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Abstract

Recently, S. Murthy has proposed a convergent expansion of free partition functions and su-
perconformal indices of finite-N purely adjoint gauge theories based on a Fredholm determinant
expansion. This expansion has been dubbed the giant graviton expansion and takes the form of an
infinite series of corrections to the N “ 8 result, with the mth correction being of order e´mN . We
show that this expansion can be reproduced using eigenvalue instantons in unitary matrix integrals.
This perspective allows us to get the giant graviton expansion proposed by S. Murthy without the
intermediate step of the Hubbard Stratonovich transformation.
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A puzzling feature of holographic duality is the overcompleteness of the semiclassical bulk Hilbert

space—states which appear orthogonal from the perspective of the semiclassical bulk theory can have

exponentially small overlaps, and complicated superpositions of them can result in null states. Trace

relations [1, 2] and other nonperturbative effects (for instance, due to spacetime wormholes [3, 4]) lead to

fewer states in the finite N theory compared to the infinite N theory. Such effects have been proposed to

play important roles in the black hole information problem [5], the error correcting features of holography

[6] and the fortuity of supersymmetric black holes [7]. In this note, we study a non-perturbative effect

of this kind, namely the existence of trace relations in finite-N gauge theories with adjoint fields, using

a collective field description that is analogous to semiclassical gravity. We aim to elaborate how the

instanton effects in such models reflect the existence of null states.

Concretely, we will study superconformal indices of supersymmetric gauge theories, and partition

functions of free gauge theories, which are given by unitary matrix integrals, the unitary matrix being

the holonomy of the gauge field on the temporal S1 [8, 9] . Restricting to UpNq gauge theories with

purely adjoint fields, the unitary matrix integrals take the form

ZN pgq :“

ż

dU exp

˜

8
ÿ

k“1

gk
k

TrUk TrU´k

¸

, (1)

where gk are some coefficients that are determined by the temperature and chemical potentials present

in the specific problem being studied. The Haar measure dU is normalized so that the volume of UpNq

group manifold equals one.

We will be interested in studying this integral at finite N , and not just at infinite N . The integral (1)

exhibits non-perturbative effects due to trace relations, which have been dubbed “giant graviton” effects,

following the role played by giant gravitons in the 1/2-BPS sector of N “ 4 SYM theory [10]. In [11], a

formula was proposed by S. Murthy for general integrals of this type where the finite-N result is written

as a series of exponentially small corrections to the infinite-N result.1 Let us state the result. First, one

performs a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation to define a new integral rZN pt`, t´q as follows

ZN pgq “

ż 8
ź

k“1

dt`
k dt

´
k

2πkgk
exp

ˆ

´
t`
k t

´
k

kgk

˙

rZN pt`, t´q , where (2)

rZN pt`, t´q :“

ż

dU exp

˜

8
ÿ

k“1

ˆ

t`
k

k
TrUk `

t´
k

k
TrU´k

˙

¸

. (3)

1 For other results of this nature, proposing similar but different expansions, see e.g. [12, 13, 2, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19,

20, 21, 22]. For implications of this formula for bulk physics in AdS, see [23, 24, 25, 26, 27]. We will only be studying

non-perturbative results in the “confining” phase of such integrals. For eigenvalue instantons in the “deconfined” phase

and their bulk interpretation, see for example [28].
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Ref. [11] then invokes the result of [29, 30], which states that

rZN pt`, t´q “ rZ8pt`, t´q

˜

1 `

8
ÿ

m“1

rG
pmq

N pt`, t´q

¸

, with (4)

rZ8pt`, t´q “ exp

˜

8
ÿ

k“1

t`
k t

´
k

k

¸

, and (5)

rG
pmq

N pt`, t´q “ p´1qm
ÿ

triu:Năr1ă¨¨¨rm
riPZ`1{2

det

¨

˚

˚

˝

rKpr1, r1q rKpr1, r2q . . . rKpr1, rmq

...
...

. . .
...

rKprm, r1q rKprm, r2q ¨ ¨ ¨ rKprm, rmq

˛

‹

‹

‚

, (6)

and where rK is an infinite dimensional matrix defined by the generating function

ÿ

r,s,PZ` 1
2

rKpr, sq vru´s :“

?
vu

v ´ u
exp

˜

8
ÿ

k“1

ˆ

t`
k

k
pvk ´ ukq ´

t´
k

k
pv´k ´ u´kq

˙

¸

, |u| ă |v| . (7)

Note that all the matrix indices of rK appearing in (6) are larger than N . Substituting the expansion

(4) into (2), we get the required expansion, which is written as

ZN pgq “ Z8pgq

˜

1 `

8
ÿ

m“1

G
pmq

N pgq

¸

. (8)

Our goal in this note is to reproduce the expansion (8) from the point of view of eigenvalue instantons

in the matrix integral (1).

For this we will need to review two more results. The first is from [31, 32] (see, for example, Eq.

(5.2) of [32]), where it was shown that

G
pmq

N “
p´1qm

pm!q2

ż m
ź

i“1

dui

2πiu´N
i

dvi

2πivNi

ś

1ďiăjďmpui ´ ujq
2pvi ´ vjq

2

śm
i“1

śm
j“1pui ´ vjq2

ˆ

ˆ exp

˜

´

8
ÿ

k“1

1

k

gk
1 ´ gk

m
ÿ

i“1

m
ÿ

j“1

puki ´ vki qpu´k
i ´ v´k

i q

¸

. (9)

Our strategy is to show that the integral on the right hand side of (9) is precisely what one gets by

studying the appropriate eigenvalue instanton problem.

Review of eigenvalue instantons in unitary matrix integrals with single-trace potentials.

The second set of results that we need are about the eigenvalue density and the one-eigenvalue effective

potential in the integral (3). These results are well known, but we refer the reader to appendix C of the

recent paper [32] for a recent pedagogical exposition. We will be working in the large-N limit, and 1{N

will only be used as a perturbation parameter appearing in formal series expansions.

For now, we assume that the tk’s are of order N but small enough that we are in the phase where the

Vandermonde repulsion dominates over the attraction due to the potential, and so the support of the
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eigenvalue distribution is the whole unit circle. Let zi “ eiθi , with i “ 1, . . . , N denote the eigenvalues

of U . Explicitly, the eigenvalue density is given by

ρpθq “
1

2π

˜

1 `
1

N

8
ÿ

k“1

´

t`
k e

ikθ ` t´
k e

´ikθ
¯

¸

, (10)

see Figure 1a for an illustration.

A class of well-studied nonperturbative effects in matrix integrals are the so-called eigenvalue in-

stanton effects [33, 34, 35, 36, 37]. The quantity controlling these is the effective potential Veffpzq felt by

a single eigenvalue, which is a combination of the explicit potential in the matrix and the Vandermonde

repulsion term. To analyze these effects, it is useful to write the integral (3) in the following form:

rZN pt`, t´q “ p´1q
NpN´1q

2

ż N
ź

i“1

dzi

2πizNi

ź

1ďiăjďN

pzi ´ zjq
2 exp

˜

´

8
ÿ

k“1

V pzkq

¸

, (11)

where z1, . . . , zN are the eigenvalues of U , and, for ease of later notation, we have defined

V pzq :“ ´

8
ÿ

k“1

˜

t`
k

k

ÿ

j

zkj `
t´
k

k

ÿ

j

z´k
j

¸

. (12)

Let us also define

rV pzq :“ ´

8
ÿ

k“1

˜

t`
k

k

ÿ

j

zkj ´
t´
k

k

ÿ

j

z´k
j

¸

, (13)

a quantity that will also be useful later.

Since, in the present case, the support of the eigenvalue density divides the eigenvalue plane into

two disconnected pieces, various quantities of interest in the matrix integral define two separate analytic

functions of z, depending on whether we start outside or inside the unit circle in the complex-z plane.

For instance,

xTr logp1 ´ z´1Uqypt`,t´q “ ´

8
ÿ

j“1

t´
j

j
z´j , if |z| ą 1 , (14)

xTr logp1 ´ zU´1qypt`,t´q “ ´

8
ÿ

j“1

t`
j

j
zj , if |z| ă 1 , (15)

where the expectation values are taken using the integral (3). The way to derive these is to simply

Taylor expand the function on the left hand side and then compute xTrUmypt`,t´q by Taylor expanding

the exponential in the integrand (3) and using the following result from [38] to perform the resulting

integral over UpNq:

ż

dU
k

ź

j“1

pTrU jqaj pTrU´jqbj “

k
ź

j“1

jaj pajq! δaj ,bj if N ě

k
ÿ

j“1

j aj . (16)

See, for example, [32] for more details. The right hand sides of these equations can now be analytically

continued outside their original domains of definition, to the entire complex plane.
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z1 z2
z3zN´1

zN

......

(a)

z1 z2
z3zN´1

zN

......

u1
v1

(b)

Figure 1: (a) In the large N saddle point, the eigenvalues zi are distributed on the unit circle. (b) An

instanton configuration where two eigenvalues are pulled off the unit circle.

Similarly, we can define a one-eigenvalue effective potential V `
eff by starting from outside the unit

circle, and a one-eigenvalue effective potential V ´
eff by starting from inside the unit circle. The explicit

expressions are [32]

V `
effpzq “ ´N logp´zq ´

8
ÿ

k“1

ˆ

t`
k

k
zk ´

t´
k

k
z´k

˙

, (17)

V ´
effpzq “ N logp´zq `

8
ÿ

k“1

ˆ

t`
k

k
zk ´

t´
k

k
z´k

˙

. (18)

In the ’t Hooft limit, the couplings tk are of order N and the extrema of the effective potential lead

to contributions of order e´cN to the partition function. Note that the relative sign between t`
k and

t´
k is flipped on the right sides of (17) and (18) compared to the original action appearing in (3). This

happens because of the minus signs on the right hand sides of (14) and (15). Note also that the effective

potentials are closely related to the generating function appearing in the definition of rK in (7).

The main idea is that rG
pmq

N comes from a configuration where m of the eigenvalues have tunneled

to an extrema of V `
eff and m of the eigenvalues have tunneled to an extrema of V ´

eff.2 Let us denote

the eigenvalues that have tunneled to an extrema of V `
eff by tu1, . . . , umu and the eigenvalues that

have tunneled to an extrema of V ´
eff by tv1, . . . , vmu, see Figure 1b.3 Denote the remaining N ´ 2m

eigenvalues by tz1, . . . , zN´2mu. Following the procedure described in appendix C of [32], we can write

2 The only nonzero contributions are when we have an equal number of instantons associated to V `
eff and V ´

eff [32, 39].
3 Note that even though we motivated the instanton configuration by thinking of ui and vi being at the extrema of the

effective potentials, we are doing the full contour integral over these variables.
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this contribution as

rZ
pm|mq

N pt`, t´q “
p´1q

1
2
NpN´1q

N !

ˆ

N

m

˙ˆ

N ´ m

m

˙
ż m

ź

i“1

dui

2πiuNi

dvi

2πivNi

N´2m
ź

i“1

dzi

2πizNi
ˆ

ˆ
ź

1ďiăjďm

pui ´ ujq
2pvi ´ vjq

2
m

ź

i“1

m
ź

j“1

pui ´ vjq
2

m
ź

i“1

N´2m
ź

j“1

pui ´ zjq
2pvi ´ zjq

2
ź

1ďiăjďN´2m

pzi ´ zjq
2ˆ

ˆ exp

˜

´

m
ÿ

i“1

pV puiq ` V pviqq ´

N´2m
ÿ

i“1

V pziq

¸

. (19)

The only thing that has been done in this step is to incorporate the correct combinatorial factors for

pulling out the set of eigenvalues as described above, and to separate the Vandermonde factor into

various pieces. Next, we slightly rearrange the Vandermonde factors

rZ
pm|mq

N pt`, t´q “
p´1q

1
2
NpN´1q

pN ´ 2mq!pm!q2

ż m
ź

i“1

dui

2πiu´N`4m
i

dvi

2πivNi

N´2m
ź

i“1

dzi

2πizN´2m
i

ˆ

ˆ
ź

1ďiăjďm

pui ´ ujq
2pvi ´ vjq

2
m

ź

i“1

m
ź

j“1

pui ´ vjq
2

m
ź

i“1

N´2m
ź

j“1

ˆ

1 ´
zj
ui

˙2 ˆ

1 ´
vi
zj

˙2
ź

1ďiăjďN´2m

pzi ´ zjq
2ˆ

ˆ exp

˜

´

m
ÿ

i“1

pV puiq ` V pviqq ´

N´2m
ÿ

i“1

V pziq

¸

. (20)

Next, we just do the integral over the zi’s, which amounts to computing a specific correlator in the

matrix integral (11), apart from the fact that we have N ´ 2m eigenvalues instead of N . We need the

results (14) and (15), and also the following connected correlators [32]:

xTr logp1 ´ z´1
1 UqTr logp1 ´ z´1

2 Uqypt`,t´q “ 0 if |z1| ą 1 and |z2| ą 1 , (21)

xTr logp1 ´ z´1
1 UqTr logp1 ´ z2Uqypt`,t´q “ ´ logp1 ´ z2{z1q if |z1| ą 1 and |z2| ă 1 , (22)

xTr logp1 ´ z1U
´1qTr logp1 ´ z2U

´1qypt`,t´q “ 0 if |z1| ă 1 and |z2| ă 1 , (23)

with the expectation values taken in the integral (3). The result is

rZ
pm|mq

N pt`, t´q “ rZ8pt`, t´q
p´1qm

pm!q2

ż m
ź

i“1

dui

2πiu´N`4m
i

dvi

2πivNi
ˆ

ˆ
ź

1ďiăjďm

pui ´ ujq
2pvi ´ vjq

2
m

ź

i“1

m
ź

j“1

pui ´ vjq
2 exp

˜

´

m
ÿ

i“1

rV puiq `

m
ÿ

i“1

rV pviq

¸

ˆ

ˆ

m
ź

i“1

m
ź

j“1

expp´4 logp1 ´ vj{uiqq

“ rZ8pt`, t´q
p´1qm

pm!q2

ż m
ź

i“1

dui

2πiu´N
i

dvi

2πivNi
ˆ

ˆ

ś

1ďiăjďmpui ´ ujq
2pvi ´ vjq

2

śm
i“1

śm
j“1pui ´ vjq2

exp

˜

´

m
ÿ

i“1

rV puiq `

m
ÿ

i“1

rV pviq

¸

. (24)
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Note the appearance of rV in the exponent above, which arises because of (14) and (15). (Recall that
rV was defined in (13). Compared to the potential V (12), it has the opposite sign for the terms in the

potential proportional to t´
k .) The presence of the factors of uNi and v´N

i in the integrand of (24) is

the reason why the effective potentials in (17) and (18) are taken to have a logarithmic term. If one is

interested in the matrix integrals with ’t Hooft scaling of the couplings, one would proceed to find the

extrema of the effective potential and proceed as in [32]. However, our goal is different: We don’t want

to explicitly perform the u, v integrals at this stage. We will keep the u, v integrals as they are and

will eventually arrive at the expression (9). Another important result from [32] is that the contributing

saddle points for ui lie at |z| ă 1, that is, they lie in the region beyond the original domain of definition

of V `
eff. A similar comment applies for the vi. In this sense, we are discussing a contribution coming

from 2m ghost instantons. See [40] for a detailed discussion of ghost instantons.

Doing the integrals over t` and t´ variables. The main insight of this note into connecting

the above calculation to the integral (1) that computes the partition functions and indices of gauge

theories is that, since the quantity rV appearing in the exponent in (24) is linear in the variables t`

and t´, and rZ8pt`, t´q is the exponential of a term quadratic in these variables, the integral in the

Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation (2) can be explicitly performed. In other words

Z8pgqG
pmq

N pgq “
p´1qm

pm!q2

ż m
ź

i“1

dui

2πiu´N
i

dvi

2πivNi

ź

1ďiăjďm

pui ´ ujq
2pvi ´ vjq

2
m

ź

i“1

m
ź

j“1

pui ´ vjq
´2ˆ

ˆ

ż 8
ź

k“1

dt`
k dt

´
k

2πkgk
exp

ˆ

´
t`
k t

´
k

kgk

˙

exp

ˆ

t`
k t

´
k

k

˙

exp

˜

´
t`
k

k
p
ÿ

i

uki ´
ÿ

i

vki q `
t´
k

k
p
ÿ

i

u´k
i ´

ÿ

i

v´k
i q

¸

Because of the comments relating to the discussion of ghost instantons above, the integration contour

for each ui is a circle of radius smaller than one, and the integration contour for each vi is a circle of

radius greater than one. The Gaussian integral over tt`
k , t

´
k u is easily performed, yielding

G
pmq

N pgq “
p´1qm

pm!q2

ż m
ź

i“1

dui

2πiu´N
i

dvi

2πivNi

ź

1ďiăjďm

pui ´ ujq
2pvi ´ vjq

2
m

ź

i“1

m
ź

j“1

pui ´ vjq
´2ˆ

ˆ exp

˜

´

8
ÿ

k“1

1

k

gk
1 ´ gk

p
ÿ

i

uki ´
ÿ

i

vki qp
ÿ

i

u´k
i ´

ÿ

i

v´k
i q

¸

. (25)

This precisely equals the expression (9) for G
pmq

N derived in [41]. It can be interpreted as an integral

over an pm|mq supermatrix, with an insertion of the N -th power of the Berezinian.

Getting the giant graviton expansion without the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation.

Having understood the perspective above, we can now provide a more direct way to get the expansion

(8), (9) without the intermediate step of the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation (2), (3). We simply

pull out two sets of m eigenvalues tu1, . . . , umu and tv1, . . . , vmu from the original double-trace integral

(1). The integration measure and the Vandermonde factor still split up as the first and second line of
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(20). However, letting Ũ denote the matrix with eigenvalues tz1, . . . , zN´2mu, the double trace potential

is now decomposed as follows

TrUk TrU´k “

˜

m
ÿ

i“1

uki `

m
ÿ

i“1

vki

¸ ˜

m
ÿ

i“1

u´k
i `

m
ÿ

i“1

v´k
i

¸

`

` Tr Ũk

˜

m
ÿ

i“1

u´k
i `

m
ÿ

i“1

v´k
i

¸

` Tr Ũ´k

˜

m
ÿ

i“1

uki `

m
ÿ

i“1

vki

¸

` Tr Ũk Tr Ũ´k (26)

The factors of detp1 ´ u´1
i Ũq2 and detp1 ´ viŨ

´1q2 from the Vandermonde in the second line of (20)

can be written as

detp1 ´ u´1
i Ũq2 “ exp

˜

´2
8
ÿ

k“1

u´k
i

k
Tr Ũk

¸

and then these factors can be combined with the corresponding terms in (26). The integral over rU can

now be done using the following expectation value in the integral (1):
C

exp

«

ÿ

k

1

k
λ´
k trUk `

1

k
λ`
k trU´k

ffG

g

“ exp

˜

ÿ

k

1

k

λ´
k λ

`
k

1 ´ gk

¸

. (27)

The way to derive this is again to expand the exponentials and use the result (16) from [38]. So we get

Zpm|mqpgq

Z8pgq
“

p´1qm

pm!q2

ż

ź

i

dui
2πi

dvi
2πi

ź

i

uN´4n
i v´N

i ˆ
ź

iăj

pui ´ ujq
2

ź

iăj

pvi ´ vjq
2

ź

i,j

pui ´ vjq
2

ˆ exp

«

ÿ

k

gk
k

˜

ÿ

i

uki `
ÿ

i

vki

¸ ˜

ÿ

i

u´k
i `

ÿ

i

v´k
i

¸ff

ˆ exp

«

ÿ

k

1

k

1

1 ´ gk

˜

pgk ´ 2q
ÿ

i

u´k
i ` gk

ÿ

i

v´k
i

¸ ˜

gk
ÿ

i

uki ` pgk ´ 2q
ÿ

i

vki

¸ff

.

(28)

After some simple simplfications we recover the result (9). Hence we have shown that Zpm|mqpgq “

G
pmq

N pgq without needing the intermediate Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation to the integral (3).

Let us now consider two example integrals.

A toy model. Let us consider the following toy integral with just one coupling g1 turned on. This is

a truncated version of the general integral (1) and was studied, for example, in [42].

ZN pg1q :“

ż

dU exp
`

g1TrU TrU´1
˘

. (29)

The Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation of this integral to the form (3) is the original Gross-Witten-

Wadia model [43, 44, 45]. Applying the expansion (8) using the explicit expression (25) for the m “ 1

contribution, we find

G
p1q

N pg1q “ ´

ż

du

2πi

dv

2πi

uN

vN
1

pu ´ vq2
exp

ˆ

´
g1

1 ´ g1
p2 ´ u{v ´ v{uq

˙

. (30)
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We will first do the u integral. The contour for u is inside the unit circle and that for v is outside.

We would like to deform the u contour towards the origin. and so, because of the presence of the high

positive power uN , we need a term proportional to u´N´1 from expanding the exponential. The first

such term is

´

ż

dv

2πivN
duuN

2πi

1

pu ´ vq2

1

pN ` 1q!

ˆ

´
g1

1 ´ g1

˙N`1
´

´
v

u

¯N`1
“ ´

gN`1
1

pN ` 1q!

ż

dv

2πi v
` OpgN`2

1 q .

Using this on the right hand side of (30), we get

G
p1q

N pg1q “ ´
gN`1
1

pN ` 1q!
` OpgN`2

1 q . (31)

This is the known m “ 1 “giant graviton” contribution to this toy integral [11, 32]. A striking feature

of this result is the factorial dependence on N , i.e., the leading behavior is expp´N logNq. This does

not happen for more general integrals of the form (1) where infinitely many couplings are turned on.

In fact, it is possible to reproduce the result (31), with the 1
pN`1q! factorial replaced by its Stirling

approximation, by using the perturbative plus two-(ghost)instanton approximation to the partition

function of the Gross-Witten-Wadia integral in the ungapped phase [37, 46, 32], and performing the

integral over t`
1 , t

´
1 in (2). Thus, in this case, we can really think of the “giant graviton” corrections as

arising from eigenvalue saddle-points. However, in the general case of the integral (1) where infinitely

many couplings are turned on, the u and v integrals are not amenable to the saddle-point approximation.

The 1{2-BPS index in N “ 4 SYM. The 1{2-BPS index of N “ 4 SYM [47] is a much studied

example in the context of the giant graviton expansion [12, 2, 11, 41]. In this case the couplings are given

by gk “ qk. In the expression for the m “ 1 giant graviton (25), we can expand gk
1´gk

“
qk

1´qk
“

ř8
n“1 q

kn

and rearrange the sum in the exponential of (25) to simplify

G
p1q

N pqq “ ´

ż

du

2πi

dv

2πi

uN

vN
1

pu ´ vq2

8
ź

n“1

p1 ´ qnq2

p1 ´
uqn

v qp1 ´
vqn

u q
. (32)

Assuming, for simplicity, that q ! 1, we can first do the u integral by deforming the contour towards

the origin and pick up the pole at u “ vq coming from the second term in the denominator with n “ 1.

This gives

G
p1q

N pqq “ ´

ż

dv

2πi

pvqqN

vN
1

pvq ´ vq2
vq

8
ź

n“1

p1 ´ qnq2

p1 ´ qn`1q2

8
ź

n“2

1

1 ´ qn´1
` OpqN`2q

“ ´qN`1

ż

dv

2πiv
` OpqN`2q “ ´qN`1 ` OpqN`2q . (33)

This is indeed the known result [12, 2, 11, 41]. The coefficient ´1 in front of qN`1 represents the absence

of a single giant graviton with R-charge N ` 1, the first forbidden giant in the theory with finite N [10].

In other words, it signifies the appearance of the first trace relation.
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