i 6=j

(X2
iX

2
j − k̂i[2]k̂j[2]) + 4

∑
i 6=j

(X3
i − ̂ki[2]ki[1])Xj +

∑
i

(X4
i − k̂i[2]2)〉 − t̃2.

= 4
∑
i 6=j 6=k

(X2
i − k̂i[1]2)XjXk + 2

∑
i 6=j

(X2
iX

2
j − k̂i[1]2k̂j[1]2)

+ 4
∑
i 6=j

(X3
i − ̂ki[2]ki[1])Xj +

∑
i

(X4
i − k̂i[2]2)〉 − t̃2, (2.133)

where we have used the identity

k̂[2] =

∫
dk
e−ikX

P (X)
〈x2eikx〉 = X2. (2.134)
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Comparing with (2.113), there are two extra terms in (2.133), but they will never

contribute3 to the leading power of N when t 6= 0. So again it seems the approxima-

tion (2.62) is good when µ 6= 0 but not good when µ = 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 Φ does not capture all semi-classical

components in the observable Y 2 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

Y 2 =
∑

i 6=j 6=p 6=q

XiXjXpXq + 4
∑
i 6=p 6=q

X2
iXpXq + 2

∑
i 6=j

X2
iX

2
j , (2.135)

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

〈XiXjXpXqe
i
∑
a kaXa〉 , 〈X2

jXpXqe
i
∑
a kaXa〉, , 〈X2

iX
2
j e

i
∑
a kaXa〉 . (2.136)

However, in the proposal (2.62) the Φ term contains only 〈Y eikaxa〉2, which means only

terms like

〈XiXje
i
∑
a kaXa〉〈XpXqe

i
∑
a kaXa〉 , i 6= j , p 6= q , (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 xi’s are identical independent random variables, the cumulant cn for

each xi are the same and the moment generating function is just a product of the

moment generating functions of each xi. Therefore we can reduce the problem of

finding a good approximation of the above product terms to each flavor of xi and find

the approximation for each of them. This should give a good approximation for each

term. 4

3If µ 6= 0 they maximally contribute to N5 and when µ = 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
〈Xn

i e
ikx〉c

〈eikx〉 by
(
〈Xieikx〉c
〈eikx〉

)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 xj factor of 〈X2
jXpXqe

i
∑
a kaXa〉 should be

〈X2
j e

ikjXj〉
〈eikjXj〉

≈ 〈X2
j 〉+ 2〈Xj〉

〈Xje
ikjXj〉c

〈eikjXj〉
+

(
〈Xje

ikjXj〉c
〈eikjXj〉

)2

. (2.138)

The contribution to the half-wormhole Φ from this term 〈X2
jXpXqe

i
∑
a kaXa〉 is thus

(t2 + µ2)XpXq + 2µXjXpXq + Φj
2XpXq . (2.139)

Similarly, the 〈X2
pX

2
q e

i
∑
a kaXa〉 type terms gives a contribution

(t2 + µ2)2 + 4µ2XpXq + Φp
2Φq

2 + 4µ(t2 + µ2) (Xp +Xq)

+ (t2 + µ2) (Φp
2 + Φq

2) + 4µ (XpΦ
q
2 +XqΦ

p
2) . (2.140)

Now we should sum over j, p, q to get all the contributions to the computation of 〈Y 2〉
and further to Error2.

To understand the structure of the contribution to Error2, we denote

Error = (Y 2 − Φ + 〈Y 〉2)− 〈Y 2〉 = M − 〈Y 2〉 , 〈M〉 = 〈Y 2〉 , (2.141)

then if we switch the notation of 〈Error2〉 to a slightly more indicative one 〈Error1Error2〉,
we have

〈Error1Error2〉 = 〈M1M2〉+ 〈Y 2〉2 − 2〈Y 2〉〈M〉 = 〈M1M2〉 − 〈Y 2〉2 . (2.142)

Therefore we find if 〈M1M2〉 ≈ 〈M1〉〈M2〉 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
∑

i 6=j XiXj that

gives another factor of 2N4t8 in 〈(Error/4)2〉 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 Error2 is

4(N − 2)(t2 + µ2)XpXq , (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 µ = 0 in this case, that is missing in Φ 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 eikx.

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

eikx 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

Y 2 ≈ 〈Y 2〉+ Φ̃, (2.144)

Φ̃(X) =
1

(2π)N

∫ ∏
i

(
dki

e−ikiXi

P (Xi)

)
〈ei

∑
i kixi〉

[
Y (x)2ei

∑
i kixi

]
〈ei

∑
i kixi〉

, (2.145)

where
[
Y (x)2ei

∑
i kixi

]
denotes all possible terms contains at least one contraction be-

tween Y 2 and the spacetime brane eikx.

In the example (2.98), each term in Y contains two Xi legs, therefore we have[
Y (x)2ei

∑
i kixi

]
〈ei

∑
i kixi〉

=
2〈Y 〉〈Y (x)ei

∑
i kixi〉c

〈ei
∑
i kixi〉

+
〈Y (x)ei

∑
i kixi〉2c

〈ei
∑
i kixi〉2

+
〈Y (x)2ei

∑
i kixi〉c

〈ei
∑
i kixi〉

,

(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 c

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 Ẑ and Ŵ 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 µ 6= 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 (x), brane on the right denotes eikx, and each bracket 〈·eikx〉c
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 Error2 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-N 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. 5

5A related fact is that when the approximation is no longer good the relation between the 4th

moment 〈Y 4〉 of the observable (2.98) and the second moment 〈Y 2〉 deviates significantly from the

Gaussian distribution. In Gaussian distribution, this contribution is 3〈Y 2〉 ⊂ 〈Y 4〉, 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 Xi 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 =
∑

i+j=M

XiXj, N < M < 2N, i 6= j , (2.149)

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 = 2
∑

i+j=M

X2
iX

2
j +

∑
i 6=j 6=m6=n

XiXjXmXn , (2.150)

and

〈Y 〉 = Kµ2, 〈Y 2〉 = 2K(t2 + µ2)2 +K(K − 2)µ4, K = 2N −M . (2.151)

for the observable Y in (2.98) we get

〈Y 4〉 = 8
∑
i 6=j

〈X4
iX

4
j 〉+ 60

∑
i6=j 6=p 6=q

〈X2
iX

2
jX

2
pX

2
q 〉+ 48

∑
i6=j 6=p

〈X4
iX

2
jX

2
p〉 (2.147)

≈ 60N4t8 6= 3〈Y 2〉2 − 2〈Y 〉4 ≈ 12N4t8 . (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 Xi from the same Gaussian distribution in the previous cases we get the ex-

pression for the error

Error = 4t2
∑

i+j=M

X2
i − 4Kt4 − 4Kt2µ2. (2.152)

It is straightforwardly to show that the expectation values

〈Error〉 = 0 , 〈(Error/4)2〉 = 2Kt8 + 4Kt6µ2 . (2.153)

Clearly in this case 〈(Error/4)2〉 is 1/N suppressed compared to 〈Y 2〉2 independent on

the value of µ. Hence the approximation (2.62) is always valid in the presence of this

extra constraint. Similar restrictions could be imposed to models with general q. 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: 〈Ja〉 = 0

In this section, we study the half-wormhole contributions in some 0d SYK model that

can be considered as the usual 0+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 =

∫
dNψ exp(iq/2

∑
Ji1...iqψi1...iq) , (3.1)

where ψi1...iq = ψa1ψa2 . . . ψaq and ψi are Grassmann numbers. The number z can be

understood as the partition function of 0 + 0 dimensional analogue of SYK model. The

random couplings Ji1...iq is drawn from a Gaussian distribution

〈Ji1...iq〉 = 0, 〈Ji1...iqJj1...jq〉 = t2δi1j1 . . . δiqjq , t2 =
(q − 1)!

N q−1
. (3.2)

We sometimes use the collective indies A,B to simplify the notation

A = {a1 < · · · < aq} , JAψA ≡ Ja1...aqψa1...aq . (3.3)
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Integrating out the Grassmann numbers directly gives (2.96)6:

z =

∫
dNψ exp(iq/2JAψA) =

′∑
A1<···<Ap

sgn(A)JA1 . . . JAp , p = N/q , (3.4)

where the expression (3.4) is nothing but the hyperpfaffian Pf(J). Since 〈z〉 = 0 due

to (3.2), we focus on z2 and 〈z2〉

z2 = zLzR =

∫
dNψLdNψR exp

{
iq/2
∑
A

JA
(
ψLA + ψRA

)}
, (3.5)

〈z2〉 =

∫
d2Nψ exp

{
N

q

(
1

N

N∑
i=1

ψLi ψ
R
i

)q}
, (3.6)

where we have assumed that q and N are even. The exact values of (3.6) can be

computed by introducing the standard G,Σ variables

〈z2〉 =

∫
d2Nψ

∫
R

dGδ

(
G− 1

N

N∑
i=1

ψLi ψ
R
i

)
exp

(
N

q
Gq

)
(3.7)

=

∫
R

dG

∫
iR

dΣ

2πi/N
exp

{
N

(
log(Σ)− ΣG+

1

q
Gq

)}
(3.8)

= N−N
∫
R

dG exp

(
N

q
Gq

)
(−∂G)Nδ(G) (3.9)

=
N !(N/q)N/q

NN(N/q)!
= e−(1− 1

q
)N√q

(
1 +

1− q
12N

+O(
1

N2
)

)
, (3.10)

where in the last step we expand around N →∞ to the next-to-leading order.

Next we consider the non-averaged quantity (3.5). Following [77], we rewrite

z2 =

∫
R

dσΨ(σ)Φ(σ) , Ψ(σ) =

∫
dg

2π/N
exp[N(−iσg − 1/qgq)] , (3.11)

where the coupling dependent piece Φ is

Φ(σ) =

∫
d2Nψ exp

{
ie−

iπ
q σψLi ψ

R
i + iq/2JA(ψLA + ψRA)− N

q

(
1

N
ψLi ψ

R
i

)q}
. (3.12)

Its averaged value is

〈Φ(σ)〉 = (ie−
iπ
q σ)N . (3.13)

6Here we choose the measure of Grassmann integral to be
∫
dNψψ1...N = i−N/2.
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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 σ-plane Φ is self-

averaging. This is reflected in the quantity 〈(Φ(σ)− 〈Φ(σ)〉)2〉. Therefore we compare

〈Φ(σ)〉2 with 〈Φ(σ)2〉

〈Φ(σ)2〉 =

∫
R

d4σABd4gAB
(2π/N)4

e
N

[
log(−e−

2iπ
q (σ2+σ14σ23−σ13σ24))−iσABgAB− 1

q
gqAB

]
, (3.14)

where we relabel L = 1, L′ = 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)

〈Φ(σ)2〉 = (−e−
2iπ
q )N

∑
n1+n2+n3=N

q
,ni≥0

N !

N2q(n2+n3)

(
N

q

)2(n2+n3)
σ2qn1(qn2)!(qn3)!

(qn1)!(n2!)2(n3!)2
,(3.15)

which can be organized into a polynomial in σ

〈Φ(σ)2〉 = (−e−
2iπ
q )N

(
σ2N +

2N !q!

(N − q)!q2N2q−2
σ2N−2q + · · ·+ e2N 1−q

q 2q

)
(3.16)

∼ (−e−
2iπ
q )N

(
σ2N +

2(q − 1)!

qN q−2
σ2N−2q + · · ·+ e2N 1−q

q 2q

)
, (3.17)

where the phase factor is trivial whenever q divides N .

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 〈z2〉

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

the contour

Σ = ie−iπ
q σ, G = eiπ

q g , (3.18)

to get

〈z2〉 =

∫
R

dg

∫
R

dσ

2π/N
exp

{
N

(
log(ie−

iπ
q σ)− iσg − 1

q
gq
)}
≡
∫
R

dg

∫
R

dσ

2π/N
eNS ,

(3.19)

so that the integral converges. The saddle point equations are

−iσ − gq−1 = 0 , gq = −1 , → g = e
(2m+1)iπ

q , m = 0, . . . , q − 1 . (3.20)
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All of them give the same on-shell action

〈z2〉s =
N

2π
e−(1− 1

q
)N . (3.21)

To match with the exact result (3.10) we need to consider fluctuations around the

saddle points. For simplicity let us take q = 4 and focus on one of the saddle points

σs = gs = −(−1)
3
4 , 〈z2〉s =

N

2π
e−

3
4
N . (3.22)

Expanding the exponent around this saddle

σ = σs + x, g = gs + y (3.23)

to the second order

S2 ∼ −
3

4
+

3ix2

2
− ixy − iy2

2
+ [(−1)3/4x3 +

(−1)3/4

3
y3] +

y4 − x4

4
, (3.24)

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

contribution to

〈z2〉saddle+loop = e−
3
4
N 1

2

(
1− 1

4N

)
. (3.25)

Adding contributions from all 4 saddles we arrive at

〈z2〉saddle+loop = 2e−
3
4
N

(
1− 1

4N

)
, (3.26)

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

3.2.2 The unaveraged z2: 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

gq−1
AB = −iσAB , −ig13 =

σ24

f
, ig14 =

σ23

f
, ig23 =

σ14

f
, −ig24 =

σ13

f
, (3.27)

where f ≡ σ14σ23 − σ13σ24 + σ2. The trivial solution σAB = gAB = 0 leads to

〈Φ(σ)2〉trivial+1loop = 〈Φ(σ)〉2 , (3.28)

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 σAB 6= 0. From the equations of

motion we obtain

xq−2 = yq−2, (xq−1 − yq−1 + σ2)2 = xq−2 = yq−2 , (3.29)

gq13 = gq24, gq23 = gq14 (3.30)

where

x = g13g24, y = g14g23 . (3.31)

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

each choice of m there are 2q2 solutions of gab. For simplicity let us again focus on the

q = 4 case such that there are only two classes x = ±y.

• When x = y we find another 32 non-trivial saddles. The on-shell action of all of

them are the same

〈Φ(σ)2〉+non-trivial = N4〈Φ(σ)〉2 = 〈Φ(σ)2〉trivial , (3.32)

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

around them are different

trivial saddle :
1

N4
, non-trivial saddles :

1

8N4
. (3.33)

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

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)

h ≡ <(S) =
∑
abj

(
−
g4
abj

4
+

3g2
ab1g

2
ab2

2
+ gab1σab2 + gab2σab1

)
+

1

2
log
(
(σ142σ231 + σ141σ232 − σ132σ241 − σ131σ242)2

+(1 + σ141σ231 − σ142σ232 − σ131σ241 + σ132σ242)2
)
, (3.34)

where we have chosen q = 4 for simplicity and σ = 1 since we are interested in the case

σ 6= 07. The gabi and σabj are the real and imaginary parts of the field gab and σab

gab = gab1 + igab2, σab = σab1 + iσab2 . (3.35)

7The σ = 0 case is analyzed in [77]
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Figure 3: Anti-thimble on the σ13 plane (left) and the σ24 plane (right).

The downward flow equations of the Morse function are

dgabj
dt

= − ∂h

∂gabj
,

dσabj
dt

= − ∂h

∂σabj
. (3.36)

The end point of each anti-thimble is one of the saddles at gcabj and gcabj, which leads

to the following boundary conditions of the flow equation

lim
t→+∞

gabj = gcabj, lim
t→+∞

σabj = σcabj . (3.37)

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

g13 = 1, g24 = −1, g14 = (−1)3/4, g23 = (−1)1/4, (3.38)

σ13 = i, σ24 = −i, σ14 = (−1)3/4, σ23 = −(−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

g13 = −(−1)1/4, g24 = (−1)3/4, g14 = −1, g23 = −1, (3.40)

σ13 = (−1)1/4, σ23 = (−1)3/4, σ14 = −i, σ23 = −i , (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 g13 plane (left) and the g24 plane (right).

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.

• When x = −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(
σ2

2

)N
3

e−N±
3
2

2
1
3Ne

2imπ
3 σ

4
3 , m = 0,±1, σ →∞ . (3.42)

However these saddle points should be saddle points of the entire multi-dimensional
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integral including the integral over σ. As a result this saddle should also satisfy the

fall-off condition of the σ integral, otherwise they will not contribute to the σ integral.

Therefore we should only consider the decaying saddle points namely(
σ2

2

)N
3

e−N+ 3
2

2
1
3Ne±

2iπ
3 σ

4
3 ,

(
σ2

2

)N
3

e−N−
3
2

2
1
3Nσ

4
3 . (3.43)

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

〈z2〉, located at |σ| = 1, is in the region where the trivial saddle dominates.

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

σ
2N
3 e−N+ 3

2
Ne±

2iπ
3 σ

4
3 , σ

2N
3 e−N−

3
2
Nσ

4
3 , (3.44)

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 gab and σab integral and the wormhole saddle (7.23) is self-averaging.

3.2.3 The unaveraged z2: the linked half-wormhole saddles

The trivial saddle point discussed in the previous section gives vanishing contribution

at σ ∼ 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 σ ∼ 0 and show that it agrees with the exact result

in (3.17), ie

〈Φ(0)2〉ext ∼ 2qe−
3
2
N . (3.45)

We can apply the same analysis, except that now we evaluate at σ ∼ 0, as in the

previous section. As expected, the trivial saddle gives

eN log(σ) ∼ 0 . (3.46)

The subleading non-trivial saddles (3.43) and (3.44) discussed in the previous section

has on-shell values

e−
3
2
N

2N/2
, e−

3
2
N , (3.47)

respectively when σ = 0. So (3.44) dominates. Adding them up precisely gives the

exact solution (3.45)

2qe−
3
2
N , (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 σ ∼ 0 region in this case.

4 SYK at one time point: 〈Ja〉 6= 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, t2)8

〈JA〉 = J0
A = u, 〈J2

A〉 − 〈JA〉2 = τ 2 (q − 1)!

N q−1
≡ t2 , (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(J0) , (4.2)

〈z2〉 =

∫
d2Nψ exp

(
iqt2
∑
A

ψLAψ
R
A + iq/2J0

A(ψLA + ψRA)

)
(4.3)

=
′∑

A,B

sgn(A)sgn(B)
(
J0
A1
J0
B1

+ δA1B1t
2)
)
. . .
(
J0
ApJ

0
Bp + δApBpt

2)
)
. (4.4)

4.1 Half-wormhole saddle in z

Since 〈z〉 6= 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 z2

in the model with u = 0, it is possible that there are also single half-wormhole saddles

contributing to z, 9 as shown in Figure. 6. We will show in the following that such

saddles indeed exist and together with their contribute Θ1 the following approximation

is good

z ≈ 〈z〉+ Θ1 . (4.5)

8When we write JA, 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 z2 as “linked half-wormhole”. To demonstrate (4.5) explicitly, recall

that the partition function is given by

z =

∫
dNψ exp

(
iq/2
∑

Ji1...iqψi1...iq

)
. (4.6)

The ensemble averaged quantity 〈z〉 does not vanish

〈z〉 =

∫
dNψ exp(iq/2

∑
J

(0)
i1...iq

ψi1...iq) = up
(pq/2)!

p!((q/2)!)p
≡ mpu

p , pq = 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

〈z〉 =

∫
dNψ e−u

∑
A ψA , A = {a1 < · · · < a4} . (4.8)

We introduce the collective variable G

G =
1

N

∑
1≤i<j≤N

ψiψj, G2 =
2!

N2

∑
A

ψA , (4.9)

then 〈z〉 can be rewritten as

〈z〉 =

∫
R

dG

∫
iR

dΣ

2πi/N
dNψ e−

u
2
N2G2

e−Σ(NG−
∑
i<j ψiψj) . (4.10)

Now we can integrate the out the fermions to get∫
dNψ eΣ

∑
i<j ψiψj = (Σ)N/2mp |(q=2) = ΣN/2 . (4.11)
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Then (4.10) becomes

〈z〉q=4 =

∫
R

dG

∫
iR

dΣ

2πi/N
ΣN/2e−

uN2G2

2 e−NΣG

= N−N/2(∂G)N/2e−
uN2G2

2 |G=0 =
(u

2

)N/4 (N/2)!

(N/4)!
= mpu

p|q=4 . (4.12)

For general q, the proof is similar with the modification∑
A

ψA =
N q/2

(q/2)!
Gq/2 . (4.13)

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

compute 〈z〉:

〈z〉 =

∫
R

dG

∫
iR

dΣ

2πi/N
ΣN/2euiq/2 N

q/2

(q/2)!
Gq/2e−NΣG . (4.14)

It would be convenient to rotate the integral contour as

Σ→ ie−i 2π
q σ, G→ ei 2π

q g (4.15)

such that we obtain a “standard” action:

〈z〉 =

∫
R

dgdσ

2π/N
exp

{
N

2

(
log(ie−

2πi
q σ)− 2iσg − 2µ

q
gq/2

)}
, (4.16)

where we define

µ ≡ iq/2u
2N q/2−1

(q/2− 1)!
, ↔ u = (−i)q/2µ

(q/2− 1)!

2N q/2−1
. (4.17)

Rescaling µ to 1, the saddle point equations are then

1

σ
− 2ig = 0, −2iσ − µgq/2−1 = 0, → µgq/2 = −1 . (4.18)

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 q/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

1 =

∫ ∞
−∞

dGh

∫ i∞

−i∞

NdΣh

2πi
e
−Σh(NGh−

∑
i<j ψiψj)+

Nµ
q

(
G
q/2
h −( 1

N

∑
i<j ψiψj)

q/2
)
,

(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 Σh = ie−2iπ/qσh, Gh = e2iπ/qgh, then z can be cast into the form

z =

∫ ∞
−∞

Ndσh
2π

Ψ(σh)Θ̂(σh) , (4.20)

where the first factor is similar to (3.11)

Ψ(σh) =

∫
R

dgh
2π/N

exp[N(−iσhgh −
µ

q
g
q/2
h )] , (4.21)

and the second factor is

Θ̂(σh) =

∫
dNψ exp[ie−

2iπ
q σh

∑
i<j

ψiψj + iq/2JAψA − iq/2u
∑
A

ψA] . (4.22)

Averaging over the coupling, we get back to the computation in (4.16) where σh =
1
2i

(
µ−2/qe4πi(n+ 1

2
)/q
)

. We expect a separate saddle point to appear in this integral

which leads to the difference z − 〈z〉. The Ψ(σh) is peaked at σh = 0, so we look for

dominant contributions around σh ≈ 0, which is

Θ1 = Θ̂(0) = Pf(J − J0) =
′∑
A

sgn(A)(JA1 − J0
A1

) . . . (JAp − J0
Ap) . (4.23)

It is clear that its average vanishes 〈Θ1〉 = 0. Then we propose the approximation

z ≈ 〈z〉+ Θ1 . (4.24)

which is (4.5). According to the power of J0
A = u, we can further expand

Θ1 =

p∑
k=0

Θ
(k)
1 uk . (4.25)

To verify this approximation, we define the error function

Error = z − 〈z〉 −Θ1 . (4.26)

A direct calculation gives

〈Error2〉 = 〈z2〉 − 〈z〉2 + 〈Θ2〉 − 2〈zΘ〉 (4.27)

The quantities 〈z2〉, 〈Θ2〉, 〈zΘ〉 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 〈z2〉, 〈Θ2
1〉, 〈zΘ1〉. Each black dot represents a z or

Θ1, each red dot and the attached line represents a contraction with the J0
A source, and

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

component of the last term in Fig. 7

〈z〉 =
(pq/2)!

p!((q/2)!)p
µp ≡ mpµ

p , (4.28)

The value of 〈z2〉 can be computed either from summing over the diagrams,

〈z2〉 =

p∑
k=0

ckm
2
p−kt

2ku2p−2k ≡
∑
k

z
(k)
2 , (4.29)

where

ck =
1

k!

(
N

q

)(
N − q
q

)
. . .

(
N − (k − 1)q

q

)
=

N !

k!(q!)k(N − kq)!
, (4.30)

or by introducing the collective variables

GLR =
1

N

∑
i

ψLi ψ
R
i , GL =

1

N

∑
i<j

ψLi ψ
L
j , GR =

1

N

∑
i<j

ψRi ψ
R
j , (4.31)

and doing the path integral

〈z2〉 =

∫
R

d3Gi

∫
iR
d3Σi e

N
q

(τ2GqLR+µG
q/2
L +µG

q/2
R )−N(ΣiGi)

∫
d2Nψe

1
2

ΨMΨ, (4.32)

=

∫
R

d3Gi

∫
iR
d3Σi e

N
q

(τ2GqLR+µG
q/2
L +µG

q/2
R )−N(ΣiGi)

√
det[ΣLΣRA2 + Σ2

LR]

=

∫
R

d3Gi

∫
iR
d3Σi e

N
q

(τ2GqLR+µG
q/2
L +µG

q/2
R )−N(ΣiGi)det[i

√
ΣLΣRA+ ΣLR]

=

∫
R

d3Gi

∫
iR
d3Σi e

N
q

(τ2GqLR+µG
q/2
L +µG

q/2
R )−N(ΣiGi) 1

2

(
(ΣLR + i

√
ΣLΣR)N + (ΣLR − i

√
ΣLΣR)N

)
=

∫
R

d3Gi

∫
iR
d3Σi

N/2∑
m=0

(
N

2m

)
(ΣLR)2m(i2ΣLΣR)

N
2
−me

N
q

(τ2GqLR+µG
q/2
L +µG

q/2
R )e−N(ΣiGi) ,
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where we have defined

Ψ =
(
ψL1 , . . . , ψ

L
N , ψ

R
1 , . . . , ψ

R
N

)
, M =

(
ΣLA ΣLRIN
−ΣLRIN ΣRA

)
, (4.33)

A = −AT , Aij = 1, ∀i < j. (4.34)

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

〈z2〉 = N−N
p∑

k=0

(
N

kq

)
(∂GLR)kq(i2∂GL∂GR)

N−kq
2 e

N
q

(τ2GqLR+µG
q/2
L +µG

q/2
R )|Gi=0 (4.35)

= N−N
p∑

k=0

iN−kq
(
N

kq

)
(kq)!

k!

(
Nτ 2

q

)k [( q(p−k)
2

)!

(p− k)!

]2(
Nµ

q

)2p−2k

(4.36)

=

p∑
k=0

ckm
2
p−kt

2ku2p−2k, (4.37)

which agrees with (4.29) as it should be.

Furthermore, from this result we find z
(0)
2 = 〈z〉2 which is given by the last diagram

in Fig. 7 and z
(p)
2 = 〈z2〉µ=0 which is given by the first diagram in Fig. 7. The expression

of Θ1 (4.23) implies that 〈Θ2
1〉 = 〈Θ1z〉 = z

(p)
2 , therefore we find

〈Error2〉 =

p−1∑
k=1

ckm
2
p−kt

2ku2p−2k ≡
p−1∑
k=1

z
(k)
2 , (4.38)

where mp is defined in (4.7). In the large-N limit, some of the terms in the summa-

tion (4.29) dominate. If z
(p)
2 or z

(0)
2 dominates then the error is small.

However the dominant term is not always given by a fixed z
(k)
2 . A simple argument

is the following. To find the dominant term we can compute the ratio10

rk =
z

(k)
2

z
(k−1)
2

=
t2(−k + p+ 1)(−4k + 4p+ 1)(−4k + 4p+ 3)

3u2(2k(p− k) + k)
, (4.39)

rp =
t2

pu2
, r1 ∼

p2t2

u2
, (4.40)

here for simplicity we have chosen q = 4. First we notice that rk decreases with respect

to k. Therefore if r1 ≤ 1 i.e.

u

t
≥ p , (4.41)

10Recall that p = N/q.
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then the dominant term will be z
(0)
2 . It means that all the wormhole saddles are

suppressed. However if rp ≥ 1 i.e.

u

t
≤ 1
√
p

(4.42)

then the dominant term will be z
(p)
2 , in other words the effect of µ can be neglected.

For other cases with

1
√
p
<
u

t
< p, (4.43)

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

u

t
∼ µ

τ

(q/2− 1)!√
(q − 1)!

N
1
2 ∼ √p, (4.44)

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

G
−1+ q

2

L(R) =
2

µ
ΣL(R), G−1+q

LR =
1

τ 2
ΣLR, (4.45)

GL(R) =
iΣR(L)

2
√

ΣLΣR

fn−1
+ − fn−1

−

fn+ + fn−
, GLR =

fn−1
+ + fn−1

−

fn+ + fn−
, (4.46)

where f± = ΣLR± i
√

ΣLΣR. Again for simplicity we will choose τ 2 = µ = 1. There are

always two types of trivial solutions

wormhole solution : GL = GR = 0, GLR = e
2imπ
q , (4.47)

disconnect solution : GLR = 0, GL = e
4imLπ

q , GR = e
4imRπ

q (4.48)

with on-shell action

wormhole solution : 〈z2〉wh = e−N(1− 1
q

)e
2imπN

q (4.49)

disconnect solution : 〈z2〉dis = 2−Ne−N(1− 2
q

)e
4imπN

q . (4.50)

Note that the ratio of these two contribution is

〈z2〉wh

〈z2〉dis

=
(
2e−1/q

)N
, (4.51)
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so when q ≥ 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 fN− → 0, N →∞, (4.46) get dramatically simplified

GL(R) =
ΣR(L)

−2i
√

ΣRΣL

1

ΣLR + i
√

ΣLΣR

, GLR =
1

ΣLR + i
√

ΣLΣR

, (4.52)

from which we obtain

Gq
LR +G

q/2
R +G

q/2
L = 1, G

q/2
R = G

q/2
L . (4.53)

For the case of q = 4, (4.45) and (4.52) can be solved explicitly and it contributes the

on-shell action

〈z2〉non-trivial+ ≈ e−0.63Ne
2miπN

4 > 〈z2〉wh = e−0.75Ne
2miπN

4 . (4.54)

We also checked that for these solutions limN→∞ f
N
− = 0. Similar saddles can also be

found for the case of fN+ = 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 σh fluctuation to Θ. This can be done by

expanding Θ̂(σh) with respect σh, substituting into z and integrating over σh. Equiva-

lently this can be done by expanding the exact value of z

z = PF(JA) = PF(u+ JA − J0
A)

=
′∑
A

sgn(A)(u+ JA1 − J0
A1

) . . . (u+ JAp − J0
Ap) ≡

p∑
n=0

Θ(n) , (4.55)

with respect to u. For examples

Θ(p−1) =
′∑
A

sgn(A)(JA1 − J0
A1

) . . . J0
Ai
. . . (JAp − J0

Ap) , (4.56)

Θ(0) = 〈z〉 , Θ(p) = Θ. (4.57)

Then from the Feynman diagrams it is not hard to find in Fig. 7 that

〈Θ(k)Θ(k)〉 = 〈Θ(k)z〉 = z
(k)
2 . (4.58)

So if z
(k)
2 is the dominant term, we can choose the half-wormhole saddle to be Θ(k).

Or we can think of that for each wormhole saddle z
(k)
2 there is a corresponding half-

wormhole saddle Θ(k) such that

z ≈ 〈z〉+ Θ(k). (4.59)

We will present a further analysis on this model somewhere else.
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4.2 Linked half-wormhole saddles in z2

In this section we study the linked half-wormhole contribution to z2, 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 〈z4〉 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

〈z4〉 ≈ 3z
(k)
2

2
, 〈z2〉 ≈ z

(k)
2 , (4.60)

which is shown in Fig.9 and here we have assumed that z
(k)
2 is the dominant wormhole

saddles.

This means there are more refined structures of the nontrivial saddles in z2, com-

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 z2

z2 =

∫
dσwdσhLdσhRΨ(σw, σhL , σhL)Λ̂(σw, σhL , σhL) , (4.61)

Ψ(σw, σhL , σhL) = Ψ(σw)Ψ(σhL)Ψ(σhR) , (4.62)

Λ̂(σw, σhL , σhL) =

∫
d2Nψ exp[ie−

2iπ
q σhL

∑
i<j

ψLij + ie−
2iπ
q σhR

∑
i<j

ψRij + ie
iπ
q σwψ

L
i ψ

R
i

+iq/2JA(ψLA + ψRA)− iq/2u
∑
A

(ψLA + ψRA)− iqt2ψLAψ
R
A ], (4.63)

where we have introduced three pairs of G,Σ variables

Gw =
1

N
ψLi ψ

R
i , GhL =

1

N

∑
i<j

ψLij, GhR =
1

N

∑
i<j

ψRij , (4.64)

and rotated the contour as before. As before, the function Ψ is highly peaked around

Ψ(0, 0, 0) so we expect that there is a half-wormhole saddle point

Λ = Λ̂(0, 0, 0) =
′∑

A,B

sgn(A)sgn(B)

p∏
k=1

(
(JAk − J0

Ak
)(JBk − J0

Bk
)− δAkBkt2

)
, (4.65)

whose average manifestly vanishes 〈Λ〉 = 0 and it further satisfies 〈Λ2〉 = 2z
(p)
2

2
. How-

ever because of the large N behavior (4.60), again we have to consider the fluctuations

of σh. It is achieved by expand Λ̂(0, σhL , σhR) with respect to σhL(R)
or equivalently by

expanding

′∑
A,B

sgn(A)sgn(B)

p∏
k=1

(
(u+ JAk − J0

Ak
)(u+ JBk − J0

Bk
)− δAkBkt2

)
≡

p∑
n=0

Λ(k). (4.66)

– 43 –



Figure 8: Feynman diagrams for 〈z4〉

Figure 9: 〈z4〉 ≈ 3z
(k)
2

2

Some examples are

Λ(p−1) =
∑
i

′∑
A,B

sgn(A)sgn(B)
(
(JA1 − J0

A1
)(JB1 − J0

B1
)− δA1B1t

2
)
. . .

J0
Ai
J0
Bi
. . .
(

(JAp − J0
Ap)(JBp − J

0
Bp)− δApBpt

2
)
, Λ(0) = 〈z〉2, Λ(p) = Λ .

Then similarly one can find that

〈Λ(k)Λ(k)〉 = 〈zΛ(k)〉 = 2z
(k)
2

2
(4.67)

so that when z
(k)
2 is the dominant wormhole saddle in the large N limit the

z2 ≈ 〈z2〉+ Λ(k) ≈ z
(k)
2 + Λ(k) , (4.68)

is a good approximation.
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5 SYK at one time point: 〈Ja〉 = 0, 〈J4
a〉c 6= 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 , 〈J2
A〉 = t2 , 〈J4

A〉 = v4 + 3〈J2
A〉2 . (5.1)

It is easy to compute that the partition function of the 0d SYK model with such random

couplings are

〈z〉 = 0, 〈z2〉 =
N !

p!(q!)p
t2, . (5.2)

The higher moments of JA in (6) contributes nontrivially to 〈z4〉

〈z4〉 =
′∑

A,B,C,D

sgn(A)sgn(B)sgn(C)sgn(D)〈JA1JB1JC1JD1 . . . JApJBpJCpJDp〉 , (5.3)

which can be expanded

〈z4〉 =

p∑
k=0

cknN−qkv
4kt4(p−k) ≡

∑
k

z
(k)
4 ,

nN =
N !

(q!)2N/q

∑
n1+n2+n3=N/q

ni≥0

(qn1)!(qn2)!(qn3)!

(n1!n2!n3!)2
,

cknN−qk =
N !

k!(q!)2p−k

∑
n1+n2+n3=N/q−k

ni≥0

(qn1)!(qn2)!(qn3)!

(n1!n2!n3!)2
(5.4)

where ck is the number of ways to choose k q-subsets out of N and nN is the multiplic-

ities coming from the different Wick contractions, i.e.

〈z4〉v=0 = nN t
4p. (5.5)

To find the dominant term in the large N limit let us define the ratio

r̃k =
z

(k)
4

z
(k−1)
4

∼ v4

t4
1− k + p

k

4!(4p− kp)!
(4p− 4k + 4)!

, (5.6)

r̃1 ∼
v4

t4
1

p2
, r̃p ∼

υ4

t4
1

p
, (5.7)
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where we have taken q = 4 for simplicity. By taking the derivative with respect to k

we find that r̃k will initially decrease and then increase with increasing k so r̃p is the

maximal value. If r̃p ≤ 1 i.e.

v4

t4
≤ p , (5.8)

then the dominant term will be z
(0)
4 therefore the contributions of higher moments can

be ignored in this limit. Recall that the half-wormhole saddle of z2 when 〈JA〉 = 0 can

be written as

Φ =
′∑

A,B

sgn(A)sgn(B)
(
JA1JB1 − δA1B1t

2
)
. . .
(
JApJBp − δApBpt2

)
, (5.9)

such that

〈Φ2〉 ≈ 〈Φz2〉 ≈ 2〈z2〉2, (5.10)

and

〈Error2〉 = 〈z4〉 − 〈z2〉2 + 〈Φ2〉 − 2〈z2Φ2〉
≈ 3〈z2〉2 − 〈z2〉2 + 2〈z2〉2 − 4〈z2〉2 = 0, (5.11)

in the leading order of N as before. However if r̃p > 1, then it will be possible that z
(p)
4 is

the leading term whose corresponding Feynman diagram is shown in Fig.10. Therefore

Figure 10: z
(p)
4
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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: 〈Ja〉 = 〈J2
a〉 = 〈J3

a〉 = 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

4th cumulant

〈Ja〉 = 〈J2
a〉 = 〈J3

a〉 = 0, 〈J4
a〉 = v4 . (6.1)

Such a distribution could also be considered as an extremal limit of other distributions.

6.1 Averaged quantities: 〈z4〉 and 〈z8〉

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

〈z4〉 =

∫
d4Nψ exp

v4
∑

A1<···<Aq

ψ1
A1
ψ2
A1
ψ3
A1
ψ4
A1
. . . ψ1

Aqψ
2
Aqψ

3
Aqψ

4
Aq


=

∫
d4Nψ exp

(
v4

q!
(
N∑
i

ψ1
iψ

2
iψ

3
iψ

4
i )
q

)
. (6.2)

Then we can introduce the G,Σ trick

〈z4〉 =

∫
d4Nψ

∫
dGδ(G4 −

N∑
i

ψ1
iψ

2
iψ

3
iψ

4
i ) exp

(
v4

q!
Gq

4

)

=

∫
d4Nψ

∫
dG

dΣ

2πi
exp

(
−Σ(G4 −

N∑
i

ψ1
iψ

2
iψ

3
iψ

4
i )

)
exp

(
v4

q!
Gq

4

)
=

∫
dG

∫
dΣ

2πi
exp

(
N log Σ− ΣG4 +

v4

q!
Gq

)
= (∂G4)N exp

(
υ4

q!
Gq

4

)
|G4=0 =

(
v4

q!

)N/q
N !

(N/q)!
= v4p N !

p!(q!)p
. (6.3)
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Alternatively, we can obtain this result by integrating out the fermions first to get the

hyperpfaffin, taking the 4th power, and then do the average

〈z4〉 =
∑
ABCD

sgn(A,B,C,D)〈JA1JB1JC1JD1 . . . JApJBpJCpJDp〉 = v4p
∑
A

1 = v4p N !

p!(q!)p
.

(6.4)

The computation of 〈z8〉 is more involved

〈z8〉 =

∫
d8Nψ exp

(
v4

q!
(
N∑
i

ψai ψ
b
iψ

c
iψ

d
i )
q

)
, (6.5)

where

(a, b, c, d) ∈ {1 ≤ 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 Gabcd = GA′ and Σabcd = ΣA′ as the collective field

variables such that (6.4) can be expressed as

〈z8〉 =

∫
dGA′dΣA′

(2πi)70
(PF(ΣA′))

N exp

(
−
∑
A′

[ΣA′GA′ +
v4

q!
Gq
A′ ]

)

=

 ′∑
A′1<A

′
2

sgn(A′)∂GA′1
∂GA′2

N

exp

(
v4

q!
Gq
A′

)
|GA′=0

≈
(
v4

q!

) 2N
q N !2

p!2
1

2

(
8

4

)
= 35

(
v4

q!

) 2N
q N !2

p!2
, (6.7)

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

〈z8〉 ≈ 35〈z4〉2 . (6.8)

6.2 The un-averaged z4

Following similar ideas as in the previous sections, we insert a suitable identity to the

expression of z4

z4 =

∫
d4Nψ exp

(
iq/2
∑
A,i

JAψ
i
A

)∫
dG4δ(G4 −

N∑
i

4∏
a=1

ψai ) exp

(
v4

q!
[Gq

4 − (
N∑
i

4∏
a=1

ψai )
q]

)
(6.9)
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Rotating the contour as before we can rewrite z4 as

z4 =

∫
dσΨ(σ)Γ̂(σ) , (6.10)

where Ψ(σ) is same as (3.11) and the second factor is

Γ̂(σ) =

∫
d4Nψ exp

(
ie−

iπ
q σ
∏
a

ψai + iq/2
∑
A,a

JAψ
a
A − v4

∑
A

∏
a

ψaA

)
. (6.11)

Therefore we expect the half-wormhole saddle is given by

Γ = Γ̂(0) =
∑
ABCD

sgn(A,B,C,D)

p∏
k=1

(JAkJBkJCkJDk − δ
Bk
Ak
δBkCk δ

Dk
Ck
v4) , (6.12)

which satisfies

〈Γ〉 = 0 , 〈Γ2〉 = 〈Γz4〉 ≈ 34〈z4〉2 , (6.13)

〈(z4 − 〈z4〉 − Γ)2〉 = 〈z8〉 − 〈z4〉2 + 〈Γ2〉 − 2〈Γz4〉 ≈ 0 . (6.14)

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,Σ 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 〈Jn〉c = Nλ, ∀n. 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 i of ψi 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 moments11

〈z〉 =

∫
d2Nψ eN iqλ

∑
A ψ

1
A , (7.1)

〈z2〉 =

∫
d4Nψ eN iqλ

∑
A(ψ1

A+ψ2
A)eN i2qλ

∑
A ψ

1
Aψ

2
A , (7.2)

〈z3〉 =

∫
d6Nψ eN iqλ

∑
A(ψ1

A+ψ2
A+ψ3

A)eN i2qλ
∑
A(ψ1

Aψ
2
A+ψ1

Aψ
3
A+ψ2

Aψ
3
A)eN i3qλ

∑
A ψ

1
Aψ

2
Aψ

3
A . (7.3)

For a generic k, we find

〈zk〉 =

∫
d2kNψeλ

∑
A

∑k
n=1

1
n!

(iq
∑k
i=1(ψiA))n . (7.4)

Formally we can define

Z(λ) ≡ 〈z∞〉 =

∫
dψ exp

{
Nλ

∑
A

(eiq
∑
i=1 ψ

i
A − 1)

}
. (7.5)

We can compute these moments by integrating out the fermions directly

〈zn〉 = 〈Pf(JA)n〉 . (7.6)

However the ensemble average of PF(JA)n is very complicated. Alternatively, if we

only care about the large N behavior we can use the G,Σ trick and do a saddle point

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

〈z〉 =

∫
dΣdG(−i)NΣNeN iqλG

q

q! eiNΣG. (7.7)

The saddle point equations are

ΣG = i,
λ

(q − 1)!
(iG)q = 1 , (7.8)

whose solutions are

iG =

(
(q − 1)!

λ

)1/q

e
2mπi
q , m = 1, . . . , q . (7.9)

It has been argued in [77] these q 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 situation12

〈z〉Disk = e−N(1− 1
q

)

(
N qλ

(q − 1)!

)p∑
m

e
2mπi
q = qe−N(1− 1

q
)

(
N qλ

(q − 1)!

)p
, (7.10)

11Here we have rescaled q → 2q, N → 2N .
12Here we have dropped the normalization factor iN .

– 50 –



where p = N/q as before. Adding the 1-loop factor 1/
√
q we end up with the correct

large-N behavior

〈z〉Disk+1 loop =
1
√
q
e−N(1− 1

q
)

(
N qλ

(q − 1)!

)p
. (7.11)

Other moments can be computed similarly. For example, to compute 〈z2〉, we need to

introduce three collective variables

G1 =
∑
i<j

iψ1
iψ

1
j , G2 =

∑
i<j

iψ2
iψ

2
j , G12 =

∑
i

ψ1
iψ

2
i (7.12)

such that

iq
∑
A

ψ1
A =

Gq
1

q!
, iq

∑
A

ψ2
A =

Gq
2

q!
, i2q

∑
A

ψ1
Aψ

2
A =

G2q
12

(2q)!
. (7.13)

Imposing these relations with the help of a set of Lagrangian multiplier fields Σ1, Σ2

and Σ12, the 〈z2〉 can be expressed as

〈z2〉 =

∫
[d3Gid

3Σi]e
N λ
q!

(Gq1+Gq2+ q!
(2q)!

G2q
12)eiN

∑
i(ΣiGi)

∫
d2Nψe

1
2

ΨMΨ, (7.14)

=

∫
[d3Gid

3Σi]
√

det[Σ1Σ2A2 − Σ2
12I2N ]e

Nλ
q!

(Gq1+Gq2+ q!
(2q)!

G2q
12)eiN

∑
i(ΣiGi) (7.15)

=

∫
[d3Gid

3Σi]i
2Ndet[

√
Σ1Σ2A+ Σ12IN ]eN

λ
q!

(Gq1+Gq2+ q!
(2q)!

G2q
12)eiN

∑
i(ΣiGi) (7.16)

=

∫
[d3Gid

3Σi]
i2N

2

(
(Σ12 +

√
Σ1Σ2)2N + (Σ12 −

√
Σ1Σ2)2N

)
eN

Nλ
q!

(Gq1+Gq2+ q!
(2q)!

G2q
12)eN i

∑
i(ΣiGi)

=

∫
[d3Gid

3Σi]i
2N

N∑
k=1

(
2N

2k

)
Σ2N−2k

12 (Σ1Σ2)keN
λ
q!

(Gq1+Gq2+ q!
(2q)!

G2q
12)eN i

∑
i(ΣiGi) (7.17)

where we have defined

Ψ =
(
ψ1

1, . . . , ψ
1
2N , ψ

2
1, . . . , ψ

2
2N

)
, M =

(
Σ1A −iΣ12I2N

iΣ12I2N Σ2A

)
, (7.18)

A = −AT , Aij = 1, ∀i < j. (7.19)

The saddle point equations lead to

iΣi +
λ

(q − 1)!
Gq−1
i = 0, i = 1, 2, (7.20)

iΣ12 +
λ

(2q − 1)!
G2q−1

12 = 0 ,
∑
i

ΣiGi = 2i . (7.21)
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This set of equations have multiple solutions. For example, the wormhole saddle is

G1 = G2 = Σ1 = Σ2 = 0, G12 =

(
2(2q − 1)!

λ

)1/2q

e
2mπi

2q , (7.22)

〈z2〉WH+1loop =
1√
2q
e−2N(1− 1

2q
)

(
(2N)2qλ

2(2q − 1)!

)p
(7.23)

and the disconnected saddle is

G12 = Σ12 = 0, G1 = G2 =

(
(q − 1)!

λ

)1/q

, (7.24)

〈z2〉disc+1loop =
1

q
e−2N(1− 1

q
)

(
N qλ

(q − 1)!

)2p

= 〈z〉2Disk+1loop. (7.25)

The ratio of these two saddles is

〈z2〉WH+1loop

〈z2〉disc+1loop

=

√
q

2

(
q!222q

eλq(2q)!

)p
. (7.26)

In the large N or p = N/q limit, the wormhole saddle can dominate only when λ <
q!222q

eλq(2q)!

(
q
2

) 1
2p which is consistent with our previous results.

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:

〈z2k〉connected =

∫
d4kNψdG

dΣ

2π
exp

(
iNΣ

(
G−

2N∑
i

2k∏
a=1

ψai

))
exp

(
N

λ

(2q)!
G2q

)
(7.27)

=

∫
dG

dΣ

2π
(iΣ)2N exp

(
Nλ

(2q)!
G2q + iNΣG

)
, (7.28)

where the collective variable G is

G =
2N∑
i

2k∏
a=1

ψai . (7.29)

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

〈z2k〉2k−WH+1loop = 〈z2〉2−WH+1loop =
1√
2q
e−2N(1− 1

2q
)

(
(2N)2qλ

2(2q − 1)!

)p
. (7.30)

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

〈z2k+1〉connected =

∫
d(4k+2)NψdG

dΣ

2π
exp

(
iNΣ(G−

2N∑
i<j

2k+1∏
a=1

ψai

2k+1∏
a=1

ψaj

)
exp

(
Nλ

q!
Gq

)
=

∫
dG

dΣ

2π
(iΣ)2N exp

(
Nλ

q!
Gq + iNΣG

)
, (7.31)
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where the collective variable G is obviously defined as

G =
2N∑
i<j

2k+1∏
a=1

ψai

2k+1∏
a=1

ψaj , (7.32)

therefore the saddle point approximation is

〈z2k+1〉2k+1−HW+1loop = 〈z〉Disk+1loop =
1
√
q
e−N(1− 1

q
)

(
N qλ

(q − 1)!

)p
. (7.33)

These higher n-linked-wormholes should be compared with the corresponding powers

of the disk solution, and furthermore since 〈z2〉2−WH+1loop � 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

effective action13. The quantity that is analogous to the partition function but with

some information of real time evolution is

U(T ) = Te−i
∫ T
0 dtH(t) . (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

|TrU(T )|2 . (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

TrU(T ) =

∫
Dψa exp

{
−i

∫ T

0

dt

[
− i

2
ψa∂tψa + Ja1...aq(t)i

q
2ψa1...aq

]}
, (8.3)

where the Lagrangian density is manifestly real.

To compute (8.2), we introduce two replicas of fermions; ψ(L) constitute the fermions

in H of U and ψ(R) in U∗. Therefore the complex conjugate should map between ψ(L)

and ψ(R). One conventional way to define ψ(R) from ψ(L) is

ψ(R)
a =

(
ψ(L)
a

)∗
. (8.4)

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

TrU(T )∗ =

∫
Dψ(R)

a exp

{
−i

∫ T

0

dt

[
i

2
ψ(R)
a ∂tψ

(R)
a − Ja1...aq(t)i

q
2ψ(R)

a1...aq

]}
, (8.5)

We can further do a field redefinition ψ(R) → iψ(R) so that the kinetic term has the

“right” sign14

TrU(T )∗ =

∫
Dψ(R)

a e
−i
∫ T
0 dt

[
− i

2
ψ

(R)
a ∂tψ

(R)
a −Ja1...aq (t)(−i)

q
2 ψ

(R)
a1...aq

]
, (8.6)

Combining (8.3), with ψa replaced by ψ
(L)
a , and (8.6), the quantity we would like to

compute is

|TrU(T )|2 =

∫
Dψ(L)

a Dψ(R)
a e

i
∫ T
0 dt

[
i
2
ψ

(j)
a ∂tψ

(j)
a −Ja1...aq (t)

(
i
q
2 ψ

(L)
a1...aq

−(−i)
q
2 ψ

(R)
a1...aq

)]
. (8.7)

A side remark is that the complex conjugation is closely related to time reversal

symmetry T , and also because [T , H] = 0, we expect TrU(T )∗ = TrU(−T ). Indeed,

we find

TrU(−T ) =

∫
Dψ(R)

a exp

{
−i

∫ −T
0

dt

[
− i

2
ψ(R)
a ∂tψ

(R)
a + Ja1...aq(t)i

q
2ψ(R)

a1...aq

]}
(8.8)

=

∫
Dψ(R)

a exp

{
i

∫ 0

−T
dt

[
− i

2
ψ(R)
a ∂tψ

(R)
a + Ja1...aq(t)i

q
2ψ(R)

a1...aq

]}
(8.9)

=

∫
Dψ(R)

a exp

{
i

∫ T

0

dt

[
− i

2
ψ(R)
a ∂tψ

(R)
a + Ja1...aq(t)i

q
2ψ(R)

a1...aq

]}
= TrU(T )∗ , (8.10)

where we simply use ψ(R) 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 ψ(L). 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 TrU(T )TrU(−T ).

Note that the random couplings satisfy

〈JA〉 = 0, 〈JA(t)JB(t′)〉 = δ(t− t′)δABJ 2, J 2 = 2J
(q − 1)!

N q−1
, (8.11)

and the our normalization of one-dimensional Majorana fermions is

{ψi, ψj} = δij . (8.12)

To simplify our notation, we simply denote |TrU(T )|2 by 〈|z|2〉 in the rest computation.

14Here we choose to absorb an extra iN 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|2〉 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

to (8.11). In the large N limit and for even q this leads to

〈|z|2〉 =

∫
R
DGLR

∫
iR

DΣLR

2πi/(TN)
e
N
[
log
(

2 cos
TΣLR

2

)
− 2JT
q2q

+iq 2JT
q
GqLR−2T

2
ΣLRGLR

]
. (8.13)

The integration measure is normalized such that if we first to the G integral then the Σ

integral, we get the result of free fermions 〈|z|2〉|J=0 = 2N . Notice that the Gij function

defined above is real under the complex conjugation (8.4). Making use of the identity∫
iR

dΣ

2πi/(TN)
e−NTΣ(G−x) = δ(G− x) (8.14)

we get

〈|z|2〉 = e
− JNT
q2q−1

N∑
k=0

(
N

k

)
e
JTN
q2q−1 ( 2k

N
−1)q ≡ ce . (8.15)

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/2

)
=

N !

((N/2)!)2 ∼ 2N
√

2

πN
, (8.16)

which leads to the contribution

cs =

√
2

πN
2Ne

− JTN
q2q−1 . (8.17)

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

cl = 2 . (8.18)

The behavior of 〈|z|2〉 is shown in Figure. 11 where the early time exponential

decay and the late time constant behavior is manifest.
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Figure 11: The behavior of 〈|z|2〉, where the horizontal axis is log10 T and the vertical

axis is log10〈|z|2〉. The red dots are computed using (8.15) with q = 4, J = 1 and a

cutoff at n = 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|2〉 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

G = ie
iπ
q g, Σ = e−

iπ
q σ . (8.19)

The action then reduces to

〈|z|2〉 =

∫
Dg
∫

DσLR
2πi/(TN)

e
N

[
log

(
2 cos Te

−i πq σ
2

)
− 2JT
q2q
− 2JT

q
gq−T iσg

]
. (8.20)

The equation of motion of the σ field leads to

g =
i

2
e−

iπ
q tan(

Tσ

2
e−

iπ
q ) , (8.21)

while the equation of motion of g is

igσ + 2Jgq = 0. (8.22)

The two equations indicate a condition that g should satisfy

g +
1

2
e−

iπ
q tanh(JTgq−1e−

iπ
q ) = 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 q = 1 case

Formally, we can consider the q = 1 case where the saddle point solution can be found

explicitly. In particular, when q = 1, the saddle point equation (8.23) reduces to

g = −1

2
tanh (TJ) , σ = iJ . (8.24)

The on-shell action (with the 1-loop correction) is then

〈|z|2〉 = e−
2JTN

2

(
e−JT + eJT

)N
. (8.25)

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

explicitly to

〈|z|2〉 = e−2JTN
(
e−JT + eJT

)N
. (8.26)

The exact result agrees with the above saddle point result.

8.2.2 Saddle point solution: q > 1 at short time Tσ � 1

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

into

S2 = N

(
2T

(
−Jg

q

q
− igσ

2

)
− 1

8
e−

2iπ
q σ2T 2 − e−

4iπ
q σ4T 4

192
+O(T 5)

)
, (8.27)

where

S2 = S −N log(2) +NT
2J

q2q
, (8.28)

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 S2. 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
(
− iσg

2
− J

q
gq
)

term, which means the set of saddle point equations always contain the following equa-

tion

2iJgq−1 = σ . (8.29)
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This relation means the saddle point contribution to the on shell action has the general

form

S2 = N

(
2
(
− i

2

) q
q−1 (q − 1)TJ

1
1−q σ̃

q
q−1

q
− 1

8
e−

2iπ
q σ2T 2 − e−

4iπ
q σ4T 4

192
+O(T 3)

)
.

(8.30)

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

Tσ < 1 . (8.31)

The remaining terms could switch dominance depending on the value of σ in the

saddle point solution.

short time: Tσ
q
q−1 > T 2σ2 > T 4σ4 , ⇔ 0 < σ < T

q−1
2−q , (8.32)

intermediate time: T 2σ2 > Tσ
q
q−1 > T 4σ4 , ⇔ T

q−1
2−q < σ < T

3(−1+q)
4−3q . (8.33)

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

g = ie−
2iπ
q σT , σ = igq−1J . (8.34)

• Short time

In this case, the dominant term in the action is

S2 = 2NT

(
−Jg

q

q
− gσ

2

)
≈ 2N

−
(

(−1)
1
q−1 (q − 1)

)
TJ

1
1−qσ

q
q−1

q2
q
q−1

 . (8.35)

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

is

g = 0 , σ = 0 , (8.36)

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

NT exp

{
N

[
log (2)− 2JT

q2q

]}
= 2Ne

− JTN
q2q−1NT . (8.37)

Next we need to consider the quadratic fluctuations around this saddle

g → g + δg , σ → σ + δσ . (8.38)
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This gives the 1-loop factor

1

NT
, (8.39)

Therefore this saddle point approximation gives

〈|z|2〉s+1loop = exp

{
N

[
log (2)− JT

q2q

]}
= 2Ne

− JTN
q2q−1 . (8.40)

We next want to compare this saddle point approximation with the exact result (8.15).

It is clear that in the small T region the dominant saddle should be (8.17). However, it

is also clear that the k ∼ N
2

terms in the sum should also give comparable contributions.

Indeed, if we compare the result (8.17) with (8.40), we find

〈|z|2〉s+1loop =

√
πN

2
cs . (8.41)

On the other hand, as we can check numerically,

ce =

√
πN

2
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 eTN(1− 2k
N

)q ≤ eTN .

So if T ∼ 1
N

this exponent is always of order 1 so that (8.15) can be approximated by

e
− JNT
q2q−1

∑
k

(
N
k

)
= e

− JNT
q2q−1 2N . 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.

• Intermediate time

In this region both the σ2 and σ
q
q−1 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

σ = 0 , g = 0 , (8.43)

and

g =

(
−e2πim− 2iπ

q
JT

2

) 1
2−q

, σ = 2iJgq−1 . (8.44)

and both saddles should in principle be taken into account. Notice that the expression

seems to blow up at T → 0, but we have fixed the range to be ∼ T0 so the expression
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Figure 12: N = 105, q = 4, J = 1, T = 0.1. The vertical axis is ce/
(√

πN
2
cs

)
with

a cutoff 2
√
πN 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

(NT )2Ne−
2JNT
q2q exp

((
1

2
− 1

q

)
gq
)
, (8.45)

The loop correction around each of the saddle is

1

NT
√
q − 2

. (8.46)

The full contribution is

2Ne−
2JNT
q2q

1√
q − 2

exp

(
N

2− q
2q

e
2qmiπ
2−q

(
JT

2

) 2
2−q
)

(8.47)

However, it is easy to check numerically that the contributions to the on-shell action

from these saddles (8.47) never dominate when q > 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 Tσ � 1

At long time, we can replace the cosh function by an exponential function. There are

two choices, which leads to two different solutions

log

(
2 cos(

Tσ

2
e−

iπ
q )

)
∼ i

2
Te−

iπ
q σ , <(ie−iπ

q σ) > 0 (8.48)

log

(
2 cos(

Tσ

2
e−

iπ
q )

)
∼ − i

2
Te−

iπ
q σ , <(ie−iπ

q σ) < 0 . (8.49)
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The solution of the saddle point equation in this case is time independent,

g = ±1

2
e−

iπ
q , σ = 2iJgq−1 . (8.50)

For even q the on-shell actions of these saddles, including the 1-loop corrections, are

also time independent

〈|z|2〉WH+11oop = 2× 1 = 2 , (8.51)

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 6= 0, these saddle points are identified with wormhole saddles.

8.3 〈|z|4〉 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

|z|4 ≡ z1z2z3z4:∫
D4Nψe

i
∫ T
0 dt

[
i
2
ψ

(i)
a ∂tψ

(i)
a −Ja1...aq (t)

(
i
q
2 ψ

(1)
a1...aq

−(−i)
q
2 ψ

(2)
a1...aq

+i
q
2 ψ

(3)
a1...aq

−(−i)
q
2 ψ

(4)
a1...aq

)]
. (8.52)

We first compute the ensemble averaged version 〈z1z2z3z4〉:

〈|z|4〉 =

∫
D4Nψ e

∫ T
0 dt

[
− 1

2
ψ

(i)
a ∂tψ

(i)
a −J

2

2

(
i
q
2 ψ

(1)
a1...aq

−(−i)
q
2 ψ

(2)
a1...aq

+i
q
2 ψ

(3)
a1...aq

−(−i)
q
2 ψ

(4)
a1...aq

)2
]

=

∫
D4Nψ[

∏
a<b

DGab
DΣab

2πi/N
] exp

{∫ T

0

dt

[
−1

2
ψ(i)
a ∂tψ

(i)
a −

4JNT

q2q
+

2
∑
a<b

(
JN

q
sabG

q
ab −N

Σab

2
Gab +

∑
i

Σab

2
ψai ψ

b
i

)]}
(8.53)

where s12 = s14 = s23 = s34 = iq, s13 = s24 = −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∫
d4Nψ exp

(∑
a<b

Σabψ
a
i ψ

b
i

)
(8.54)

= 2N
[
cos

(
1

2

√
(Σ14 − Σ23)2 + (Σ13 + Σ24)2 + (Σ12 − Σ34)2

)
+ cos

(
1

2

√
(Σ14 + Σ23)2 + (Σ13 − Σ24)2 + (Σ12 + Σ34)2

)]N
, (8.55)
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thus

〈|z|4〉 =

∫
[
∏
a<b

DGab
DΣab

2πi/(NT )
]e−

4JNT
q2q exp (Seff) , (8.56)

Seff = 2NT
∑
a<b

(
J

q
sabG

q
ab −

Σab

2
Gab

)
+N log(eiTf+ + e−iTf+ + eiTf− + e−iTf−) ,

(8.57)

with

f± =
1

2

√
(Σ14 ± Σ23)2 + (Σ13 ∓ Σ24)2 + (Σ12 ± Σ34)2 . (8.58)

8.3.1 Exact evaluation

Similar to the exact calculation of 〈|z|2〉 we can integrate ΣAB first to obtain

〈|z|4〉 = e−
4JNT
q2q

(
e

if̂+
N + e−

if̂+
N + e

if̂−
N + e−

if̂−
N

)N
e

2NTJ
q

∑
a<b sabG

q
ab

∣∣∣
Gab=0

(8.59)

= e−
4JNT
q2q

∑
0≤ni≤N,

∑
i ni=N

e
i(n1−n2)

N
f̂+e

i(n3−n4)
N

f̂−e
2NTJ
q

∑
a<b sabG

q
ab

∣∣∣
Gab=0

, (8.60)

where we have introduced the differential operators

f̂± =
1

2

√
(∂G14 ± ∂G23)2 + (∂G13 ∓ ∂G24)2 + (∂G12 ± ∂G34)2. (8.61)

Expanding the exponentials into Taylor series and keeping only the non-vanishing terms

we get

e
i(n1−n2)

N
f̂+e

i(n3−n4)
N

f̂−e
2NTJ
q

∑
a<b sabG

q
ab

∣∣∣
Gab=0

,

=
∞∑
n=0

∞∑
m=0

(
i(n1 − n2)

N

)mq (
i(n3 − n4)

N

)nq
f̂mq+ f̂nq−

(mq)!(nq)!
e

2NTJ
q

∑
a<b sabG

q
ab

∣∣∣
Gab=0

, (8.62)

with

f̂mq+ f̂nq− =
1

2(n+m)q

∑
0≤k+

i ≤m,
∑
k+
i =m

0≤k−i ≤n,
∑
k−i =n

(
(∂G14 + ∂G23)k

+
1 q(∂G14 − ∂G23)k

−
1 q

× (∂G13 − ∂G24)k
+
2 q(∂G13 + ∂G24)k

−
2 q(∂G12 + ∂G34)k

+
3 q(∂G12 − ∂G34)k

−
3 q
)
. (8.63)
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For each pair of differential operators in (8.63) the contribution can be obtained for

example as

(∂G14 + ∂G23)k
+
1 q(∂G14 − ∂G23)k

−
1 qe−

2NTJ
q

(Gq14+Gq23)
∣∣∣
Gab=0

=

k+
1 ,k
−
1∑

l+1 =0,l−1 =0

(
k+

1 q

l+1 q

)(
k−1 q

l−1 q

)
∂

(l+1 +l−1 )q
G14

∂
(k+

1 +k−1 −l
+
1 −l

−
1 )q

G23
eiq 2NTJ

q
(Gq14+Gq23)

∣∣∣
Gab=0

(8.64)

=

(
iq

2NJT

q

)(k+
1 +k−1 )q k+

1 ,k
−
1∑

l+1 =0,l−1 =0

(
k+

1 q

l+1 q

)(
k−1 q

l−1 q

)
[(l+1 + l−1 )q]![(k+

1 + k−1 − l+1 − l−1 )q]!

(l+1 + l−1 )!(k+
1 + k−1 − l+1 − l−1 )!

≡
(

iq
2NJT

q

)(k+
1 +k−1 )q

∆(k+
1 , k

−
1 ). (8.65)

Thus the full expression of (8.59) is

〈|z|4〉 = e−
4JNT
q2q

∑
0≤ni≤N,∑
i ni=N

∞∑
n=0

∞∑
m=0

∑
0≤k+

i ≤m,
∑
k+
i =m

0≤k−i ≤n,
∑
k−i =n

k+
i ,k
−
i∑

l+i =0,l−i =0

( in12

N
)mq

(mq)!2mq
( in34

N
)nq

(nq)!2nq

(
iq

2NJT

q

)(k+
1 +k−1 +k+

3 +k−3 )q (
−2NJT

q

)(k+
2 +k−2 )q 3∏

i=1

∆(k+
i , k

−
i ) , (8.66)

where n12 = n1 − n2 and n34 = n3 − n4. This is very complicated expression but at

large T and large N , the leading contributions come from the cases when ni = N and

nj = 0, j 6= i. For each of these cases, we show in Appendix (D) that it contributes

2 when q = 4m and 3 when q = 4m + 2. So in total, 〈z4〉T→∞ approaches to 8 when

q = 4m and 12 when q = 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 gab and σab are along the

real lines

G12 = ie
iπ
q g12, G23 = ie

iπ
q g23, G14 = ie

iπ
q g14, G34 = ie

iπ
q g34, (8.67)

Σ12 = e−
iπ
q σ12, Σ23 = e−

iπ
q σ23, Σ14 = e−

iπ
q σ14, Σ34 = e−

iπ
q σ34, (8.68)

G13 = g13, G24 = g24, Σ13 = iσ13, Σ24 = iσ24 . (8.69)
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The effective action then becomes

S = 2NT
∑
ab

(
−J
q
gqab − i

σab
2
gab

)
+N log(eiTf+ + e−iTf+ + eiTf− + e−iTf−) . (8.70)

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

exponentials e±iTf± dominates the integral. To be explicit, let us assume the dominant

one to be

eiaT
2

√
(Σ14+bΣ23)2+(Σ13−bΣ24)2+(Σ12+bΣ34)2

= eiaT
2

√
e
− 2iπ

q (σ14+bσ23)2−(σ13−bσ24)2+e
− 2iπ

q (σ12+bσ34)2
,

(8.71)

where a, b can be ±1. The saddle point equations leads to

g34 = bg12, g24 = −bg13, g23 = bg14, σab = 2iJgq−1
ab , g2

12e
2iπ
q + g2

14e
2iπ
q − g2

13 = 1 .

(8.72)

There is always a trivial saddle solution

gab = σab = 0, 〈|z|4〉trivial = 22Ne
− JNT
q2q−2 , (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

g12 = bg34 = a
1

2
e−

iπ
q , g13 = g14 = g23 = g24 = 0, 〈|z|4〉12 = 1, (8.74)

g13 = −bg24 = a
i

2
, g12 = g14 = g23 = g34 = 0, 〈|z|4〉13 = e−

2(1+(i)q)NJT
q , (8.75)

g14 = bg23 = a
1

2
e−

iπ
q , g13 = g12 = g34 = g24 = 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|2〉
and (8.75) correspond to the possible wormhole saddle appearing in 〈z2〉. Therefore we

find that in the late time

〈z4〉WH =

{
3〈z2〉2WH q = 4k + 2,

2〈z2〉2WH q = 4k.
(8.77)

Notice that for a = ±1 the real parts of eiTfp and e−iTfp are the same, so it is not

possible that only the a = 1 term dominate; what happens is that when the eiaTfp

dominates, the e−iaTfp 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 q = 4k and 12 when

q = 4k + 2 as we found in the exact evaluation.

The interesting q mod 4 relation is consistent with the time reversal symmetry.
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8.4 z2 at fixed coupling in the Brownian SYK model

In the following we consider the non-average expression (8.7), which we recall here

|TrU(T )|2 =

∫
Dψ(L)

a Dψ(R)
a e

i
∫ T
0 dt

[
i
2
ψ

(j)
a ∂tψ

(j)
a −Ja1...aq (t)

(
i
q
2 ψ

(L)
a1...aq

−(−i)
q
2 ψ

(R)
a1...aq

)]
. (8.78)

We can again introduce

1 =

∫
R
DGLR

∫
iR

DΣLR

2× 2πi/N
e−

∫
dtdt′

ΣLR(t,t′)
2 (NGLR(t,t′)−

∑
a ψ

L
a (t)ψRa (t′))efLR(NGLR)−fLR(

∑
a ψ

L
a ψ

R
a ) .

(8.79)

The quantity we would like to compute is

|TrU(T )|2 =

∫
R
DGLR

∫
iR

DΣLR

2× 2πi/N

∫
Dψ(L)

a Dψ(R)
a (8.80)

× exp

{
i

∫ T

0

dt

[
i

2
ψ(j)
a ∂tψ

(j)
a − Ja1...aq(t)

(
i
q
2ψ(L)

a1...aq
− (−i)

q
2ψ(R)

a1...aq

)]}
(8.81)

× e−
∫

dtdt′
ΣLR(t,t′)

2 (NGLR(t,t′)−
∑
a ψ

L
a (t)ψRa (t′))efLR(NGLR)−fLR(

∑
a ψ

L
a ψ

R
a ) . (8.82)

We further rewrite

|TrU(T )|2 =

∫
R

DΣLR

2π/N
Φ(ΣLR)Ψ(ΣLR) . (8.83)

The ψa independent part reads

Ψ(ΣLR) =

∫
R
DGLRe

−
∫

dtdt′N
ΣLR(t,t′)

2
GLR(t,t′)efLR(NGLR) , (8.84)

where

fLR(NGLR) =
2J

N q−1q
(−1)

q
2 (NGLR,ii)

q . (8.85)

The ψa dependent part is

Φ(ΣLR) =

∫
Dψ(L)

a Dψ(R)
a e

1
2

∫
dtdt′ΣLR(t,t′)(ψLa (t)ψRa (t′))−fLR(

∑
a ψ

L
a ψ

R
a ) (8.86)

× exp

{
i

∫ T

0

dt

[
i

2
ψ(j)
a ∂tψ

(j)
a − Ja1...aq(t)

(
i
q
2ψ(L)

a1...aq
− (−i)

q
2ψ(R)

a1...aq

)]}
.

(8.87)
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For the integral over GLR to converge, we rotate the contour so that

ΣLR = e−iπ
q σ , GLR = ieiπ

q g . (8.88)

If we now compute the average of Φ(σ), we get

〈Φ(σ)〉 =

∫
Dψ(L)

a Dψ(R)
a e

1
2

∫
dtdt′ΣLR(t,t′)(ψLa (t)ψRa (t′))−fLR(

∑
a ψ

L
a ψ

R
a ) (8.89)

× exp

{∫ T

0

dt

[
−1

2
ψ(j)
a ∂tψ

(j)
a −

J 2

2

(
i
q
2ψ(L)

a1...aq
− (−i)

q
2ψ(R)

a1...aq

)2
]}

(8.90)

=

∫
Dψ(L)

a Dψ(R)
a e

1
2

∫
dtdt′ΣLR(t,t′)(ψLa (t)ψRa (t′))e

−
∫ T
0 dt

[
1
2
ψ

(j)
a ∂tψ

(j)
a +J

2

2q (Nq )
]
. (8.91)

Integrating over the fermions, we get

〈Φ(σ)〉 = exp

{
−J

2

2q
T

(
N

q

)
+N log

[
2 cos(

Tσe−
iπ
q

4
)

]}
(8.92)

∼ exp

{
−2JTN

q2q
+N log

[
2 cos(

Tσe−
iπ
q

4
)

]}
, (8.93)

where in the last line we substitute (8.11) and adopt the leading large-N approximation.

For example, at Σ = 0,

〈Φ(0)〉 ∼ 2Ne−
2JTN
q2q , (8.94)

and at T = 0,

〈Φ(0)〉 ∼ 2N , (8.95)

which is independent of J and q.

We still want to find the region in the σ plane where Φ is self-averaging. So next

we compute the square

Φ(σ)2 =

∫
Dψ(L,1)

a Dψ(R,1)
a Dψ(L,2)

a Dψ(R,2)
a exp

{
1

2

∫
dtΣLR(t, t′)

(
ψL,1a ψR,1a + ψL,2a ψR,2a

)
− fLR(

∑
a

ψL,1a ψR,1a )− fLR(
∑
a

ψL,2a ψR,2a )−
∫ T

0

dt

(
1

2
ψ(j,1)
a ∂tψ

(j,1)
a +

1

2
ψ(j,2)
a ∂tψ

(j,2)
a

)
−i

∫ T

0

dtdt′Ja1...aq(t)
(

i
q
2ψ(L,1)

a1...aq
− (−i)

q
2ψ(R,1)

a1...aq
+ i

q
2ψ(L,2)

a1...aq
− (−i)

q
2ψ(R,2)

a1...aq

)}
.

(8.96)

– 66 –



Its average over the random coupling is

〈Φ(σ)2〉 =

∫
Dψ(L,1)

a Dψ(R,1)
a Dψ(L,2)

a Dψ(R,2)
a exp

{
1

2

∫
dtΣLR(t, t′)

(
ψL,1a ψR,1a + ψL,2a ψR,2a

)
− fLR(

∑
a

ψL,1a ψR,1a )− fLR(
∑
a

ψL,2a ψR,2a )−
∫ T

0

dt

(
1

2
ψ(j,1)
a ∂tψ

(j,1)
a +

1

2
ψ(j,2)
a ∂tψ

(j,2)
a

)
−J

2

2

(
i
q
2ψ(L,1)

a1...aq
− (−i)

q
2ψ(R,1)

a1...aq
+ i

q
2ψ(L,2)

a1...aq
− (−i)

q
2ψ(R,2)

a1...aq

)2
}
. (8.97)

Expanding out the square, and introducing the extra G, Σ variables for the quantities

between the two copies, we get

〈Φ(σ)2〉 =

∫
DGab

DΣab

2πi/N
Dψ(L,1)

a Dψ(R,1)
a Dψ(L,2)

a Dψ(R,2)
a exp

{
1

2

∫
dtΣLR(t, t′)

(
ψL,1a ψR,1a + ψL,2a ψR,2a

)
− fLR(

∑
a

ψL,1a ψR,1a )− fLR(
∑
a

ψL,2a ψR,2a )−
∫ T

0

dt

(
1

2
ψ(j,1)
a ∂tψ

(j,1)
a +

1

2
ψ(j,2)
a ∂tψ

(j,2)
a

)
+

∫
dt
(

Σ13ψ
(L,1)
A ψ

(L,2)
A + Σ23ψ

(R,1)
A ψ

(L,2)
A + Σ14ψ

(L,1)
A ψ

(R,2)
A + Σ24ψ

(R,1)
A ψ

(R,2)
A

)
−N

∫
dt (Σ13G13 + Σ14G14 + Σ23G23 + Σ24G24)

+

∫ T

0

dt

[
−2J 2

2q

(
N

q

)
− 2JN

q

(
Gq
LL,12 +Gq

RR,12

)
+

2JN

q
iq
(
Gq
LR,11 +Gq

LR,22 +Gq
LR,12 +Gq

LR,21

)]}
. (8.98)

Notice that in the first line the fermion bilinears are all in the same copy; these terms

come from the Φ itself. In the second line, we added in a few other terms that couple

the fermions between the two copies. Then we choose the fLR to cancel the Gq
LR,11 and

Gq
LR,22 terms in the square, namely

fLR(
∑
a

ψLaψ
R
a ) =

2JN

q
(−1)

q
2Gq

LR,ii , (8.99)
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so that the above result simplifies to

〈Φ(σ)2〉 =

∫ ∫
DGab

DΣab

4πi/N
Dψ(L,1)

a Dψ(R,1)
a Dψ(L,2)

a Dψ(R,2)
a exp

{
1

2

∫
dtΣLR(t, t′)

(
ψL,1a ψR,1a + ψL,2a ψR,2a

)
−
∫ T

0

dt

(
1

2
ψ(j,1)
a ∂tψ

(j,1)
a +

1

2
ψ(j,2)
a ∂tψ

(j,2)
a

)
+

1

2

∫
dt
(

Σ13ψ
(L,1)
A ψ

(L,2)
A + Σ23ψ

(R,1)
A ψ

(L,2)
A + Σ14ψ

(L,1)
A ψ

(R,2)
A + Σ24ψ

(R,1)
A ψ

(R,2)
A

)
− N

2

∫
dt (Σ13G13 + Σ14G14 + Σ23G23 + Σ24G24)

+

∫ T

0

dt

[
−2J 2

2q

(
N

q

)
− 2JN

q

(
Gq
LL,12 +Gq

RR,12

)
+

2JN

q
iq
(
Gq
LR,12 +Gq

RL,12

)]
.

(8.100)

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

Σ12 = Σ34 = ΣLR by construction, we get

〈Φ(σ)2〉 =

∫
dGABdΣAB

4πi/(NT )
exp

{
N

[
log

(
2 cos

(
T

4

√
(Σ14 − Σ23)2 + (Σ13 + Σ24)2

))
+2 cos

(
T

4

√
(Σ14 + Σ23)2 + (Σ13 − Σ24)2 + 4Σ2

)]
− NT

2

∑
AB

ΣABGAB

−2J 2

2q
T

(
N

q

)
− 2JNT

q
(Gq

13 +Gq
24) +

2JNT

q
iq (Gq

14 +Gq
23)

}
, (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

〈|z|4〉

〈Φ(σ)2〉 = e−
4JNT
q2q

(
e

if̂ ′+
N + e−

if̂ ′+
N + e

if̂ ′−
N + e−

if̂ ′−
N

)N
e

2NTJ
q

∑
sABG

q
AB

∣∣∣
GAB=0

(8.102)

= e−
4JNT
q2q

∑
0≤ni≤N,

∑
i ni=N

e
i(n1−n2)

N
f̂ ′+e

i(n3−n4)
N

f̂ ′−e
2NTJ
q

∑
sABG

q
AB

∣∣∣
GAB=0

, (8.103)

where s14 = s23 = iq, s13 = s24 = −1 and we have introduced the differential operators

f̂ ′+ =
1

2

√
(∂G14 + ∂G23)2 + (∂G13 − ∂G24)2 + 4T 2Σ2, (8.104)

f̂ ′− =
1

2

√
(∂G14 − ∂G23)2 + (∂G13 + ∂G24)2, (8.105)
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Following a similar calculation as in section (8.59), we get

〈Φ(σ)2〉 = e−
4JNT
q2q

∑
0≤ni≤N,∑
i ni=N

∞∑
n=0

∞∑
m=0

∑
0≤k+

1 ,k
+
2 ,k3≤m,

0≤k−1 ,k
−
2 ≤n∑

k+
1 +k+

2 +k3=m∑
k−i =n

k+
i ,k
−
i∑

l+i =0,l−i =0

( in12

N
)mq

(mq)!2mq
( in34

N
)nq

(nq)!2nq

(
iq

2NJT

q

)(k+
1 +k−1 )q (

−2NJT

q

)(k+
2 +k−2 )q

(2Te−
π
q σ)k3

2∏
i=1

∆(k+
i , k

−
i ) , (8.106)

where n12 = n1 − n2 and n34 = n3 − n4. In the large T limit, as we show in the exact

computation of 〈z4〉, the leading contributions are the summation of the contribution

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

e±
if̂ ′−
N contributes 1 when q = 4m and 2 when q = 4m + 2. The result of operator

e±
if̂ ′+
N will be a monomial of σ 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

G13 = g13 , G24 = g24 , Σ13 = iσ13 , Σ24 = iσ24 (8.107)

and

G14 = ieiπ
q g14 , G23 = ieiπ

q g23 , Σ14 = e−iπ
q σ14 , Σ23 = e−iπ

q σ23 , (8.108)

so that the effective action for computing 〈Φ(σ)2〉 is 15

S = −4NTJ

q2q
− 2NT

∑
ab

(
J

q
gqab +

i

2
σabgab

)
+N log(2 cos(Tf ′+) + 2 cos(Tf ′−)),

(8.109)

where we have defined

f ′+ =
1

2

√
e−

2iπ
q (σ14 + σ23)2 − (σ13 − σ24)2 + e−

2iπ
q 4σ2, (8.110)

f ′− =
1

2

√
e−

2iπ
q (σ14 − σ23)2 − (σ13 + σ24)2. (8.111)

15To get rid of the factor 1/2 we have scaled the variables as σAB → 2σAB .
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The equation of motion of gAB gives universally

−iσab = 2Jgq−1
ab , (ab) = (13), (24), (14), (23) . (8.112)

As discussed in the previous 〈|z|2〉 computation, the equation of motion of σab 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

gab = 0 , σab = 0 . (8.113)

The on-shell action, including a 1-loop determinant 1
(TN)4 , around this saddle point is

〈Φ(σ)2〉 =
(

2 cos
(
Te−

iπ
q σ
))N

e−
4JTN
q2q = (2 cos (TΣ))N e−

4JTN
q2q . (8.114)

The results agree with 〈Φ〉2 as can be seen from (8.93). Notice that the trivial sad-

dle (8.113) remains a saddle point for a large range of T , 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 〈Φ2〉 which approximately equals to 〈Φ〉2, we conclude that at short time the trivial

saddle dominates and Φ(σ) 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 σab is now

σ13T = 4ig13 , σ24T = 4ig24 (8.115)

σ14T = −4ie
2πi
q g14 , σ23T = −4ie

2πi
q g23 . (8.116)

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

2

JT
= gq−2

13 = gq−2
24 = −e−

2iπ
q gq−2

23 = −e−
2iπ
q gq−2

14 (8.117)

Each solution gives a contribution to 〈Φ(σ)2〉 as

22Ne
− 2JTN
q2q−1−Ne

− 2iπ
q σ2T 2/4

e4N q−2
2q

(JT/2)
2

2−q (e
4m1πi
2−q +e

4m2πi
2−q )e−4N q−2

2q
(JT/2)

2
2−q (e

4m3πi
2−q +e

4m4πi
2−q ) ,

(8.118)
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where mi are integers. It is cumbersome in the following to discuss the most generic

case with arbitrary q, we therefore focus on the q = 4 case. Then the above contribution

uces to

22Ne
− 2JTN
q2q−1 +iNσ2T 2/4

. (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

22Ne
− 2JTN
q2q−1−N |Im(σ2)T 2/4

. (8.120)

so it is sub-dominant comparing with the trivial saddle. Therefore in the regime of

time, Φ is still self-averaging.

Long time

At very long time we rewrite the log term as

log
(
eiTf ′+ + e−iTf ′+ + eiTf ′− + eiTf ′−

)
. (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 σ or the term that depend on σ. When the σ independent term

dominates, the saddle point contribution is independent on σ, 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 σ dependent term dominates

log
(
eiTf ′+ + e−iTf ′+ + eiTf ′− + eiTf ′−

)
≈ iaT

2

√
e−

2iπ
q (σ14 + σ23)2 − (σ13 − σ24)2 + e−

2iπ
q 4σ2,

where a = ±1. The saddle point equations are

2g13 +
iagq−1

13√
g2q−2

13 − e−
2iπ
q g2q−2

14 + e−
2iπ
q σ̃2

= 0, (8.122)

2g14 −
iae−

2iπ
q gq−1

14√
g2q−2

13 − e−
2iπ
q g2q−2

14 + e−
2iπ
q σ̃2

= 0, (8.123)

g14 = g23 , g24 = −g13 , σ14 = σ23 , σ24 = −σ13 . (8.124)

where σ̃2 = σ2/J2 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 q = 4.
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First let us consider the non-trivial solutions gab 6= 0. There is a set of 8 solutions

g13 = ±e
iπ
8

√
σ̃

a
, g14 = ±e

7iπ
8

√
σ̃

a
, g13 = ±e

iπ
8

√
σ̃

a
, g14 = ∓e

7iπ
8

√
σ̃

a
, (8.125)

g13 = ±e
5iπ
8

√
σ̃

a
, g14 = ±e

3iπ
8

√
σ̃

a
, g13 = ±e

5iπ
8

√
σ̃

a
, g14 = ∓e

3iπ
8

√
σ̃

a
, (8.126)

where all the unlisted variables are given by (8.124). The first four solutions lead to

the same on-shell action

1

2
eiaTN

√
e
− 2iπ

q σ2
e−

4JTN
q2q , (8.127)

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

1

4
eiaTN

√
e
− 2iπ

q σ2
e−

4JTN
q2q . (8.128)

Comparing with the contribution from the trivial saddles

〈Φ2〉 =
(

2 cos
(
Te−

iπ
q σ
))N

e−
2JTN
q ∼ e±iTN

√
e
− 2iπ

q σ2
e−

4JTN
2qq , (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 g23 = 0 = g14.

Focusing on the case of a = 1, the saddle point which has the proper fall-off behavior

at infinite of σ is

exp

(
−3

2
NTσ

4
3

)
, σ →∞. (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 σwh = ±1
2
ie

iπ
4 is not in this region. For

example at J = 1/2, Re(〈Φ2(σwh)〉non-trivial − 〈Φ2(σwh)〉trivial) = −0.23. It suggests that

like the 0-dimensional model, the wormhole saddle of 〈|z|2〉 are within the self-averaging

region of the σ 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

|z|2 ≈
∫
R−0

dσ

2π
Ψ(σ)Φ(σ) + ( half-wormholes at σ = 0) , (8.131)

=

∫
R−0

dσ

2π
Ψ(σ)〈Φ(σ)〉+ ( half-wormholes at σ = 0) , (8.132)

= 〈|z|2〉+ Φ(0) , (8.133)

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

〈Φ(0)〉 = 2Ne−
4JTN
q2q → 0 (8.134)

therefore at least (8.133) is consistent. To confirm (8.133) we need to compute 〈Φ(0)2〉,
〈Φ(0)|z|〉 and the error:

Error = 〈(|z|2 − 〈|z|2〉 − Φ(0))2〉 = 〈|z|4〉 − 〈|z|2〉2 + 〈Φ(0)2〉 − 2〈|z|2Φ(0)〉.(8.135)

In the late time, each term in (8.135) is given by the non-trivial saddle points. It is

clear that 〈Φ(0)2〉, 〈Φ(0)|z|〉 can be obtain from 〈|z|4〉 by setting g12 = 0. Therefore we

have

Error =

{
(3− 1 + 2− 4)〈z2〉2WH = 0 q = 4k + 2,

(2− 1 + 1− 2)〈z2〉2WH = 0 q = 4k,
(8.136)

therefore (8.133) indeed is good in the large T 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〉 = J
(0)
A = µ, 〈JA(t)JB(t′)〉 = δ(t− t′)(δABτ 2 + µ2) , (9.1)

and in this section we use the convention {ψi, ψj} = 2hδi,j.

Taking the disorder averaging of the coupling we obtain the averaged theory

〈z(T )〉J =

∫
dNψ e−Sa , (9.2)

Sa =
1

2

∫ T

0

dt
N∑
i

ψi∂tψi − iq/2
∫
dt
∑
A

J
(0)
A ψA −

τ 2

2

∫
dt(
∑
A

ψ2
A) (9.3)

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

〈z〉J = Tr(e−TH) , H = −iq/2
∑
A

J
(0)
A ψA −

t2

2

∑
A

hq = −iq/2
∑
A

J
(0)
A ψA −

τ 2

2

(
N

q

)
hq .

(9.4)

When µ = 0, the averaged partition function is given by

〈z〉J = eT
τ2

2 (Nq )hq ≡ 2NeTE0 , E0 =
τ 2

2

(
N

q

)
hq ∼ τ 2

2
N qhq . (9.5)

When µ 6= 0, we have to evaluate the trace

〈z〉J = eTE0Tr(eT iq/2µ
∑
A ψA) = eTE0

∫
dNψi exp(T iq/2

∑
i

ψi) . (9.6)

However there is no simple expression for 〈z〉. We first consider the simplest case with

q = 1

If =

∫
dNψi exp(a

∑
i

ψi) . (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

ci =
1

2
√
h

(ψ2i−1 − iψ2i), c†i =
1

2
√
h

(ψ2i−1 + iψ2i), i = 1, . . . , K , (9.8)

ψ2i−1 =
√
h(ci + c†i ), ψ2i = i

√
h(ci − c†i ) , (9.9)
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which obey

{ci, cj} = {c†i , c
†
j} = 0, {ci, c†j} = δij (9.10)

(9.11)

The integration measure changes as

Dψ2iDψ2i−1 = 2hDciDc†i . (9.12)

Thus the integral can be evaluated as

I1 = (2h)K
∫ ∏

i

DciDc†i exp

(
a

K∑
i

√
h[(1 + i)ci + (1− i)c†i ]

)
(9.13)

= (2h)K(2 cosh(
√

2ah))K = (2h)N [cosh(
√

2ah)]N/2 . (9.14)

Now we let us consider the case of q = 2

I2(a) =

∫
dNψi exp(

a

2

∑
i 6=j

ψiAijψj), with (Aij = −Aij = a, i < j) , (9.15)

which looks like a Gaussian but we need to replace ψi with ci:

I2 = (
√

2h)N
∫ ∏

i

DciDc†i eH (9.16)

H =

(
iah(

K∑
i

[c†ici − cic
†
i ] + 2

∑
i<j

[cicj − c†ic
†
j]) + 2ah

∑
i<j

[c†icj + cic
†
j]

)
(9.17)

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

ψ1 =
√
h(c1 + c†1), ψ2 = i

√
h(c1 − c†1), ψ3 =

√
h(c2 + c†2), ψ4 = i

√
h(c2 − c†2),(9.18)∑

i<j

ψiψj = ih(c†1c1 − c1c
†
1 + c†2c2 − c2c

†
2 + 2c1c2 − 2c†1c

†
2) + 2h(c†1c2 + c1c

†
2). (9.19)

We have four different states |Ψi〉:

|00〉, c†1|00〉, c†2|00〉, c†1c
†
2|00〉. (9.20)

So the operator
∑

i<j ψiψj can be written as a 4× 4 matrix :

∑
i<j

ψiψj =


−2ih 0 0 −2ih

0 0 −2h 0

0 2h 0 0

−2ih 0 0 2ih

 (9.21)
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with 4 eigenvalues {±i2h,±i2
√

2h} so path integral over ci and c†i can be computed as∑
i

〈Ψi|ea
∑
i ψiψj |Ψi〉 = 2

(
cos(2ah) + cos(2

√
2ah)

)
. (9.22)

For example of N = 6, the corresponding matrix is

∑
i<j

ψiψj =



−3ih 0 0 0 −2ih −2ih −2ih 0

0 −ih 2h 2h 0 0 0 −2ih

0 −2h −ih 2h 0 0 0 2ih

0 −2h −2h −ih 0 0 0 −2ih

−2ih 0 0 0 ih 2h −2h 0

−2ih 0 0 0 −2h ih 2h 0

−2ih 0 0 0 2h −2h ih 0

0 −2ih 2ih −2ih 0 0 0 3ih


(9.23)

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

the matrix:

±5ih, ±(2
√

3 + 1)ih, ±3ih, ±(2
√

3− 1)ih. (9.24)

Similarly for general N , we can write effective Hamiltonian defined in (9.16) as

H =
k∑

i≤j=1

(
αijc

†
icj + βijcic

†
j + γijc

†
ic
†
j + θijcicj

)
, (9.25)

with

αii = ih, βii = −ih, αij = 2h, βij = 2h, (9.26)

γij = −2ih, θij = 2ih, γii = 0, θii = 0. (9.27)

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

c† =
(
c†1, c

†
2, . . . , c1, c2, . . .

)
. (9.29)
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In the simple case with N = 4 the matrix can be expressed as

M =


ih h 0 −ih

−h ih ih 0

0 ih −ih h

−ih 0 −h −ih

 , (9.30)

we can directly take the diagonalization and get the eigenvalues

i(1 +
√

2)h, −i(1 +
√

2)h, −i(1−
√

2)h, −i(−1 +
√

2)h. (9.31)

For simplicity we take the notation as

λ1 = i(
√

2 + 1)h, λ2 = i(
√

2− 1)h, (9.32)

then the resulting effective Hamiltonian becomes

H = λ1

(
d†1d1 − d1d

†
1

)
+ λ2

(
d†2d2 − d2d

†
2

)
. (9.33)

To evaluate the trace we still take the states as (9.20) therefore we have

Tr(eH) = e−a(λ1+λ2) + ea(λ1−λ2) + ea(−λ1+λ2) + ea(λ1+λ2), (9.34)

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

as a block matrix

M =

(
A+ ihIN −iA

iA A− ihIN

)
, (9.35)

with

A =


0 h h · · ·
−h 0 h · · ·
−h −h 0 · · ·
...

...
...

. . .

 (9.36)

The characteristic equation is

det
(
A+ (ih− λ))(A− (ih+ λ)−H2

)
= det

(
(h2 + λ2)IN − 2λA

)
(9.37)

= (λ+ h)N + (λ− h)N = 0 . (9.38)

So the eigenvalues are

λm = ih tan(
mπ

2N
), m = 1, 3, . . . , N − 1 . (9.39)
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then the Hamiltonian becomes

H =
N∑
i=1

λi(d
†
idi − did

†
i ). (9.40)

and the trace will have the form

Tr(eH) =
∑
σ=±1

ea
∑k
i=1 σiλi =

∑
σ

k∏
i=1

eaσiλi =
k∏
i=1

∑
σ

eaσiλi = 2k
k∏
i=1

cosh (aλi) , (9.41)

Now let us consider the function

Xn =
∑

1≤i1<...in≤N

ψi1 . . . ψiN . (9.42)

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

n!X2n ≈ (X2)n, (9.43)

as we find for the 0-dimensional theory. Note that unlike the situation of the 0-

dimensional theory, {Xn} do not form a basis for Xn
2 . For example, let us take N = 6,

there is indeed the identity

X2
2 = −15 + 2!X4 (9.44)

but we find that

X3
2 = 3!X6 + 15X2 + 12(ψ1ψ2 + ψ1ψ6 + ψ3ψ4 + ψ4ψ5 + ψ5ψ6)

−4(ψ1ψ4 + ψ2ψ4 + ψ3ψ6). (9.45)

Let us focus on the second last term in Xn
2

Xn
2 ≈ . . . c1X2n−4 + n!X2n, c1 = (n− 2)!

(
n

2

)(
N

2

)
, (9.46)

where c1 is computed as follows. We need to pick 2 X2 out of n and contract them,

and the (n− 2) X2’s remain not contracted and gives (n− 1)! X2n−4. Notice that the

subleading term is X2n−4 instead of X2n−2, since if we contract one fermion in X2 to

get

ψ1ψ2ψ1ψ3 7→ ψ3ψ2 , (9.47)

there is going to be another contraction that gives

ψ1ψ3ψ1ψ2 7→ ψ2ψ3 . (9.48)
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The two outcomes simply cancel with each other. The main conclusion of this com-

putation is, given that X2n ∼ N2n, the subleading terms can be safely neglected and

approximate X2n by Xn
2 . So in the large N limit, we can use the G,Σ trick to compute

the fermionic integral

Iq(a) =

∫
dNψi exp(a

∑
A

ψA), A = {1 ≤ a1 < · · · < aq ≤ N}, (9.49)

≈
∫

dNψi e
aG

q
2
q
2 ! eiσ(G−

∑
i<j ψiψj)dGdσ (9.50)

=

∫
dGdσI2(−iσ)e

aG
q
2
q
2 ! eiσG = I2(i∂G)e

aG
q
2
q
2 ! |G=0 . (9.51)

where the function I2 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

z ≈ 〈z〉+ Θ , Θ =

∫
dNψ e−

∫ T
0 dt 1

2

∑N
i ψi∂tψi+iq/2

∫ T
0 dt

∑
A(JA−µ)ψA . (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 J
(0)
A = J

∏
i θAi

A modified SYK-like model dubbed as partially disorder-averaged SYK model is pro-

posed in [85]. In this model, the random coupling J̃A consists of two pieces

J̃A = JA + J
(0)
A (9.53)

where JA is the standard random coupling of the SYK model while J
(0)
A is specially

chosen as

J
(0)
ii...iq

= iq/2q!µ θi1 . . . θiq , with {θi, θj} = 2δij (9.54)

so we can think of it as coupling the fermions ψi in the original model with some

background Majorana fermions θi (or non-dynamical fermions living in another uni-

verse [85]). Note that J
(0)
A 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

z =

∫
dNψ exp(iq/2

∑
J̃i1...iqψi1...iq)

=

∫
dNψ exp

(
iq/2
∑
A

JAψA + µ(
∑
i

θiψi)
q

)
. (9.55)

The averaged quantity 〈z〉

〈z〉 =

∫
dNψ exp

(
µ(
∑
i

θiψi)
q

)
, (9.56)

can be computed in two ways. One can integrate out the fermions ψi directly. The

result is

〈z〉 =
µN/qN !

(N/q)!

∫
dNψ(θ1ψ1) . . . (θNψN) =

[∏
i

θi

]
µN/qN !

(N/q)!
≡

[∏
i

θi

]
mp . (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,Σ trick:

Gσ =
∑
i

θiψi ,

〈z〉 =

∫
dNψ

∫
dGσ

dΣσ

2π
ei[Σσ(Gσ−

∑
i θiψi)]eµG

q
σ

=

[∏
i

θi

]∫
dGσ

dΣσ

2π
ΣN
σ e

iΣσGσ+µGqσ (9.58)

=

[∏
i

θi

]
(∂Gσ)NeµG

q
σ |Gσ=0 =

[∏
i

θi

]
µN/qN !

(N/q)!
. (9.59)

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

z ≈ 〈z〉+ Θ (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

〈[z − (〈z〉+ Θ)]2〉 ≈ 0 , (9.61)

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

quantity 〈z2〉

〈z2〉 =

∫
d2Nψ exp

(
τ 2

q!
(
∑
i

ψLi ψ
R
i )q + µ(

∑
i

θiψ
L
i )q + µ(

∑
i

θiψ
R
i )q

)

=

∫
d2Nψ

∑
k

(
τ 2

q!

)k ∑
i1<···<ikq

(ψLRi1 . . . ψLRiqk )
(qk)!

k!

(
(N − kq)!
(N/q − k)!

)2

µ2p−2k
∑

j1<···<jN−qk 6={i}

(θj1ψ
L
j1

) . . . (θjN−qkψ
L
jN−kq

)(θj1ψ
R
j1

) . . . (θjN−kψ
R
jN−kq

)

=

∫
d2Nψ

∑
k

(
τ 2

q!

)k
µ2p−2k (qk)!

k!

(
(N − kq)!
(N/q − k)!

)2(
N

kq

)
ψLR1 . . . ψLRN (9.62)

=
∑
k

(
τ 2

q!

)k
µ2p−2k (qk)!

k!

(
(N − kq)!
(N/q − k)!

)2(
N

kq

)

=

p∑
k

τ 2kµ2(p−k)ckm
2
p−k ≡

∑
k

z
(k)
2 , (9.63)

where ck of defined in (4.30) and mp 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)

z =

∫
dNψ exp(iq/2

∑
J̃i1...iqψi1...iq)

∫
dGσδ(Gσ −

∑
i

θiψi) exp(
µ

q!
(Gq

σ − (
∑
i

θiψi)
q))

=

∫
dNψ

dΣσdGσ

2πi
exp(iq/2

∑
A

JAψA + Σσ

∑
i

θiψi) exp(−ΣσGσ +
µ

q!
Gq
σ) . (9.64)

Following the arguments below (4.19) one can obtain the half-wormhole saddle16

Θ =

[∏
i

θi

]∫
dNψ exp(iq/2

∑
A

JAψA) . (9.65)

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

〈Θ〉 = 0, 〈Θ2〉 = 〈Θz〉 = z
(p)
2 , (9.66)

16Here the factor
∏

i θi should be present.
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so the approximation (9.60) will be sufficient if z
(p)
2 is the dominant term in (9.63) as

we have shown in last section. When z
(p)
2 is not the dominant term we have to consider

the contribution of fluctuation of Σσ. To finish our analysis of the half-wormhole saddle

for z, let us redo the computation of 〈z2〉 with the G,Σ trick. We need introduce three

G variables

GLR =
1

N

∑
i

ψLi ψ
R
i , GL =

1

N

∑
i

θiψ
L
i , GR =

1

N

∑
i

θiψ
R
i (9.67)

then 〈z2〉 can be written as

〈z2〉 =

∫
d2Nψ

∏
a

dGa exp

(
N

q
(tGq

LR + uGq
L + uGq

R)

)∫ ∏
a

dΣa

2πi/N
exp(−ΣLR(NGLR −

∑
i

ψLi ψ
R
i ))

exp(−ΣL(NGL −
∑
i

θiψ
L
i )) exp(−ΣR(NGR −

∑
i

θiψ
R
i ))

=

∫
[
∏
a

dGa
dΣa

2πi/N
] exp

(
N(

t

q
Gq
LR +

u

q
Gq
L +

u

q
Gq
R −

∑
a

ΣaGa)

)
(ΣLR + ΣLΣR)N , (9.68)

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

t =
τ 2

(q − 1)!
N q−1, u = qµN q−1. (9.69)

The saddle point equations are

tGq−1
LR = ΣLR, uGq−1

L = ΣL, uGq−1
R = ΣR , (9.70)

GLR =
1

ΣLR + ΣLΣR

, GL = − ΣR

ΣLR + ΣLΣR

, GR = − ΣL

ΣLR + ΣLΣR

. (9.71)

The obvious solutions are the “wormhole” saddles with

GL = GR = ΣL = ΣR = 0, (9.72)

which corresponds to zp2. There are also other saddles corresponding to other zk2. For

the simplest case q = 2, these solutions can be written explicitly. The “wormhole”

saddles are

GL = GR = ΣL = ΣR = 0, GLR = ± 1√
t
, ΣLR = ±

√
t, (9.73)

〈z2〉WH = e−
N
2 tN/2 , (9.74)
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which do not depend on µ and the other four solutions are

ΣL = ΣR = uGL = uGR = ±
√
u2 − t
u

, ΣLR =
t

u
, GLR =

1

u
(9.75)

ΣL = uGL = −ΣR = −uGR = ±
√
u2 − t
u

, ΣLR = − t
u
, GLR = −1

u
, (9.76)

〈z2〉new = e−
N
2

(2− t
u2 )uN (9.77)

Apparently when u→∞, ΣLR, GLR → 0, then we expect that in this limit the dominant

saddle will correspond to z0
2 since in this limit saddle point value does not depend on

t. Comparing these two saddle values we find

〈z2〉WH

〈z2〉new

= exp

(
N

2
(1− x+ log x)

)
≤ 1, x =

t

u2
. (9.78)

Note that when x = 1 such that 〈z2〉WH = 〈z2〉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 GLR = 0, ΣLR = 0 and GL/R,ΣL/R 6= 0,

in addition, this saddle is present only when u 6= 0, and this saddle is more and more

important as u increases.

The analysis of the half-wormhole saddle for z2 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 0+1d model that is a variant of the Brownian SYK model.

Let us begin by deriving the wormhole saddle of 〈z2〉17

zLzR =

∫
d2Nψ exp

{
−
∫ T

0

dt
1

2

∑
i

(ψLi ∂tψ
L
i + ψRi ∂tψ

R
i ) + iq/2

∫ T

0

dt
∑
A

J̃A(ψLA + ψRA)

}

〈zLzR〉 =

∫
d2Nψ exp

{
−
∫ T

0

dt
1

2

∑
i

(ψLi ∂tψ
L
i + ψRi ∂tψ

R
i )+

∫ T

0

dt

(
τ 2

q!
(
∑
i

ψLi ψ
R
i )q + µ(

∑
i

θiψ
L
i )q + µ(

∑
i

θiψ
R
i )q

)
+ τ 2E0T

}
. (9.79)

=

∫
d2Nψ[

∏
a

dGa
dΣa

2πi
] exp

{
−
∫ T

0

dt
1

2

∑
i

(ψLi ∂tψ
L
i + ψRi ∂tψ

R
i ) + τ 2TE0+

∫ T

0

dt

(
τ 2

q!
Gq
LR + µGq

L + µGq
R −

∑
a

ΣaGa +
∑
i

[ΣLRψ
L
i ψ

R
i + ΣLθiψ

L
i + ΣRθiψ

R
i ]

)}
,

(9.80)

where E0 =
(
N
q

)
is the constant term coming from ψ

L(R)
A ψ

L(R)
A = (−1)

q
2 . As explained

in [77], we can focus on the time-independent saddles then the fermions can be simply

integrated out. The result is 18

〈zLzR〉 = eTτ
2E0

∫
[
∏
a

dGa
dΣa

2πi
]eTN( t

q
GqLR+u

q
GqL+u

q
GqR−

∑
a ΣaGa)[cosh(T

√
Σ2
L + Σ2

R − Σ2
LR)]N .

=

∫
[
∏
a

dGa
dΣa

2πi
]eτ

2TE0eSeff (9.81)

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
√

Σ2
L + Σ2

R − Σ2
LR)) ≈ ±iT

√
Σ2
LR − Σ2

L − Σ2
R . (9.82)

Then in this limit the effective action becomes

Seff = TN(
t

q
Gq
LR +

u

q
Gq
L +

u

q
Gq
R −

∑
a

ΣaGa)± iNT
√

Σ2
LR − Σ2

L − Σ2
R , (9.83)

17Here 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

tGq−1
LR = ΣLR, uGq−1

L = ΣL, uGq−1
R = ΣR, (9.84)

GLR = ± iΣLR√
Σ2
LR − Σ2

L − Σ2
R

, (9.85)

GL = ∓ iΣL√
Σ2
LR − Σ2

L − Σ2
R

, GR = ∓ iΣR√
Σ2
LR − Σ2

L − Σ2
R

. (9.86)

So the wormhole saddle still presents [13]

GL = GR = ΣL = ΣR = 0, GLR = ±i, (9.87)

eSeff
∣∣∣
WH

= eiqTN t
q . (9.88)

The unlinked half-wormhole saddle is:

GLR = ΣLR = 0, GL = sinα, GR = cosα, (9.89)

eSeff
∣∣∣
unlink

= eTN
u
q

(cosq α+sinq α) ≤ eSeff
∣∣∣
unlink,α=0,π/2

= eTN
u
q (9.90)

where the relation

G2
L +G2

R −G2
LR = 1 , (9.91)

is fulfilled and α satisfies

cosα = ± cosq−1 α√
cos2q−2 α + sin2q−2 α

. (9.92)

In the late time (T →∞), 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

Θ =

[∏
i

θi

]∫
dNψ exp(T iq/2

∑
A

JAψA) , (9.93)

〈Θ2〉 ≈ 〈Θz〉 ≈ 〈zLzR〉|Wormhole saddle . (9.94)

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 0-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

wormhole 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,Σ 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 19. 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,Σ 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 z2 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

19Interestingly, 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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since z is much simpler than z2. It would be also interesting to generalize the new

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 0-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.

Y =
N∑
i=1

Xi, Y 2 =
N∑
i,j

XiXj. (A.1)

• Gaussian distribution
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The PDF of Gaussian distribution N (µ, t2) is

P (x) =
1

t
√

2π
e−

1
2

(x−µ
t

)2

. (A.2)

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

〈Xi〉 = µ, 〈eikiXi〉 = e−
k2
i t

2

2
+ikiµ, 〈Y 2〉 = Nt2 +N2µ2, (A.3)

〈Y e
∑
i ikiXi〉

〈ei
∑
i kiXi〉

=
∑
i

〈xieikixi〉
〈eikixi〉

≡
∑
i

ki[1], ki[1] = (u+ ikit
2). (A.4)

where we have defined

ki[n] =
〈xni eikixi〉
〈eikixi〉

. (A.5)

Let us introduce another convenient quantity

k̂i[n]m =
1

2π

∫
dki

e−ikiXi

P (Xi)
〈eikixi〉ki[n]m, (A.6)

k̂i[1] = Xi, k̂i[1]2 = X2
i − t2, . . . (A.7)

then the half-wormhole can be written as

Φ =
∑
i

k̂i[1]2 +
∑
i 6=j

k̂i[1]k̂j[1] =
∑
i

(X2
i − t2) +

∑
i 6=j

XiXj, (A.8)

= Y 2 −Nt2 (A.9)

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

Error = Y 2 −
(
Nt2 +N2µ2 −N2µ2 + Y 2 −Nt2

)
(A.10)

= 0. (A.11)

The proposal is exact as expected.

• Exponential distribution

The PDF of exponential distribution is given by

Pλ(x) =

{
λe−λx, x ≥ 0,

0, x < 0,
(A.12)

and the moments are given by

〈xn〉 =
n!

λn
. (A.13)
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The relevant averaged quantities are

〈Xi〉 =
1

λ
, 〈eikXi〉 =

λ

λ− ik
, 〈Y 2〉 =

N(N + 1)

λ2
. (A.14)

From the example of Gaussian distribution we have shown that to compute Φ (A.9)

and the error (A.10) we only need to compute

k̂i[1] = Xi, k̂i[1]2 =
X2
i

2
, (A.15)

which lead to

Error =
∑
i

(
X2
i

2
− 1

λ2

)
, ρ ≈ 〈Error2〉

〈Y 2〉2
∼ 1

N3
. (A.16)

So the proposal is correct.

• Poisson distribution

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

distribution. The PDF is

Pλ(k) =
e−λλk

k!
, k = 0, 1, 2, . . . (A.17)

and the moments are given by

〈xn〉 = Bn(λ), (A.18)

where Bn(λ) is the Bell polynomial. The relevant averaged quantities can be easily

computed

〈Xi〉 = λ, 〈eikXi〉 = e−λ+eikλ, 〈Y 2〉 = Nλ+N2λ2, (A.19)

ki[1] = eikiλ. (A.20)

The computation of k̂i[1] and k̂i[1]2 is a little subtle and needs some explanation.

According to the definition (A.6), we have

k̂i[1] =
λ

2πP (Xi)

∫
dkie

−ikiXi〈eikixi〉eiki , (A.21)

=
λ

P (Xi)
P (Xi − 1) = Xi, (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

2π

∫
dkie

−ikiXi〈eikixi〉 = P (Xi). (A.23)
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Similarly one can derive

k̂i[1]2 = λ2P (Xi − 2)

P (Xi)
= Xi(Xi − 1). (A.24)

Then using (A.10) we can obtain the error

Error =
∑
i

(Xi − λ), ρ ≈ 〈Error2〉
〈Y 2〉2

∼ 1

N3
, (A.25)

so the proposal is correct while the effective parameter is λN instead of N .

B Explicite Examples: composite observables

Gaussian distribution

We still start from the simple model

Y =
N∑
i=1

X2
i , 〈X2

i 〉 = t2, Y 2 =
∑
i,j

X2
iX

2
j . (B.1)

It is easy to evaluate

〈eikiXi〉 = exp(−
∑
i

k2
i t

2

2
), (B.2)

〈Y ei
∑
i kiXi〉/〈ei

∑
i kiXi〉 =

∑
i

(−k2
i t

4 + t2). (B.3)

Then we find

Φ =
∑
i

(
X4
i − 4t2X2

i + 2t4
)

+
∑
i 6=j

X2
iX

2
j , (B.4)

and the error is given by

Error = 4Nt4 − 4t2
∑
i

X2
i . (B.5)

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

Let us consider

Y =
∑
i

X3
i , 〈X3

i 〉 = 0, (B.6)

Y 2 =
∑
i,j

X3
iX

3
j , 〈Y 2〉 = 15Nt6. (B.7)
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Then we find can evaluate

〈Y eikiXi〉/〈eikiXi〉 =
∑
i

ikit
4(3− k2

i t
2), (B.8)

and

Φ =
∑
i

(X6
i − 9t2X4

i + 18t4X2
i − 6t6) +

∑
i 6=j

X3
iX

3
j . (B.9)

So that the error is given by

Error =
∑
i

(9t2X4
i − 18t4X2

i − 9t6), (B.10)

the leading order of 〈Error2〉 is

0N2. (B.11)

Let us consider

Y =
∑
i

X4
i , 〈X4

i 〉 = 3t4, Y 2 =
∑
i,j

X4
iX

4
j (B.12)

then we find can evaluate

〈Y eikiXi〉/〈eikiXi〉 =
∑
i

t4(k4
i t

4 − 6k2
i t

2 + 3) (B.13)

and

Φ = 8
∑
i

(3t8 − 12t6X2
i + 9t3X4

i − 2t2X6
i ) + Y 2 (B.14)

such that the error is

Error = −8
∑
i

(15t8 − 12t6X2
i + 9t3X4

i − 2t2X6
i ). (B.15)

We can also find the leading order of 〈Error2〉 is zero.

In general let us consider

Y =
∑
i

emXi , 〈emXi〉 = e
m2t2

2 , Y 2 =
∑
i,j

emXiemXj , (B.16)

and

Φ =
∑
i

(em(−mt2+2Xi) − e2mXi) + Y 2, (B.17)
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such that

Error =
∑
i

(e−m
2t2 − 1)(e2m2t2 − e2mXi), (B.18)

〈Error2〉 = Ne4m2t2(e4m2t2 − 1)(e−m
2t2 − 1)2, (B.19)

which is sub-dominant comparing to 〈Y 2〉2.

Exponential distribution

First let us choose

Y =
∑
i

X2
i , 〈X2

i 〉 =
2

λ2
, Y 2 =

∑
i,j

X2
iX

2
j . (B.20)

Correspondingly we find

〈Y eikXi〉
〈eikXi〉

= − 2

(k + iλ)2
(B.21)

and

Φ = −5

6

∑
i

X4
i +

∑
i,j

X2
iX

2
j . (B.22)

So the error is given by

Error =
∑
i

(
5X4

i

6
− 20

λ4

)
, (B.23)

〈Error2〉 =
25N

36λ8
(8!− 4!2). (B.24)

In general, let us consider

Y =
∑
i

eβXi , 〈eβXi〉 =
λ

λ− β
, Y 2 =

∑
i,j

eβXieβXj . (B.25)

Then we can obtain

Φ =
∑
i

(
eβXi(1− eβXi + βXi)

)
+
∑
i,j

eβXieβXj . (B.26)
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So the error is

Error =
∑
i

(
e2βXi − eβXi(1 + βXi)

)
− Nβ2λ

(β − λ)2(λ− 2β)
, (B.27)

〈Error2〉 = N

(
2β4(3λ− 8β)

(2β − λ)3(4β − λ)(λ− 3β)
− λ2β4

(λ− β)4(λ− 2β)2

)
, (B.28)

given that the condition

β <
λ

4
, (B.29)

to ensure that all the integrals to be convergent.

Poisson distribution

Let us choose

Y =
∑
i

X2
i , 〈X2

i 〉 = λ2 + λ, Y 2 =
∑
i,j

X2
iX

2
j (B.30)

Then we find

〈Y eikiXi〉
〈eikiXi〉

=
∑
i

λeiki(1 + λeiki) (B.31)

and

Φ =
∑
i

(
Xi(−3 + 6Xi − 4X2

i )
)

+
∑
i,j

X2
iX

2
j . (B.32)

Therefore the error is

Error =
∑
i

(
Xi(3− 6Xi + 4X2

i )− λ(1 + 6λ+ 4λ2)
)

(B.33)

〈Error2〉 = Nλ(24λ(λ(6λ(λ+ 4) + 23) + 4) + 1) (B.34)

〈Error2〉
〈Y 2〉2

∼ 1

N3
(B.35)

In general let us consider

Y =
∑
i

eβXi , 〈eβXi〉 = expλ(eβ − 1), Y 2 =
∑
i,j

eβXieβXj . (B.36)

Then we find

〈Y eikiXi〉
〈eikiXi〉

= e(e
β−1)eikiλ (B.37)
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and

Φ =
∑
i

(
(
2eβ − 1

)Xi − e2βXi) + Y 2. (B.38)

Therefore the error is

Error =
∑
i

(
−
(
2eβ − 1

)Xi
+ e2βXi − e−2λ

(
ee

2βλ+λ − e2eβλ
))

(B.39)

〈Error2〉 = −e−4λN
(
e4eβλ − 2e(e

β+1)
2
λ + e2(e2β+1)λ − e(e4β+3)λ − e4(eβ(eβ−1)+1)λ + 2e(e

2β(2eβ−1)+3)λ
)

(B.40)

and

〈Error2〉
〈Y 2〉2

∼ 1

N3
. (B.41)

C Explicte Examples: generalized statistical models

The exponential distribution

First let us consider the exponential distribution. It is straightforward to derive

〈Y 〉 = 〈
∑
i 6=j

XiXj〉 = N(N − 1)
1

λ2
, (C.1)

〈Y 2〉 =
2N(N − 1)(2N − 1) +N2(N − 1)2

λ4
(C.2)

and

Φ =
∑

i 6=j 6=p 6=q

XiXjXpXq + 4
∑
i 6=j 6=p

X2
i

2
XjXp + 2

∑
i 6=j

X2
i

2

X2
j

2
(C.3)

in particular as a consistency check

〈Φ〉 = N2(N − 1)2 1

λ4
. (C.4)

Therefore the error is

Error = 2
∑
i 6=j 6=p

X2
iXjXp +

3

2

∑
i 6=j

X2
iX

2
j − 〈Y 2〉, (C.5)

〈Error2〉 ∼ (4 ∗ 2 ∗ 2 + 16− 4 ∗ 2 ∗ 4)N6 + #N5 = #N5/λ8. (C.6)
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Poisson distribution

First we compute

〈
∑
i 6=j

XiXj〉 = N(N − 1)λ, (C.7)

〈Y 2〉 = 2N(N − 1)(1 + 2(N − 1)λ)λ2 +N2(N − 1)2λ2, (C.8)

and

Φ =
∑

i 6=j 6=p6=q

XiXjXpXq + 4
∑
i 6=j 6=p

(X2
i −Xi)XjXp + 2

∑
i 6=j

(X2
i −Xi)(X

2
j −Xj).(C.9)

One can check that

〈Φ〉 = N2(N − 1)2λ2. (C.10)

Therefore the error is

Error = −〈Y 2〉+ 4
∑
i 6=j 6=p

XiXjXp + 4
∑
i 6=j

X2
iXj − 2

∑
i 6=j

XiXj (C.11)

and it is easy to check (note that only the first two term in (C.11) will contribute)

〈Error2〉 ∼ 0N6 + #N5. (C.12)

D Exact evaluation of 〈z4〉 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

e
i
2

√
(∂G14

+∂G23
)2+(∂G13

−∂G24
)2+(∂G12

+∂G34
)2

e2NTJ/q
∑
a,b sabG

q
ab (D.1)

=
∞∑
m

(
i
2

)m
m!

[
(∂G14 + ∂G23)2 + (∂G13 − ∂G24)2 + (∂G12 + ∂G34)2

]m/2
e2NTJ/q

∑
a,b sabG

q
ab

(D.2)

=
∞∑
m=0

(
i
2

)m
m!

∑
k1k2k3

m
2

!
k1

2
!k2

2
!k3

2
!
(∂G14 + ∂G23)k1(∂G13 − ∂G24)k2(∂G12 + ∂G34)k3e

2NTJ
q

∑
a,b sabG

q
ab ,

(D.3)

– 95 –



and

(∂G14 + ∂G23)k1e−2NTJ/q(Gq14+Gq23) =
∑

l1+l2=k1

k1!

l1!l2!
∂l1G14

∂l2G23
e−(2NTJ/q)Gq14e−(2NTJ/q)Gq23

(D.4)

=
∑

l1+l2=k1

(
−2NTJ

q

)k1/q k1!

(l1/q)!(l2/q)!
, (D.5)

where now k1 is a multiple of q. Then (D.1) becomes

∞∑
m=0

(i/2)m

m!

∑
k1k2k3

(m/2)!

(k1/2)!(k2/2)!(k3/2)!

∑
l1+l2=k1

(
−2NTJ

q

)k1/q k1!

(l1/q)!(l2/q)!
(D.6)

×
∑

r1+r2=k2

(
iq

2NTJ

q

)k2/q k2!

(r1/q)!(r2/q)!

∑
s1+s2=k3

(
iq

2NTJ

q

)k3/q k3!

(s1/q)!(s2/q)!
, (D.7)

=
∞∑
m=0

( i
2
)m

m!

∑
k1+k2+k3=m

m
2

!
k1

2
!k2

2
!k3

2
!

(
−4NTJ

q

) k1+k2+k3
q k1!k2!k3!

k1

q
!k2

q
!k3

q
!
(−iq)

k2+k3
q (D.8)

where m is also a multiple of q. To evaluate it we can take an approximation when

m > q

∑
k1+k2+k3=m

(−iq)
k2+k3
q

k1!k2!k3!

m!

m
2

!
k1

2
!k2

2
!k3

2
!

m
q

!
k1

q
!k2

q
!k3

q
!
∼=


3 , q = 4k + 2

3 , q = 4k, m/q is even

−1 , q = 4k, m/q is odd

(D.9)

then up to a constant (D.1) becomes3e
4NTJ
q2q , q = 4k + 2

3 cosh
(

4NTJ
q2q

)
+ sinh

(
4NTJ
q2q

)
, q = 4k.

(D.10)

E Lefschetz Thimbles

In this appendix, we review the method of Lefschetz thimble [90]. Suppose we would

like to evaluate the integral

Z =

∫
MR

dxieS , (E.1)
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where the integration contour is MR. Then we complexify the manifold on which the

integration is done to MC. If we choose <(S) to be the Morse function. The saddle

points of the integral are the critical points of the Morse function. Around each critical

point onMC we introduce a set of local coordinates {zi}. The Morse flow is determined

by the flow equations

dzi

dt
= −gij̄ ∂S̄

∂z̄j
,

dz̄i

dt
= −gij̄ ∂S

∂zj
. (E.2)

We find

d(S − S̄)

dt
=
∂S

∂zi
dzi

dt
− ∂S̄

∂z̄i
dz̄i

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 MR 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 pσ are

lim
t→−∞

z(t) = pσ, for thimbles, (E.4)

lim
t→+∞

z(t) = pσ, 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 =
∑
i

ni

∫
Ji
dt eS[t] , (E.6)

where i runs over all the critical points, Ji is the Lefschetz thimble attaching to the

ith critical point, and the weight ni is given by the intersection number between the

anti-thimble and the original integration contour MR.

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 = −x2/2 + σx . (E.7)
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The integral can be regarded as a zero-dimension theory with quadratic interaction and

a complex source σ. The only critical point is at x = σ = a+ ib. The flow equation is

dx

dt
= x̄− (a− ib) . (E.8)

Expressing x = x1 + ix2, we get the following equations

dx1

dt
= x1 − a,

dx2

dt
= b− x2 . (E.9)

The general solution can be easily solved

x1 = a+ c1e
t, x2 = b+ c2e

−t, (E.10)

where c1,c2 are two undetermined constants. The boundary conditions for the thimble

is

(x1, x2)→ (a, b), t→ −∞, (E.11)

while for the anti-thimble we have

(x1, x2)→ (a, b), t→ +∞, (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

x2 = b, (E.13)

x1 = a. (E.14)

We plot the thimble and the anti-thimble in this case in Figure 14, where for simplicity

we let σ = 1 + i.

We can also compare the saddle point solution with the exact result. The integral

can evaluated as ∫
dxe−x

2/2+σx =
√

2πeσ
2/2. (E.15)

While the saddle point solution gives

eσ
2/2, (E.16)

with the one-loop correction
√

2π the saddle point analysis recovers the exact result.
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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

Zλ =

∫ ∞
−∞

dxeS , S = iλ

(
x3

3
− x
)
. (E.17)

It is not hard to find that for real λ there are three “convergent” regions, namely

<(S) <∞, on the complex x-plane:

x = reiθ,
2nπ

3
≤ θ ≤ π

3
+

2nπ

3
, n = 0, 1, 2. (E.18)

In each convergent region, the Airy integrand is exponentially small. As we vary λ to

complex values, we should deform the integration contour of x accordingly so that the

integral remains converge. This gives an analytic continuation of Zλ. The two critical

points are located at x = ±1. The values of saddle points are

S± = ∓2iλ

3
. (E.19)

Since along the (anti-)thimbles, the imaginary part of S is a constant and

Im(S±) = ∓2Re(λ)

3
. (E.20)

Therefore the two (anti-)thimbles associated with the two critical points will not in-

tersect except for the case of Re(λ) = 0. The thimble which connects critical points is

called the Stoke ray. Using the Lefschetz thimbles J±, we can rewrite the integral as

Zλ = n+

∫
J+

expS + n−

∫
J−

expS. (E.21)
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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 λ = 1, then the flow equations are

dx

dt
= i(x̄2 − 1). (E.22)

Expressing x = x1 + ix2, we obtain

dx1

dt
= 2x1x2,

dx2

dt
= x2

1 − x2
2 − 1. (E.23)

We plot the anti-thimbles in Fig. 15 Therefore for λ = 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

Z̃ =

∫ ∞
−∞

dx expS, S = i

(
x3

3
+ x

)
. (E.24)

The integral is convergent and can be expressed by the Airy function

Z̃ =
2πAi

(
1
3√3

)
3
√

3
= 0.83 . (E.25)

We now try to compute the integral with saddle point approximation, where the saddle

points are located at x = ±i. The saddle point value, plus the 1-loop correction, of the
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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, Z̃± are the same, and the sum of them is larger

than the exact evaluation of the integral

Z̃+ = Z̃− = 0.733, Z̃+ + Z̃− > Z̃. (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

Z =

∫
dσ

dg

2π
eS , S = log σ − iσg − 1

2
g2 . (E.27)

The integral can be done directly to get

Z = 0 . (E.28)

There are two saddle points

g± = ±i, σ± = ∓1 . (E.29)

with saddle point contributions to the integral (on-shell action)

Z± = ∓ 1√
e
, Z− + Z+ = 0 , (E.30)
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Matching this with the exact solution suggests that n± = 1. Note that σ± = ∓1 are

already on the real line so corresponding anti-thimbles always intersect with the original

contour. The flow equations are

dσ

dt
= − 1

σ̄
− iḡ,

dg

dt
= −iσ̄ + ḡ. (E.31)

Expressing σ = σ1 + iσ2 and g = g1 + ig2 we obtain the following differential equations

dσ1

dt
+ g2 +

σ1

σ2
1 + σ2

2

= 0,
dσ2

dt
+ g1 +

σ2

σ2
1 + σ2

2

= 0, (E.32)

dg1

dt
+ σ2 − g1 = 0,

dg2

dt
+ σ1 + g2 = 0. (E.33)

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

Figure 17: Since σ± 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

∂S

∂z
=

1

2

∂S

∂x
+

1

2i

∂S

∂y
, (E.34)

∂S̄

∂z̄
=

1

2

∂S̄

∂x
− 1

2i

∂S̄

∂y
, (E.35)
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where

z = x+ iy. (E.36)

Then we evaluate the equation as

dz

dt
+

dz̄

dt
= −∂S

∂z
− ∂S̄

∂z̄
= −∂Re(S)

∂x
− ∂Im(S)

∂y
, (E.37)

dz

dt
− dz̄

dt
=
∂S

∂z
− ∂S̄

∂z̄
= −i

∂Re(S)

∂y
+ i

∂Im(S)

∂x
, (E.38)

where we work in the flat space. Recall the Cauchy-Riemann equation we get

dx

dt
= −∂Re(S)

∂x
,

dy

dt
= −∂Re(S)

∂y
. (E.39)

To illustrate it we consider a special case in the Airy function

S = i

(
x3

3
+ x

)
. (E.40)

In the complex plane its conjugate is

S̄ = −i

(
x̄3

3
+ x̄

)
, (E.41)

and we can define the components

x = x1 + ix2, x̄ = x1 − ix2. (E.42)

The flow equation in complex coordinates becomes

dx

dt
= −∂S̄

∂x̄
= i(x̄2 + 1), (E.43)

which leads to the equations in real coordinates

dx1

dt
= 2x1x2,

dx2

dt
= x2

1 − x2
2 + 1. (E.44)

On the other hand we can get the equations with the real part of S:

Re(S) = −x2 − x2
1x2 +

x3
2

3
. (E.45)

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

Z =

∫
DΦ exp

(
−
∫
dx ∂µφ(x)∂µφ(x) + J(x)φ(x)

)
(F.1)

where J(x) is a random source drawn from some probability distribution. If the random

coupling J does not depends on the spacetime i.e.

〈Jn〉connected = κn (F.2)

where κn 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

as

〈Z〉J =

∫
DΦ exp

(
−
∫
dxL0

)∑
n

〈Jn〉
n!

(∫
dx φ(x)

)n
(F.3)

=

∫
DΦ exp

(
−
∫
dxL0

)
MGF

(∫
dxφ(x)

)
(F.4)

where MGF is the moment generating function of J . If J is Gaussian N (0, t2) then

MGF

(∫
dxφ(x)

)
= exp

(
t2

2

∫
dx dy φ(x)φ(y)

)
, (F.5)

〈Z〉J =

∫
DΦ exp

(
−
∫
dxL0 +

t2

2

∫
dx dy φ(x)φ(y)

)
(F.6)

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〉J =

∫
DΦ exp

(
−
∫
dxL0 +

∑
n

κn
n!

[

∫
dxφ(x)]n

)
, (F.7)

so multi-local interactions will be generated. In particular, if the distribution is Poisson

we have

〈Z〉J =

∫
DΦ exp

(
−
∫
dxL0 + eλ

∫
dxφ(x) − 1

)
, (F.8)

which is a highly non-local theory.

– 104 –



Alternatively we can require the random coupling J to depend on the spacetime

i.e.

〈
n∏
i

J(xi)〉 =
n∏

i=1,j=i

δ(xi − xj)κn . (F.9)

This situation is like the Brownian SYK theory [13]. Now we can take the ensemble

average to get

〈Z〉J =

∫
DΦ exp

(
−
∫
dxL0

)∑
n

〈Jn〉
n!

(∫
dx φ(x)

)n
(F.10)

=

∫
DΦ exp

(
−
∫
dxL0

)∑
n

κn
n!

(∫
dx φn(x)

)
=

∫
DΦ exp

(
−
∫
dxL0

)∫
dxMGF(φ(x)). (F.11)

If J is Gaussian N (0, t2) then we have

〈Z〉J =

∫
DΦ exp

(
−
∫
dx (L0 +

t2

2
φ2(x))

)
. (F.12)

and if J is Poisson then we simply get

〈Z〉J =

∫
DΦ exp

(
−
∫
dx [L0 + λ(eφ(x) − 1)]

)
, (F.13)

which also coincides with results in [87].

G Computations in large N

CLT with µ = 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 = Y 2 − 〈Y 2〉+ 〈Y 〉2 − Φ, (G.1)

〈Error2〉 = 〈
(
Y 2 − 〈Y 2〉+ 〈Y 〉2 − Φ

)2〉, (G.2)

where Φ is defined in (2.63). And if the approximation is proper we must have

〈Error〉 = 0, 〈Error2〉/〈Y 4〉 � 1. (G.3)
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The first requirement leads to

〈Φ〉 = 〈Y 〉2 (G.4)

which is proved around (2.63), then we have

〈Error2〉 = 〈
(
Y 2 + 〈Y 〉2 − Φ

)2〉 − 〈Y 2〉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

Xi as

Y =
∑
i 6=j

XiXj, (G.6)

and for simplicity each combination only appears once since Xi’s commute with each

other. The properties for Xi in this section are set as

〈X〉 = 0, 〈X2〉 = t2, (G.7)

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

X̃ = 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

Y 2 =
∑
i 6=j

X2
iX

2
j + 2

∑
i 6=j 6=k

X2
iXjXk + 6

∑
i 6=j 6=k 6=l

XiXjXkXl, (G.9)

where the first sum contains p different terms

p =

(
N

2

)
, (G.10)

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 Φ in the approximation we have

Φ =
1

(2π)N

∫
d~k
e−i~k ~X

P ( ~X)
〈ei~k~x〉

(
〈Y ei~k~x〉
〈ei~k~x〉

)2

, (G.11)

=
1

(2π)N

∫
d~k
e−i~k ~X

P ( ~X)
〈ei~k~x〉

(∑
i 6=j

〈xixjei~k~x〉
〈ei~k~x〉

)2

, (G.12)
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the computation is similar to that in Y 2 so that we can split the Φ function into three

parts according to the three sums in (G.9)

Φ0 =
2

(2π)N

∫
d~k
e−i~k ~X

P ( ~X)
〈ei~k~x〉

∑
i 6=j

〈xixjei~k~x〉
〈ei~k~x〉

〈xixjei~k~x〉
〈ei~k~x〉

, (G.13)

=
∑
i 6=j

1

(2π)2

∫
dkidkj

e−ikiXie−ikjXj

P (Xi)P (Xj)
〈eikixi〉〈eikjxj〉

(
〈xieikixi〉
〈eikixi〉

)2(〈xjeikjxj〉
〈eikjxj〉

)2

,

(G.14)

Φ1 =
2

(2π)N

∫
d~k
e−i~k ~X

P ( ~X)
〈ei~k~x〉

∑
i 6=j 6=k

〈xixjei~k~x〉
〈ei~k~x〉

〈xixkei~k~x〉
〈ei~k~x〉

, (G.15)

= 2
∑
i 6=j 6=k

XjXk
1

2π

∫
dki

e−ikiXi

P (Xi)
〈eikixi〉

(
〈xieikixi〉
〈eikixi〉

)2

, (G.16)

Φ2 =
6

(2π)N

∫
d~k
e−i~k ~X

P ( ~X)
〈ei~k~x〉

∑
i 6=j 6=k 6=l

〈xixjei~k~x〉
〈ei~k~x〉

〈xkxlei~k~x〉
〈ei~k~x〉

, (G.17)

= 6
∑

i 6=j 6=k 6=l

XiXjXkXl. (G.18)

For simplicity we can define the function below

φi =
1

2π

∫
dk
e−ikXi

P (Xi)
〈eikx〉

(
〈xeikx〉
〈eikx〉

)2

, (G.19)

so that the Φ functions can be expressed as

Φ0 =
∑
i 6=j

φiφj, (G.20)

Φ1 = 2
∑
i 6=j 6=k

φiXjXk. (G.21)

And note that the φ function has the property

〈φi〉 = 〈Xi〉2, (G.22)

which is useful in the later computation, where Xi’s are identical.
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Then following the procedure we have

〈Error2〉 = 〈
(
Y 2 + 〈Y 〉2 − Φ

)2〉 − 〈Y 2〉2, (G.23)

=

〈(∑
i 6=j

(
X2
iX

2
j − φiφj

)
+ 2

∑
i 6=j 6=k

(
X2
i − φi

)
XjXk

)2〉
− p2〈X2〉4, (G.24)

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 Xi, therefore we can only consider the

squares of each sum

〈Error2〉 =

〈(∑
i 6=j

(
X2
iX

2
j − φiφj

))2

+

(
2
∑
i 6=j 6=k

(
X2
i − φi

)
XjXk

)2〉
− p2〈X2〉4.

(G.25)

The numbers of the diagonal terms in the two sums in the first average are

p, 4p(N − 2), (G.26)

while the non-diagonal terms in the first sum have

p(p− 2(N − 2)− 1) for 〈X2
iX

2
jX

2
kX

2
l 〉 (G.27)

2p(N − 2) for 〈X4
iX

2
jX

2
k〉, (G.28)

and the non-diagonal terms in the second sum vanish due to the zero mean of Xi.

We want to talk about (G.3) in this case, and the φ function has its role in the

discussion. If the function φ satisfies the relation

X2
i − φi = f(Xi), 〈f(Xi)〉 = 0 (G.29)

where f(Xi) is an unknown function of Xi . Actually this relation leads to

t2 = 〈X2
i − φi〉 = 0, (G.30)

therefore in this case the distribution should be non-trivial with µ = 0 and t = 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 〈Error2〉 will be (G.27) as it

contains the largest number of terms. The φ terms are not included since the averages

of the non-diagonal φ terms are zero because of (G.7) and (G.22). Then we can find

that the dominant terms of 〈Error2〉 which locate at the order p2 or N4 cancel out in

(G.25). Therefore the relation (G.3) is satisfied since the dominant terms in Y 2 are also

at the order N4, so that the proposal holds in this case when N is sufficiently large.
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While if φ has the relation below like what we have in the Gaussian case

X2
i − φi = g(Xi), 〈g(Xi)〉 6= 0 (G.31)

where g(Xi) 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
∑
i 6=j 6=k

(
X2
i − φi

)
XjXk ∼ 2(N − 2)C

∑
j 6=k

XjXk, (G.32)

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 Xi has a zero mean, which means the number of the terms is

4(N − 2)2p = 2N(N − 1)(N − 2)2. (G.33)

This contribution also locate at the order N4 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 =
∑
i1...iq

Xi1 . . . Xiq , (G.34)

where the sum contains p terms

p =

(
N

q

)
(G.35)

and Xi’s are still identical and independent variables. Following the procedure above

we have

Y 2 =
∑
i1...iq

X2
i1
. . . X2

iq +
∑

i1...iq+1

X2
i1
. . . X2

iq−1
XiqXiq+1 + · · ·+

∑
i1...i2q

Xi1 . . . Xi2q , (G.36)

the numbers of the total terms for each sum are respectively(
N

q

)
,

(
N

q

)(
q

1

)(
N − q

1

)
, . . . ,

(
N

q

)(
N − q
q

)
, (G.37)

and the numbers for each single term in each sum or the repetitions are

1,

(
2

1

)
,

(
4

2

)
, . . . ,

(
2q

q

)
. (G.38)
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When q = 2 we can find that the computations in the two cases match. For the function

Φ similarly we can define the functions

Φ0, Φ1, . . . ,Φq, (G.39)

which correspond to the terms in (G.36) respectively. And we can also introduce the

φ functions to express each Φs, substituting the X2
i by φi in (G.36) we can get all the

Φs’s just like (G.20),(G.21).

Following the previous procedure the square of the error function can be evaluated

as

〈Error2〉 = 〈
(
Y 2 + 〈Y 〉2 − Φ

)2〉 − 〈Y 2〉2, (G.40)

=

〈 q∑
s=0

∑
i1...iq+s

(
Y 2
s − Φs

)2〉
− p2〈X2〉2q, (G.41)

=

〈
q∑
s=0

 ∑
i1...iq+s

(
Y 2
s − Φs

)2〉
− p2〈X2〉2q, (G.42)

where the index s labels the components in both Y 2,Φ and the cross terms among the

different sums vanish due to zero mean of Xi.

Then we’ll encounter the previous problem again that there are two different condi-

tions (G.29),(G.31) for φ, and we also first consider the former one. The total numbers

of the diagonal terms in the above each sum s are respectively(
N

q

)
,

(
2

1

)(
N

q

)(
q

1

)(
N − q

1

)
, . . . ,

(
2(q − 1)

q − 1

)(
N

q

)(
q

q − 1

)(
N − q
q − 1

)
, (G.43)

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 Xi is zero, the nonzero

non-diagonal terms only appears in the sum s = 0. And as the average of Φi is also

zero, the nonzero non-diagonal terms in the sum s = 0 will only come from Y 2
0 . The

computation of the square of this term is similar to (G.36) except the replacement of

Xi by X2
i ,

Y 4
nn =

∑
i1...iq+1

X4
i1
. . . X4

iq−1
X2
iqX

2
iq+1

+ · · ·+
∑
i1...i2q

X2
i1
. . . X2

i2q
, (G.44)

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 = q 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(
N

q

)(
N − q
q

)
. (G.45)

Then after the average the dominant terms in the square of the error becomes

〈Error2〉 =

((
N

q

)(
N − q
q

)
−
(
N

q

)(
N

q

))
〈X2〉2q, (G.46)

which is subordinate comparing to 〈Y 4〉.
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 q = 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)∑
ji1...i2q−2

(X2
j − φj)Xi1 . . . Xi2q−2 = α

∑
i1...i2q−2

Xi1 . . . Xi2q−2 (G.47)

where

α = C

(
N

q

)(
q

q − 1

)(
N − q
q − 1

)
/

(
N

2q − 2

)
, (G.48)

and for simplicity we denote the φ 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

(G.31) and the numerator is the number of the terms in the sum labelled by s = q− 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(
N

q

)2(
q

q − 1

)2(
N − q
q − 1

)2

/

(
N

2q − 2

)
∼ N2q ∼ p2. (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 µ 6= 0

In the above section we have discussed the case with µ = 0, after that we can move

to consider the case with µ 6= 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 =
∑
i 6=j

(Xi − 〈Xi〉) (Xj − 〈Xj〉) , (G.50)

Y =
∑
i 6=j

XiXj −

〈∑
i 6=j

XiXj

〉
. (G.51)

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 µ = 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 q = 2

Y =
∑
i 6=j

XiXj, (G.52)

Y 2 =
∑
i 6=j

X2
iX

2
j + 2

∑
i 6=j 6=k

X2
iXjXk + 6

∑
i 6=j 6=k 6=l

XiXjXkXl. (G.53)

About Φ 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 Y 2 and

Φ so that the square of the error can be expressed as

〈Error2〉 = 〈
(
Y 2 + 〈Y 〉2 − Φ

)2〉 − 〈Y 2〉2, (G.54)

=
〈(
Y 2

0 + 〈Y 〉20 − Φ0 + Y 2
1 + 〈Y 〉21 − Φ1

)2
〉
− 〈Y 2〉2. (G.55)

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 Xi. When N → ∞ 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 2
1 (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

Φ1 = 2
∑
i 6=j 6=k

φiXjXk, (G.56)
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where φ is defined in (G.19). Then we have

Y 2
1 + 〈Y 〉21 − Φ1 = 2

∑
i 6=j 6=k

((
X2
i − φi

)
XjXk + 〈Xi〉2〈Xj〉〈Xk〉

)
, (G.57)

while the dominant terms can be written as

〈Error2〉d =

〈(
2
∑
i 6=j 6=k

((
X2
i − φi

)
XjXk + 〈Xi〉2〈Xj〉〈Xk〉

))2〉
−

〈
2
∑
i 6=j 6=k

X2
iXjXk

〉2

.

(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

〈
(
X2
i − φi

)
XjXk + 〈Xi〉2〈Xj〉〈Xk〉〉, 〈X2

iXjXk〉, (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,

(
X2
i − φi

)
XjXk

(
X2
l − φl

)
XmXn, 4

(
N

2

)
(N − 2)

(
N − 3

2

)
(N − 5), (G.60)

while the second part in (G.58) contains

4

(
N

2

)2

(N − 2)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 µ = 0 when the

average of X2 − φ 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

X2 − φ 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)

〈Error2〉 =

〈(
q−1∑
s=0

(Y 2
s + 〈Y 〉2s − Φs)

)2〉
− 〈Y 2〉2, (G.62)
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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,

〈
(
X2
i1
− φi1

)
Xi2 . . . Xi2q−1 + 〈Xi1〉2〈Xi2〉 . . . 〈Xi2q−1〉〉, 〈X2

i1
Xi2 . . . Xi2q−1〉, (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 µ = 0

Like in the previous section given any distribution we can always construct a variable

with zero mean, such as

X̃ = X − 〈X〉, (G.64)

so that we can consider any distribution we want.

We first consider a simple case with q = 2, the Hamiltonian has the form

Y =
∑
i 6=j

sgn(ij)XiXj, (G.65)

where Xi’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 Xi’s only appear once in the sum. Therefore for

the square we have

Y 2 =
∑
i 6=j

X2
iX

2
j + 2

∑
i 6=j 6=k 6=l

sgn(ijkl)XiXjXkXl, (G.66)

comparing to (G.9) it lacks the middle term. Our previous computation shows that

the approximation fails in the Gaussian case with µ = 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 q 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 q have different meanings. Then the number of Xi in

(G.65) becomes

N !

((N/2)!)2 , (G.67)
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and the sum contains the number of the terms

N !

2! ((N/2)!)2 . (G.68)

Following the previous process we have

Y 2 − Φ =
∑
i 6=j

(
X2
iX

2
j − φiφj

)
(G.69)

where φ is defined in (G.19) and for the error

〈Error2〉 =

〈(∑
i 6=j

(
X2
iX

2
j − φiφj

))2〉
−

〈∑
i 6=j

X2
iX

2
j

〉2

. (G.70)

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 φ is zero due to

the zero mean of Xi, 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 !

2! ((N/2)!)2

(
N !

2! ((N/2)!)2 − 1

)
−
(

N !

2! ((N/2)!)2

)2

. (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 =
∑
A

sgn(A)JA1 . . . JAp . (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 JA’s

is (
N

q

)
, (G.73)

and the number of the combinations of JA’s is

N !

p!(q!)p
, (G.74)
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while the times for a single JA appearing in the Hamiltonian is

(N − q)!
(p− 1)!(q!)p−1

. (G.75)

The square of the partition function can be given as

z2 =
∑
A

sgn(A)2J2
A1
. . . J2

Ap +
∑
A,B

sgn(A)sgn(B)J2
A1
. . . J2

Ap−2
JAp−1JApJBp−1JBp

+ · · ·+
∑
A,B

sgn(A)sgn(B)JA1 . . . JApJB1 . . . JBp (G.76)

the first non-diagonal term appears with four different JA’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 JA’s in the product of the combinations of A and B. Obviously there’s only

one combination in the case r = 1, actually r = 1 is identical to r = 0 since the last

JAi in a combination A can be determined by the other p − 1 JAi ’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 − i cases in the product of two combinations. Therefore we have

r = 2,
(2q)!

2!(q!)2
− 1, (G.77)

r = 3,
(3q)!

3!(q!)3
−
(

3

2

)(
(2q)!

2!(q!)2
− 1

)
− 1, (G.78)

from the above we can introduce the function nr for this counting

nr =
(rq)!

r!(q!)r
−

r−1∑
s=2

(
r

s

)
ns − 1. (G.79)

From the calculation we can take mathematical induction to derive a simpler form

nr =
r∑
s=1

(sq)!

s!(q!)s

(
r

s

)
(−1)r−s + (−1)r, r > 1, (G.80)

and

n0 = 1, (G.81)

where n1 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 !

p!(q!)p
n0,

N !

p!(q!)p

(
p

2

)
n2,

N !

p!(q!)p

(
p

3

)
n3, . . . ,

N !

p!(q!)p
np, (G.82)

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 − q)!, therefore the subtrahend

is almost at the order N(N − q)!. Actually this number is far larger than the accurate

one, since in (G.80) there’s a factor (−1)r−s 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 JAi is zero, therefore we

have

〈z2〉 =

〈∑
A

sgn(A)2J2
A1
. . . J2

Ap

〉
=

N !

p!(q!)p
J̄2p (G.83)

where

〈J2
Ai
〉 = J̄2. (G.84)

For the error we evaluate it as

〈Error2〉 = 〈
(
z2 − Φ

)2〉 − 〈z2〉2, (G.85)

=

〈
p∑

s=0,2

 ∑
i1...iq+s

(
z2
s − Φs

)2〉
− 〈z2〉2, (G.86)

where s does not take value 1 for clarity and the cross terms of different sums are zero

due to the zero mean of JAi . 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!(q!)p

(
p

p− 1

)
np−1 < p2 N !

p!(q!)p
(N − q)!

(p− 1)!(q!)p−1
. (G.87)

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 !

p!(q!)p
np −

(
N !

p!(q!)p

)2

(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

J2
Ai
− Φi 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

α
∑

JAp−1JApJBp−1JBp , (G.89)

where α is determined by the quotient of the two numbers of the two sum

α =
N !

p!(q!)p

(
p

2

)
n2/

((
N

2q

)
(2q)!

2!(q!)2
n2

)
. (G.90)

Therefore after the square the total number becomes(
N !

p!(q!)p

(
p

2

)
n2

)2

/

((
N

2q

)
(2q)!

2!(q!)2
n2

)
, (G.91)

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(
N !

p!(q!)p

(
p

p− 1

)
np−1

)2

/

((
N

N − q

)
(N − q)!

(p− 1)!(q!)p−1
np−1

)
. (G.92)

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 µ 6= 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 µ = 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 =
∑
A

sgn(A)JA1 . . . JAp , (G.93)

the main task here is find the dominant terms. The sign functions may have some effect

which makes s = q − 1 not dominant, such as when N/q=2 we have〈∑
A

sgn(A)JA1JA2

〉
=
∑
A

sgn(A)〈JAi〉2 =

(
N/2− 1

[N/4]

)
〈JAi〉2, (G.94)

where the square bracket means the integer part. Actually here N/4 is q/2, in the later

computation we always have even q 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 q-sequence,

sgn(JAi) = (−1)ai1+···+aiq , q = 0mod(4) (G.95)

where when q = 2mod(4) the sign will be opposite. Note that here we take the ai from

the indices of JAi , 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 q-sequence.

Then for a combination A containing r negative q-sequences we have the argument

sgn(A) = 1, if
r∑
i=1

si = 0mod(2), (G.96)

where si is the site of the i-th negative q-sequence. We give the condition above as the

negative q-sequences seems appearing in pairs. For N/q = 2 the positive combination

A contains two positive q-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 JA1 is 1, we only need

to consider the others. The positive q-sequence has the number(
N/2− 1

1

)(
N/2

q − 2

)
+

(
N/2− 1

3

)(
N/2

q − 4

)
+ · · ·+

(
N/2− 1

q − 1

)(
N/2

0

)
, (G.97)

where q = N/2 the first chooses odd number of odd integers while the second chooses

even number of even integers. Then the negative q-sequence has(
N/2− 1

0

)(
N/2

q − 1

)
+

(
N/2− 1

2

)(
N/2

q − 3

)
+ · · ·+

(
N/2− 1

q − 2

)(
N/2

1

)
, (G.98)

the difference of the two numbers will give the parameter

d(p, q) =

q−1∑
i=0

(−1)i+1

(
pq/2− 1

i

)(
pq/2

q − 1− i

)
, (G.99)

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 q-sequence

d(p, q) =
1

p− 1

(
pq/2− 1

q/2

)
, (G.100)

where q is even and it can be verified by numerics.

And note that for different q’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 γ in the expression below by the recursion〈∑
A

sgn(A)JA1 . . . JAp

〉
=
∑
A

sgn(A)〈JAi〉p = γ〈JAi〉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 q numbers to the N case which

is already known, in the new permutation we can fix one number in the extra q ones

at the p + 1 site in case of repetition. For simplicity we let the additional q 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 q numbers from

the N + q 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−. (G.103)

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 + q as

PN+q
+ = P q

+P
N
+ + P q

−P
N
− , PN+q

− = P q
+P

N
− + P q

+P
N
− , (G.104)

therefore the difference of the positive and negative sequences can be illustrated as

PN+q
+ − PN+q

− = (P q
+ − P

q
−)(PN

+ − PN
− ). (G.105)

Which means the recursion can be expressed as

D(p, q) = d(p, q)D(p− 1, q) =

p∏
s=2

d(s, q), (G.106)

inserting the equation (G.100) it becomes

D(p, q) =
(pq/2− 1)!

(p− 1)!(q/2− 1)!((q/2)!)p−1
=

(pq/2)!

p!((q/2)!)p
. (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,∑
A,B

sgn(A)sgn(B)J2
A1
. . . J2

Ap−sJAp−s+1 . . . JApJBp−s+1 . . . JBp , (G.108)

after the average over J the number in the sum becomes

ds =
s∑
r=2

(
p− r
s− r

)(
N

pq − rq

)
(pq − rq)!

(p− r)!(q!)p−r
D(r, q)2(−1)s−r +

(
p

s

)
(s− 1)(−1)s−1 (pq)!

p!(q!)p
,

(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 − sq

)
(pq − sq)!

(p− s)!(q!)p−s
D(s, q)2, (G.110)
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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

INf =

∫
d2Nψ exp

(
T [
∑
i

[ΣLRψ
L
i ψ

R
i + ΣLθiψ

L
i + ΣRθiψ

R
i ]

)
(H.1)

=

(∫
dψLdψR exp(TΣLRψ

LψR) exp(TΣLθψ
L) exp(TΣRθψ

R)

)N
(H.2)

Before evaluating this integral we need some specifications. Here ψL(R) are not Grass-

mann numbers but can be transferred into Dirac fermions as

c =
ψL + iψR

2
, c† =

ψL − iψR

2
, ψL = c+ c†, ψR = i(c† − c) (H.3)

{c, c†} = 1, {c, c} = {c†, c†} = 0 . (H.4)

Then the integral If becomes

If = 2

∫
dcdc†ea1(cc†−c†c)+a−c+a+c† , a1 = iTΣLR, a± = T (ΣL ± iΣR)θ, (H.5)

= 4 cosh(
√
a2

1 + a+a−) = 4 cosh(T
√

Σ2
L + Σ2

R − Σ2
LR) (H.6)

Next let us use the same method to compute (8.55):

IN4 =

∫
d4Nψ exp

(
Σabψ

a
i ψ

b
i

)
(H.7)

= {
∫

d4ψ exp

(
1

2
Σ12ψ

1ψ2 + Σ13ψ
1ψ3 + Σ14ψ

1ψ4

Σ23ψ
2ψ3 + Σ24ψ

2ψ4 + Σ34ψ
3ψ4
)
}N . (H.8)

Generally to compute I4 let us introduce two Dirac fermions

ψ1 =
√
h(c1 + c†1), ψ2 = i

√
h(c1 − c†1), ψ3 =

√
h(c2 + c†2), ψ4 = i

√
h(c2 − c†2),(H.9)
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such that Σabψ
a
i ψ

b
i can be written as a 4× 4 matrix H with non-vanishing elements

H11 = −ih(Σ12 + Σ34), H14 = −h(Σ13 − Σ24)− ih(Σ14 + Σ23) (H.10)

H22 = ih(Σ34 − Σ12), H23 = −h(Σ13 + Σ24) + ih(Σ14 − Σ23) (H.11)

H32 = h(Σ13 + Σ24) + ih(Σ14 − Σ23), H33 = −ih(Σ34 − Σ12) (H.12)

H41 = h(Σ13 − Σ24)− ih(Σ14 + Σ23), H44 = ih(Σ12 + Σ34). (H.13)

By diagonalizing this matrix we can compute I4 as the trace of the exponential of the

matrix

I4 = 2
(

cos
(
h
√

(Σ14 − Σ23)2 + (Σ13 + Σ24)2 + (Σ12 − Σ34)2
)

+ cos
(
h
√

(Σ14 + Σ23)2 + (Σ13 − Σ24)2 + (Σ12 + Σ34)2
))

. (H.14)

And note that the change of the variable from ψ to c,c† will introduce an additional

coefficient in the integral

(2h)2, (H.15)

the final result is the product of the two terms.
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