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Abstract

The matter operator in the double-scaled SYK model exhibits special properties when its dimen-

sion is analytically continued to − 1

2
. The operator is then in a degenerate representation of the

q-deformed oscillator algebra, and it satisfies a null vector equation. Its peculiar fusion property

gives rise to recursion relations among correlation functions of matters. We find that those rela-

tions are strong enough to determine the two-point function without any knowledge from chord

diagrammatics.
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1 Introduction

The Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model [1, 2] is a quantum mechanical model of N Majorana fermions

with a Hamiltonian which is a degree-p homogeneous polynomial in the fermions. This model is known

to be highly chaotic, and has maximal chaos exponent. It is also known that, after averaging over

the random coupling, the theory can be described in terms of O(N)-singlet bilocal fields [3]. The IR

physics is governed by an emergent 1d reparametrization invariance which is both spontaneously and

explicitly broken. The theory is thus described effectively by the 1d Schwarzian action, which is also

the effective action of the Jackiw-Teitelboim theory [4, 5] of AdS2 gravity coupled to a dilaton field.

The SYK model have been used to study various problems in quantum gravity from the perspective

of AdS/CFT duality [6–9]. As an example, in a seminal work [10] it was found that the spectral form

factor of the model does not decay permanently at late times, which is indicative of the discreteness

of the black hole microstate spectrum. It was also found there that the late time behavior of the

model is very similar to that of random matrices. Another more rigorous relationship to random

matrix theory was discovered in [11]. It was shown there that the partition functions of JT gravity

on surfaces with different number of handles and holes correspond to the topological expansion of a

certain double-scaled matrix integral.

In this paper we focus on the SYK model in the double-scaling (DS) limit [10, 12] which sends

N, p → ∞ with λ ≡ 2p2

N fixed. In this limit, the computation of observables reduces to summing over

the so-called chord diagrams [13–15], which consist of a disk with an even number of dots along the

boundary circle that are pairwise connected by chords. Furthermore, by introducing the chord Hilbert

space, the same problem can be reformulated as a quantum mechanics of a q-deformed oscillator in

which the creation and annihilation operators a†, a satisfy [16]

aa
† − qa†a = 1.

(
q ≡ e−λ

)

Using these techniques, in [13,14] the two- and four-point functions of matter operators were computed

exactly and a set of diagrammatic rules for general correlation functions was proposed. The results

obtained there indicate that the DSSYK model possesses an underlying Uq1/2(su1,1) quantum group

structure.
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Chord diagrams also provide a natural link between quantities in the DSSYK model and bulk 2d

gravity. For example, the number eigenstate |n〉 of the q-deformed oscillator algebra was shown to

correspond to a state in the Hilbert space of bulk gravity of length ℓ = λn [17,18]. The correspondence

between the Hilbert spaces HSYK ↔ Hbulk has been studied in a more systematic manner using

the two-sided Hilbert space formalism [19–21], in which a chord diagram is regarded as an inner

product of two half-disks each defining a quantum state of a two-sided bulk geometry. A realization

of the quantum group symmetry acting on the two-sided Hilbert space was recently found in [22].

There have been many proposals to understand better the discretization of bulk spacetime and the

associated mathematical structure using non-commutative AdS2 [15, 23, 24], particles on a quantum

group manifold, sine-dilaton gravity [25,26] and complex Liouville string theory [27].

Despite the powerfulness of the chord diagrammatics, the actual analysis of the DSSYK model

often requires some highly specialized knowledge of special functions such as q-hypergeometric series.

The goal of this paper is to develop an alternative method that can reproduce the known exact results

without such expertise, and use it to explore new aspects of the model. Our idea is to make use

of the algebraic structure that shows up in the matrix elements and the fusion property of matter

operators. We will especially focus on the matter operator M∆ of dimension ∆ = −1
2 which has a

number of interesting special properties. Our approach is similar in spirit to that of [28] in which

some fundamental structure functions of boundary Liouville theory was obtained by combining the

field-theoretic and representation-theoretic analyses.

Organization of the paper In Section 2 we review the basic techniques to study the DSSYK model

such as chord diagrams and q-deformed oscillator, and summarize some exact formulae for correlation

functions. In Section 3 we give a brief introduction to the boundary Liouville CFT, highlighting the

special properties of the boundary operator Bβ with momentum β = − b
2 (where b is the Liouville

coupling) and explaining how one can use them to derive the disk two-point function of boundary

operators. In Section 4 we study the properties of the operator D ≡ M−1
2
in the DSSYK model which

behaves in a very similar manner as B− b
2
in Liouville CFT. First of all, we point out that its matrix

element 〈θ1|D|θ2〉 between the eigenstates of the chord Hamiltonian H = a+ a
† has a delta-functional

support. We argue that it follows from the null vector equation:

χ(D) ≡ H
2
D− (q

1
2 + q−

1
2 )HDH+ DH

2 + (q−1 − 1)D = 0.

We then study the operator product M∆ × M∆′ using the two-sided Hilbert space formalism, and

find a special behavior when ∆ = −1
2 . We also obtain an explicit formula which expresses M∆∓ 1

2

as composites of D,M∆ and H. Furthermore, by studying the relation between the two-sided Hilbert

spaces before and after the OPE D×M∆ →∑
± M∆∓ 1

2
, we derive a set of recursion relations which can

reproduce the known matter two-point function. Finally, in Section 5 we conclude with discussions

on possible future directions.
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2 SYK model

The SYK model is a quantum mechanical model of N Majorana fermions ψi (i = 1, · · · , N) obeying

{ψi, ψj} = 2δij . The Hamiltonian is given by

H = ip/2
∑

1≤i1<···<ip≤N

Ji1···ipψi1 · · ·ψip . (2.1)

We take the disorder average over the theory with different values of coupling Ji1···ip assuming that

they obey Gaussian distribution with zero mean and

〈Ji1···ipJj1···jp〉J =
J 2

(
N
p

)δi1j1 · · · δipjp . (2.2)

Hereafter we set the dimensionful coupling J = 1.

DS limit and chord diagrams In the double-scaling limit [10,12]

N → ∞, p→ ∞ with
2p2

N
= λ fixed, (2.3)

the computation of various observables reduces to summation over the so-called chord diagrams [12–

14]. As the most basic example, let us review here the evaluation of thermal partition function

Z(β) =
〈
Tr(e−βH)

〉
J

=
∞∑

n=0

(−β)n
n!

mn,

mn = 〈TrHn〉J = i
np
2

∑

I1,··· ,In

〈JI1 · · · JIn〉J Tr(ψI1 · · ·ψIn). (2.4)

Here I1, · · · , In denote p-index sets and ψI ≡ ψi1 · · ·ψip for I = {i1, · · · , ip}. Note also that we

normalize the trace so that Tr(1) = 1.

After using Wick’s theorem to evaluate 〈· · · 〉J , the n operators ψI1 , · · · , ψIn inside the trace in

(2.4) form n
2 pairs having the same p-index sets, and one is left with the summation over different

pairings. Note that each pair can take
(
N
p

)
different index sets, and it cancels with the factor in the

denominator of (2.2). The trace Tr(ψI1 · · ·ψIn) for a given pairing is then evaluated by permuting the

n operators until the paired operators sit next to each other and using ip(ψI)
2 = 1. Commutation of

two operators gives rise to a sign factor

ψI1ψI2 = (−1)kψI2ψI1 ,

where k = |I1 ∩ I2| is the number of indices contained in both I1 and I2. In the limit (2.3) the

probability that I1 and I2 have k indices in common is given by

pk =
1

k!

(
λ

2

)k

e−
λ
2 . (2.5)

Hence each time one commutes two p-fermion operators one receives a factor of

∞∑

k=0

(−1)kpk = e−λ ≡ q. (2.6)
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Figure 1: (left) a chord diagram contributing q2 tom8, and (right) a quantum mechanics interpretation

of the same diagram.

To count how many times one needs to commute the p-fermion operators, it is convenient to think

of a chord diagram in which the operators ψI1 , · · · , ψIn are put along the boundary of a disk in this

order and each pair of operators is connected by a chord. A sample diagram is shown on the left of

Figure 1. Then each time one commutes a pair of operators, the number of intersections of chords

decreases by one. Thus

mn =
∑

diagrams

q#(intersections), (2.7)

where the sum is over different chord diagrams that specify the pairings of the n points on the boundary

of a disk.

Chord quantum mechanics The sum over chord diagrams can be reformulated as an amplitude

of an auxiliary quantum mechanics which we call the chord QM. The idea is illustrated in the diagram

on the right of Figure 1 which is conformally equivalent to the one on the left. As is shown there, at

each time step along the boundary of the upper half-plane, a chord is either emitted to or absorbed

from the interior, and the number of chords changes by ±1. So the Hamiltonian H of the chord QM is

given by a sum of chord creation and annihilation operators a†, a. Then Z(β) and mn can be expressed

as

Z(β) = 〈0|e−βH|0〉, mn = 〈0|Hn|0〉, H = a
† + a, (2.8)

where |0〉 and 〈0| are the states with no chords. General number eigenstates |n〉 and 〈n| are defined

to satisfy

a
†|n〉 = |n+ 1〉,
a|n〉 = |n− 1〉 [n]q,

〈n|a† = 〈n− 1| [n]q,
〈n|a = 〈n+ 1|,

〈n|n′〉 = δnn′ [n]q! .

(
[n]q! ≡

n∑

k=1

[k]q

)
(2.9)

The q-integer [n]q = 1+ q+ · · ·+ qn−1 appears here because, when one of n chords is absorbed by the

boundary, it has to cross some of the other n − 1 chords. It follows from these rules that a, a† obey

the Arik-Coon q-oscillator algebra [16]:

aa
† − qa†a = 1. (2.10)

One also has aa† − a
†
a = qN, where N is the chord number operator.
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Another state of importance is the eigenstate of H [13]:

H|θ〉 = E(θ)|θ〉, E(θ) =
2 cos θ√
1− q

. (2.11)

As was pointed out in [13], 〈n|θ〉 satisfies a recursion relation that is solved in terms of q-Hermite

polynomials. One can also show that, if |θ〉 is normalized so that 〈0|θ〉 = 1, it satisfies [29] (see

Exercise 9.10 of [30])

〈θ|tN|θ′〉 =

∞∑

n=0

tn

[n]q!
〈θ|n〉〈n|θ′〉 =

(t2; q)∞

(tei(θ+θ′), tei(θ−θ′), tei(−θ+θ′), tei(−θ−θ′); q)∞
. (2.12)

Here we used the standard notation for q-Pochhammer symbol

(a; q)n =

n−1∏

j=0

(1− aqj), (a1, · · · , am; q)n = (a1; q)n · · · (am; q)n. (2.13)

By taking the limit tր 1 of (2.12) one obtains (for 0 ≤ θ, θ′ ≤ π)

〈θ|θ′〉 =
2πδ(θ − θ′)

µ(θ)
, ∴ 1 =

∫ π

0

dθµ(θ)

2π
|θ〉〈θ| (2.14)

with µ(θ) ≡ (q, e2iθ, e−2iθ; q)∞. Using 〈0|θ〉 = 1 one can rewrite Z(β) (2.8) as follows:

Z(β) =

∫ π

0

dθµ(θ)e−βE(θ)

2π
. (2.15)

Adding matter As a basic matter observable in the SYK model, we consider a polynomial of

fermions of definite degree p̃ = p∆:

M∆ ≡ i
p̃
2

∑

1≤i1<···<ip̃≤N

J̃i1···ip̃ψi1 · · ·ψip̃ . (2.16)

We take the disorder average with respect to the couplings Ji1···ip as well as J̃i1···ip̃ in the above,

assuming that J̃i1···ip̃ obey Gaussian distribution with zero mean and

〈
J̃i1···ip̃ J̃j1···jp̃

〉
J

=
(
N
p̃

)−1
· δi1j1 · · · δip̃jp̃ . (2.17)

In the double-scaling limit

N, p, p̃→ ∞ with q ≡ e−
2p2

N and q̃ ≡ e−
2pp̃
N = q∆ fixed, (2.18)

the correlation functions of M∆ can be calculated by summing over diagrams made of two kinds of

chords, namely the “H-chords” connecting two H’s and the “M -chords” connecting two M∆’s. Each

intersection of two H-chords is weighted by a factor of q, while each intersection of an H-chord with

an M -chord is weighted by q̃. The computation can again be reformulated in terms of the chord QM.

For example, the two-point function of M∆ can be expressed as follows:

G(∆|β1, β2) =
〈
Tr
(
e−β1HM∆e

−β2HM∆

)〉
J

= 〈0|e−β1HM∆e
−β2HM∆|0〉 . (2.19)
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Here and in what follows, in chord QM expressions we represent eachM -chord by a contraction symbol

and its endpoints by two M∆’s. Note also that, while the thermal correlator in the original SYK model

is defined by periodic identification of time, we need to cut open the time circle somewhere to rewrite

it as a chord QM expression. It is a special property of the chord QM that the resulting amplitude

does not depend on where the circle has been cut.

The following relation was shown in [14] using diagrammatic argument:

M∆(· · · )M∆ =

∞∑

n=0

(q2∆; q)n
[n]q!

a
†nq∆N(· · · )q∆N

a
n, (2.20)

where (· · · ) stands for any operator. An important consequence of this relation is that the operator

M∆(· · · )M∆ commutes with H as long as the operator (· · · ) does. This can be proven easily by using

(2.20) together with

Ha
†nq∆N = qn+∆

a
†nq∆N

H+ (1− qn+2∆)a†n+1q∆N + [n]qa
†n−1q∆N,

q∆N
a
n
H = qn+∆

H q∆N
a
n + (1− qn+2∆)q∆N

a
n+1 + [n]qq

∆N
a
n−1. (2.21)

This fact is useful in making sure that the chord QM amplitudes do not depend on where to cut open

the time circle. By substituting (2.20) into (2.19), using the completeness of the bases |n〉, |θ〉 and

recalling (2.12) one obtains an exact formula for the two-point function:

G(∆|β1, β2) =

∫ π

0

∏

i=1,2

dθiµ(θi)e
−βiE(θi)

2π
G(∆|θ1, θ2),

G(∆|θ1, θ2) = 〈θ1|M∆|θ2〉〈θ2|M∆|0〉 = 〈θ1|q∆N|θ2〉

=
(q2∆; q)∞

(q∆ei(θ1+θ2), q∆ei(θ1−θ2), q∆ei(−θ1+θ2), q∆ei(−θ1−θ2); q)∞
. (2.22)

Before proceeding, let us note that, using 〈0|θ〉 = 1 as well as the fact that |θ〉〈θ| commutes with any

operator that commutes with H, one can derive the following useful relation:

〈θ0|M∆|θ1〉〈θ1|M∆|θ2〉 = 〈θ0|θ2〉〈θ2|M∆|θ1〉〈θ1|M∆|0〉 =
2πδ(θ0 − θ2)

µ(θ0)
G(∆|θ1, θ2). (2.23)

In [14], the diagrammatic analysis was extended to some higher-point correlation functions. In

particular, an exact formula for the crossed four-point functions, i.e. correlators with crossings of

matter chords, was obtained, and its relation to the 6j symbol of the quantum group Uq1/2(su1,1) was

pointed out. The results obtained there were summarized into a set of diagrammatic rules for general

correlators. In this paper we will need a formula for the uncrossed four-point functions:

G(∆,∆′|β0, β1, β2, β3) =
〈
Tr
(
e−β0HM∆e

−β1HM∆e
−β2HM∆′e−β3HM∆′

)〉
J

= 〈0|e−β0HM∆e
−β1HM∆e

−β2HM∆′e−β3HM∆′|0〉 . (2.24)
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β2

β3θ1 θ2 θ3

Figure 2: An uncrossed four-point function (2.25) and the parameters βi, θi.

By inserting complete sets of H-eigenstates and then using (2.23), one can rewrite it in terms of the

two-point functions (2.22):

G(∆,∆′|β0, β1, β2, β3) =

∫ π

0

3∏

i=0

dθiµ(θi)e
−βiE(θi)

2π
〈θ0|M∆|θ1〉〈θ1|M∆|θ2〉〈θ2|M∆′|θ3〉〈θ3|M∆′|0〉

=

∫ π

0

3∏

i=1

dθiµ(θi)

2π
e−β1E(θ1)−(β0+β2)E(θ2)−β3E(θ3)G(∆|θ1, θ2)G(∆′|θ2, θ3). (2.25)

Figure 2 represents the four-point function considered here. Note that, while β0, · · · , β3 are the lengths
of the boundary arcs, the parameters θ1, θ2, θ3 can be thought of as assigned to the three regions of

the disk divided by matter chords.

3 Boundary Liouville CFT

Here we make a slight detour and give a brief introduction to boundary Liouville CFT. This is because

our analysis of the DSSYK model in Section 4 borrows many ideas from the work [28] on boundary

Liouville correlation functions, and the results have some similarity as well.

Liouville CFT is a 2d theory of a single scalar field φ. The action on a surface Σ with boundary

∂Σ is given by

S =

∫

Σ

d2x
√
g

4π

{
gmn∂mφ∂nφ+QRφ+ 4πµe2bφ

}
+

∫

∂Σ

dxg1/4

2π

{
QKφ+ 2πµBe

bφ
}
, (3.1)

where gmn is the metric on Σ and g is its determinant. R is the scalar curvature of Σ and K is the

extrinsic curvature of ∂Σ, in terms of which the Euler characteristic of a surface with g handles and

h holes is given by ∫

Σ

d2x
√
gR

4π
+

∫

∂Σ

dxg1/4K

2π
= 2− 2g − h. (3.2)

The parameter b is called the Liouville coupling, and Q = b + 1
b . The theory is a CFT with central

charge c = 1 + 6Q2, and it is known to be self-dual under b↔ 1
b .
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The cosmological constant µ sets the scale of the theory, while the boundary cosmological constant

µB can take different values according to the choice of conformally invariant boundary conditions (D-

branes) for each boundary segment. µB is related to the label s of the so-called FZZT-branes by

µB[s] =

√
µ

sinπb2
cosh 2πbs . (3.3)

Note that the FZZT-branes with labels s and (−s) are equivalent.

The operator Vα = e2αφ inserted in the bulk of Σ is a Virasoro primary of conformal weight

α(Q − α), whereas the operator Bβ = eβφ inserted on ∂Σ is a boundary Virasoro primary of weight

β(Q− β). The goal of this section is to explain the derivation of the two-point function of boundary

operators. Let us put two Bβ’s on the boundary of the upper half-plane (x-axis), and label the

FZZT-branes for the two boundary components by s1, s2. Then [28]

〈Bβ1(x1)Bβ2(s2)〉s1,s2 = |x1 − x2|−2β1(Q−β1)
{
δ
(
i(β1 + β2 −Q)

)
+ δ
(
i(β1 − β2)

)
d(β|s1, s2)

}
,

d(β|s1, s2) =
(πµγ(b2)b2−2b2)

Q−2β
2b G(Q− 2β)G(2β −Q)−1

S(β + is1 + is2)S(β + is1 − is2)S(β − is1 + is2)S(β − is1 − is2)
, (3.4)

where γ(x) = Γ(x)/Γ(1− x) and we used the functions G(x) and S(x) = G(Q− x)/G(x) introduced

in [28]. They satisfy the shift relations

G(x+ b) =
b
1
2
−bx

√
2π

Γ(bx)G(x), G(x+ 1
b ) =

b
x
b
− 1

2√
2π

Γ(xb )G(x),

S(x+ b) = 2 sin πbxS(x), S(x+ 1
b ) = 2 sin πx

b S(x),

(3.5)

and G(x) has zeroes at x = −mb − nb−1 (m,n ∈ Z≥0). The two delta functions in (3.4) ensure

that Bβ1 , Bβ2 have equal conformal weights when β1, β2 ∈ Q
2 + iR. Note that (3.4) implies that the

boundary operators between two FZZT-branes s1, s2 obey an equivalence relation

[Bβ ]s1,s2 = d(β|s1, s2)[BQ−β]s1,s2 , (3.6)

from which it also follows that d(β|s1, s2)d(Q − β|s1, s2) = 1.

Properties of degenerate operators The derivation of d(β|s1, s2) in [28] uses the boundary

OPE relations which involve special operators corresponding to degenerate representations of Virasoro

algebra, i.e., representations with null states. In this paper we use the most basic such operator B− b
2

that satisfies (
∂2 + b2T (x)

)
B− b

2
(x) = 0, (3.7)

where T = −(∂φ)2 +Q∂2φ is the stress tensor. The corresponding Virasoro representation has a null

state

(L2
−1 + b2L−2)|β = − b

2〉 (3.8)

9



B
−

b

2

Bβ

s1 s2 s3

−→ Bβ∓
b

2

s1 s3

Figure 3: OPE of boundary operators.

at level two. Using this one can show that the product B− b
2
Bβ can be expanded into a linear combi-

nation of two primaries Bβ− b
2
, Bβ+ b

2
and their descendants as follows:

[B− b
2
(x1)]s1,s2 [Bβ(x2)]s2,s3

x1→x2−−−−−→ c+ · |x1 − x2|bβ[Bβ− b
2
(x2)]s1,s3

+ c− · |x1 − x2|b(Q−β)[Bβ+ b
2
(x2)]s1,s3 . (3.9)

This OPE relation is illustrated in Figure 3.

Another important property of B− b
2
is that it exists between two FZZT branes s1 and s2 only when

s1−s2 = ± ib
2 or s1+s2 = ± ib

2 . This is because the FZZT-brane s is related to the Virasoro representa-

tion of conformal weight s2+ Q2

4 (and momentum Q
2 +is) via modular bootstrap [31]. The spectrum of

boundary operators between D-branes must be consistent with the fusion rule [32,33], namely Bβ can

exist between the FZZT-branes s1, s2 only when the fusion product of two representations [Q2 +is1]×[β]

contains [Q2 + is2].

Path integral argument The coefficients c± in (3.9) can be computed by making use of the

following fact. For a general correlator of operators Vαi and Bβj
on a surface Σ with g handles and h

boundaries, let us define the total Liouville momentum P conjugate to the shift φ→ φ+ constant as

follows:

P ≡
∑

i

2αi +
∑

j

βj −Q(2− 2g − h). (3.10)

Note that the last term in the RHS is the momentum of the background curvature which arises from

the linear dilaton coupling in (3.1). Since the shift symmetry is explicitly broken by cosmological

terms, correlators are non-vanishing even when P 6= 0. However, a useful fact is that the correlator

has simple poles at P = −nb−mb−1 with m,n non-negative integers. Moreover, the residue at these

poles can be evaluated as a Wick contraction of free theory with the insertion of a suitable number of

cosmological terms to screen P [34, 35]. To understand how this works in a simple example, consider

the path integral for a correlator 〈∏i Vαi(zi)〉 on a closed surface of genus g. By integrating over the

constant mode φ0 of the Liouville field first, one would obtain [36]

∫
dφ0 exp

(
Pφ0 − e2bφ0µ

∫
V̂b

)
=

Γ( P2b )

2b

(
µ
∫
V̂b

)− P
2b ≃

∑

n≥0

(−µ
∫
V̂b)

n/n!

P + 2nb
, (3.11)

where P = 2
∑

i αi −Q(2− 2g) and the hat on Vb indicates that its φ0-dependence has been removed.

This indeed captures part of the poles explained above. Then, to evaluate the residue at the pole
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P = −2nb, one needs to perform the path integral

∫
Dφ̂ e−ŜLD

1

n!

(
−µ
∫
V̂b

)n∏

i

V̂αi(zi) =:

〈
1

n!

(
−µ
∫
V̂b

)n∏

i

V̂αi(zi)

〉

Wick

(3.12)

over the remaining non-constant modes with the action ŜLD for a free linear-dilaton CFT. This is

indeed given by the Wick contraction with n additional insertion of cosmological operators.

Now, by multiplying BQ−β+ b
2
(x3) to both sides of (3.9) and evaluating correlators, one finds that

c+ is given by the ratio:

c+(β|s1, s2, s3) = lim
x3→∞

〈
B− b

2
(x1)Bβ(x2)BQ−β+ b

2
(x3)

〉

|x1 − x2|bβ ·
〈
Bβ− b

2
(x2)BQ−β+ b

2
(x3)

〉 . (3.13)

The correlators in the denominator and the numerator are both divergent (as they both have P = 0),

so one may replace them by the residues at the pole P = 0:

c+(β|s1, s2, s3) = lim
x3→∞

〈
B̂− b

2
(x1)B̂β(x2)B̂Q−β+ b

2
(x3)

〉
Wick

|x1 − x2|bβ ·
〈
B̂β− b

2
(x2)B̂Q−β+ b

2
(x3)

〉
Wick

= lim
x3→∞

|x1 − x2|bβ |x1 − x3|b(Q−β+ b
2
)|x2 − x3|−2β(Q−β+ b

2
)

|x1 − x2|bβ · |x2 − x3|(β−
b
2
)(Q−β+ b

2
)

= 1. (3.14)

Here the Wick contraction was evaluated using φ(x1)φ(x2) ∼ −2 ln |x1−x2|. Similarly, one can express

c− as a ratio of divergent correlators, but then the correlator in the numerator has P = −1. Therefore,

it is replaced by the Wick contraction with one boundary cosmological term inserted.

c−(β|s1, s2, s3) = lim
x3→∞

∫
dx
〈(
−µB(x)B̂b(x)

)
B̂− b

2
(x1)B̂β(x2)B̂Q−β− b

2
(x3)

〉
Wick

|x1 − x2|b(Q−β) ·
〈
B̂β+ b

2
(x2)B̂Q−β− b

2
(x3)

〉
Wick

. (3.15)

Here µB(x) equals µB[s1], µB[s2] or µB[s3] depending on the position of B̂b(x). By setting (x1, x2, x3) to

(0, 1,∞) and performing the Wick contraction one obtains

c−(β|s1, s2, s3) = −
∫

dxµB(x)|x|b
2 |1− x|−2bβ

=
Γ(1 + b2)Γ(1− 2bβ)Γ(2bβ − b2 − 1)

π

·
{
−µB[s1] sin 2πbβ + µB[s2] sinπ(2bβ − b2) + µB[s3] sinπb

2
}
. (3.16)

For s1 = s2 ∓ ib
2 the above expression can be factorized into the following form:

c−(β|s1, s2, s3)
∣∣∣
s1=s2∓ib/2

=
b2
√
µπγ(b2)

2π
Γ(2bβ − b2 − 1)Γ(1 − 2bβ)

· 2 sinπb(β ± is2 + is3) · 2 sinπb(β ± is2 − is3). (3.17)

11



Bβ+ b

2

Bβ

B
− b

2

s1

s2

s3

Figure 4: A disk correlator that can be expressed in terms of c± and d coefficients.

Recursion relation for d(β|s1, s2) Finally, consider the disk three-point function illustrated in

Figure 4. Its dependence on the position of the three operators is determined completely from the

conformal invariance. The coefficient can be expressed in terms of c± and d, but one finds two different

ways to do so by sending B− b
2
towards Bβ+ b

2
or Bβ. This leads to a nontrivial recursion relation for

d(β|s1, s2) (3.4):

c+(β + b
2 |s2, s1, s3)d(β|s2, s3) = c−(β|s1, s2, s3)d(β + b

2 |s1, s3).
(
s1 = s2 ∓ ib

2

)
(3.18)

A similar recursion relation which shifts the parameters β and is by ± 1
2b can be derived by using the

other basic degenerate operator B− 1
2b
. The formula (3.4) for d(β|s1, s2) can be easily reproduced by

solving these recursion relations with the condition d(Q2 |s1, s2) = 1.

4 Degenerate matter operators in DSSYK

The DSSYK model and the Liouville CFT are both known to have some relation to Uq1/2(su1,1)

quantum group. In Liouville CFT, an example where this relation shows up is the equivalence between

its fusion coefficient and the 6j symbol of the quantum group. This fact was applied to the verification

of Liouville bootstrap [37,38] and the determination of the boundary three-point function [39]. Note

that the parameters β, s are related to the labels of quantum group representations; in particular, the

special properties of the operator B− b
2
reflect that it corresponds to the doublet representation.

It would then be natural to ask whether the DSSYK model has similar degenerate operators with

special properties. In this section we find them and clarify their basic properties by using only the

facts reviewed in Section 2 and no other prerequisite knowledge.

Finding special values of ∆ We first ask if there are special values of ∆ such that 〈θ|M∆|θ′〉 is

non-vanishing only when θ and θ′ obey some conditions. We know that when ∆ = 0 and therefore

M∆ = 1, one has 〈θ|M∆|θ′〉 = 〈θ|θ′〉 which vanishes unless θ = θ′. As was already mentioned in (2.14),

this behavior can be reproduced from the general formula (2.22) for G(∆|θ, θ′). Indeed, the factor

(q2∆; q)∞ in the numerator vanishes as ∆ → 0, but the denominator also vanishes if θ happens to

12



equal θ′. In fact, G(∆|θ, θ′) behaves near θ = θ′ as

G(∆|θ, θ′) ∆ց0−→ (1− q2∆)

(1− q∆ei(θ−θ′))(1− q∆e−i(θ−θ′))

(q; q)∞
(q, q, ei(θ+θ′), e−i(θ+θ′); q)∞

=
2πδ(θ − θ′)

µ(θ′)
. (4.1)

We see that the delta function arises as a result of a zero in the numerator and two colliding zeroes in

the denominator.

The first nontrivial value of ∆ for which G(∆|θ, θ′) becomes delta-functional is ∆ = −1
2 :

G(∆|θ, θ′)
∆ց− 1

2−→ 2πδ(θ + iλ
2 − θ′)

µ(θ′)

1

1− e2iθ
+

2πδ(θ − iλ
2 − θ′)

µ(θ′)

1

1− e−2iθ
. (4.2)

Here we omitted the terms proportional to δ(θ + θ′ ± iλ
2 ), but they can be easily worked out from the

fact that G(∆|θ, θ′) is an even function in θ, θ′. This property of M−1
2
is similar to that the Liouville

boundary operator B−b/2 can only exist between the FZZT-branes s1, s2 obeying suitable condition.

Note that such an M−1
2
can only be defined by analytic continuation in ∆, as it would correspond to

a product of negative number of Majorana fermions in the original SYK model.

Null vector equation Recall that the FZZT-branes s1, s2 on the two sides of B− b
2
are related

because B− b
2
corresponds to a degenerate Virasoro representation with a null vector (3.8). We now

claim that M−1
2
≡ D also satisfies a kind of null vector equation:

χ(D) ≡ H
2
D− (q

1
2 + q−

1
2 )HDH+ DH

2 + (q−1 − 1)D = 0. (4.3)

This form can be found by requiring that its matrix element between H-eigenstates 〈θ| and |θ′〉 vanishes
precisely when θ − θ′ = ± iλ

2 or θ + θ′ = ± iλ
2 :

〈θ|χ(D)|θ′〉 = 〈θ|D|θ′〉 ·
{
E(θ)2 − (q

1
2 + q−

1
2 )E(θ)E(θ′) + E(θ′)2 + q−1 − 1

}

=
〈θ|D|θ′〉
q(1− q)

· (eiθ+iθ′ − q
1
2 )(eiθ−iθ′ − q

1
2 )(e−iθ+iθ′ − q

1
2 )(e−iθ−iθ′ − q

1
2 ). (4.4)

So, G(−1
2 |θ, θ′) is delta-functional simply because χ(D) is null.

Here we give a diagrammatic proof that χ(D) is null. Let us think of chord diagrams in which

one χ(D) is inserted somewhere along the boundary of the upper half-plane. The operator χ(D) may

source an M -chord as well as two H-chords, or an M -chord only. We look closely into the vicinity of

the χ(D) insertion assuming that a D-chord extends from it upwards.

Consider first the situation where χ(D) sources two H-chords in addition to the D-chord and they

both extend to the left of the D-chord. We list up all the different chord diagrams in which the 2 + 1

chords start from χ(D) and intersect with each other before extending in the designated directions.

By summing over all such diagrams one finds

D

H

H

χ(D)

=

(
+

)
− (q

1
2 + q−

1
2 )

(
+

)
+

(
+

)

= (1 + q)− (q
1
2 + q−

1
2 )(q̃ + qq̃) + (q̃2 + q̃2q) = 0, (q̃ = q−

1
2 ) (4.5)
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which indicates that χ(D) is null. Let us examine all the other cases where the two H-chords extend in

different directions. If there are two H-chords both extending rightwards, the sum over the diagrams

gives the same result as above. If one H-chord extends to the left and another one to the right, the

diagram sum becomes

=

(
+

)
− (q

1
2 + q−

1
2 )

(
+

)
+

(
+

)

= (q̃ + qq̃)− (q
1
2 + q−

1
2 )(1 + qq̃2) + (q̃ + q̃q) = 0. (4.6)

Finally, the sum over diagrams with no outgoing H-chords is given by

= − (q
1
2 + q−

1
2 ) · + + (q−1 − 1) ·

= 1− (q
1
2 + q−

1
2 ) · q̃ + 1 + (q−1 − 1) = 0. (4.7)

This completes the proof.

Two-sided formalism Next we investigate the property of the operator D when multiplied to

other matter operators. In chord diagrams, products of matter operators behave as sources of parallel

matter chords, and it would be natural to look for a kind of OPE formula which determines how

to combine parallel matter chords into a single matter chord. A useful framework to study such a

problem is the two-sided state formalism developed in [17, 19]. To describe the product of K matter

operators of dimensions ∆1, · · · ,∆K in this formalism, one thinks of a half-disk with the K matter

chords extending inwards from its boundary semicircle without crossing. The semicircle is thus divided

into K + 1 segments by the endpoints of the K matter chords. One may add arbitrary number of

H-chords: say nj H-chords to the j-th boundary segment. An example is shown in Figure 5. Then,

to each such configuration of a half-disk with K +
∑

j nj parallel chords, one associates a basis vector

|n0, n1, · · · , nK〉 of the two-sided chord Hilbert space [∆1×· · ·×∆K ]. The product of matter operators

M∆1
,M∆2

, · · · ,M∆K
can then be studied by matching the vector spaces [∆1 × · · · ×∆K ] and ⊕j[∆j ] for

suitable {∆j}.

∆1 ∆2

Figure 5: A half-disk with two matter chords and 3+ 4+ 2 H-chords, corresponding to a basis vector

|3, 4, 2〉 in the two-sided chord Hilbert space [∆1 ×∆2].
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The two-sided chord Hilbert space admits the action of the chord Hamiltonians HL,HR acting on

the left or the right ends of the boundary semicircle. They are expressed in terms of chord creation

and annihilation operators as follows:

HL = aL + a
†
L, HR = aR + a

†
R. (4.8)

When multiplied onto the state |n0, · · · , nK〉 ∈ [∆1 × · · · ×∆K ], the creation operators a
†
L or a

†
R add

one H-chord to the leftmost or the rightmost segments:

a
†
L|n0, n1, · · · , nK〉 = |n0 + 1, n1, · · · , nK〉,

a
†
R|n0, n1, · · · , nK〉 = |n0, n1, · · · , nK + 1〉. (4.9)

On the other hand, the annihilation operators aL or aR absorb any one of the (n0+ · · ·+nK) H-chords.

Taking into account that an H-chord may have to cross other H- or M -chords before reaching the

boundary to get absorbed, one finds

aL|n0, n1, · · · , nK〉 = [n0]q|n0 − 1, n1, · · · , nK〉+ qn0+∆1 [n1]q|n0, n1 − 1, · · · , nK〉+
· · ·+ q(n0+···+nK−1)+(∆1+···+∆K)[nK ]q|n0, n1, · · · , nK − 1〉, (4.10)

and a similar formula for the action of aR. Each of the pairs aL, a
†
L and aR, a

†
R obeys the Arik-Coon

q-oscillator algebra (2.10). One also has

[HL,HR] = [aL, aR] = [a†L, a
†
R] = 0,

[aL, a
†
R] = [aR, a

†
L] ≡ qNtot , (4.11)

where Ntot counts the total number of chords:

qNtot |n0, · · · , nK〉 = q(n0+···+nK)+(∆1+···+∆K)|n0, · · · , nK〉 . (4.12)

Representation-theoretic analysis When studying the isomorphisms between the Hilbert spaces

[∆1 × · · · ×∆K ] and ⊕j[∆j], we restrict to those which commute with the action of the q-oscillator

algebra of aL, a
†
L, aR, a

†
R. A useful notion in studying such isomorphisms is the decomposition of Hilbert

spaces into irreducible representations of the q-oscillator algebra. The relevant irreducible representa-

tions are those in which the spectrum of Ntot is bounded from below. In what follows we call the total

number of H-chords (n0 + · · · + nK) the level. The states annihilated by both aL and aR are called

primary and play the role of the lowest weight states. The states obtained by multiplying some a
†
L or

a
†
R on some primary states are called descendants. A lowest weight representation space called Verma

module is spanned by a primary state and all its descendants.

The space [∆1 × · · · × ∆K ] has a unique state at level zero, which is primary. The irreducible

decomposition of this space amounts to finding all other primary states that may exist at nonzero

level.

Let us begin with the case K = 1. The space [∆] is spanned by the primary state |0, 0〉 and its

descendants |n0, n1〉 = a
†n0
L a

†n1
R |0, 0〉, so it is a single Verma module. The number of independent

states in [∆] at level ℓ is

d1(ℓ) = ℓ+ 1.
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Let us find out if the space has other primaries at nonzero level ℓ > 0 for special values of ∆. Such

states will be called null states because they are orthogonal to the whole Verma module with respect

to the inner product which is defined from chord diagrams. Assuming the genericity of q, i.e. it is not

a root of unity, aL and aR both define surjective linear maps from the subspace of level-ℓ states to that

of level-(ℓ − 1) states. These maps therefore both have one-dimensional kernel, and there will be one

null state at level ℓ if the two kernels happen to coincide. Let the candidate null state be given by

|χ〉 =
ℓ∑

j=0

|j, ℓ− j〉Cj (4.13)

with the coefficients Cj to be determined. Then the condition aL|χ〉 = aR|χ〉 = 0 yields
(

1 q∆+j

q∆+ℓ−j−1 1

)(
[j + 1]qCj+1

[ℓ− j]qCj

)
= 0 (j = 0, 1, · · · , ℓ− 1). (4.14)

Interestingly, for ∆ = 1−ℓ
2 the 2× 2 matrix on the LHS has zero determinant for all j and the above

set of equations has a nontrivial solution:

Cj = (−1)jq−
j(ℓ−j)

2
[ℓ]q!

[j]q ![ℓ− j]q!
. (4.15)

As the simplest nontrivial example, for ∆ = −1
2 there is a null state at level ℓ = 2:

|χ〉 = |2, 0〉 − (q
1
2 + q−

1
2 )|1, 1〉 + |0, 2〉 ∈ [∆]. (4.16)

In fact, not only the state |χ〉 but also all its descendants are orthogonal to the whole Verma module.

Therefore, for ∆ = 1−ℓ
2 an irreducible representation can be obtained by regarding |χ〉 and all its

descendants as zero. Such a representation is called a degenerate representation.

The form of the above null state is somewhat similar to that of the operator χ(D) (4.3). This

similarity can be made into a precise relation by introducing the notion of normal ordered products

(of operators in the original one-sided formalism). We define it as in ordinary quantum field theories

by subtracting contractions. For example,

:HH : = HH− HH = HH− 1,

:HM∆H : = HM∆H− HM∆H = HM∆H− q∆M∆, etc. (4.17)

Using this rule one can express the operator χ(D) (4.3) as a normal ordered product

χ(D) = :H2
D : −(q

1
2 + q−

1
2 ) :HDH : + :DH2 : . (4.18)

The relation between χ(D) and the state |χ〉 (4.16) has now become fully precise. The above result also

leads us to expect that the null vector for M∆= 1−ℓ
2

can be expressed using normal ordered products

as well.

Let us next turn to the case K = 2. We first study the space [∆1 ×∆2] for generic ∆1,∆2. Since

the dimension of the subspace of level-ℓ states equals

d2(ℓ) =
(ℓ+ 1)(ℓ + 2)

2
= d1(ℓ) + d1(ℓ− 1) + · · ·+ d1(0),
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there is one primary state at each level ℓ. The operator corresponding to the primary state at level ℓ

may be regarded as a matter operator of dimension ∆1 +∆2 + ℓ. So we have the fusion rule

[∆1 ×∆2] =

∞⊕

ℓ=0

[∆1 +∆2 + ℓ].

For special values of ∆1,∆2, some primary states at higher levels may have to be regarded as null

states. As an example, let us set ∆1 = −1
2 while keeping ∆2 = ∆ generic. Then at each of the levels

ℓ = 0, 1, 2 there is one primary state. They take the form

|(DM∆)0〉 ≡ |0, 0, 0〉,

|(DM∆)1〉 ≡ f∆(q)
{
− (q∆ − q−∆)|1, 0, 0〉 + (q∆− 1

2 − q−∆+ 1
2 )|0, 1, 0〉 + (q

1
2 − q−

1
2 )|0, 0, 1〉

}
,

|(DM∆)2〉 ≡ |2, 0, 0〉 − (q
1
2 + q−

1
2 )|1, 1, 0〉 + |0, 2, 0〉. (4.19)

The normalization factor f∆(q) for |(DM∆)1〉 will be determined later. The state |(DM∆)2〉 should

be regarded as null since it clearly corresponds to the operator χ(D)M∆. In fact, the state |(DM∆)2〉
as well as all its descendants are null states. One can list up the basis states at level ℓ in the space

[(−1
2 )×∆] and its null subspace by using the correspondence with the normal ordered operators:

states |n0, n1, n2〉 ↔ :Hn0DH
n1M∆H

n2 : (n0 + n1 + n2 = ℓ)

null states ↔ :Hn0χ(D)Hn1M∆H
n2 : (n0 + n1 + n2 + 2 = ℓ) (4.20)

The number of independent states at level ℓ(≥ 2), after eliminating null states, is thus given by

d2(ℓ)− d2(ℓ− 2) = 2ℓ+ 1 = d1(ℓ) + d1(ℓ− 1). (4.21)

This implies that the fusion rule involving a matter operator of dimension −1
2 is

[(−1
2 )×∆] = [∆− 1

2 ]⊕ [∆ + 1
2 ]. (4.22)

Operator product relations The above analysis does not only give an isomorphism between the

Hilbert spaces, but also seems to imply that the composite operators

(DM∆)0 ≡ DM∆,

(DM∆)1 ≡ f∆(q)
{
−(q∆ − q−∆)HDM∆ + (q∆− 1

2 − q−∆+ 1
2 )DHM∆ + (q

1
2 − q−

1
2 )DM∆H

}
(4.23)

are equivalent respectively to matter operators of dimensions ∆− 1
2 and ∆ + 1

2 . The relations (4.22)

and (4.23) are analogous to the boundary Liouville OPE (3.9) involving the operator B− b
2
. It is

interesting to find out to what extent these relations hold in correlators.

Let us begin by fixing the normalizations. The norm of any composite operator can naturally be

determined from the two-point function of the operator and its conjugate. According to this definition,

the squared norm of |(DM∆)0〉 is given by the two-point function of DM∆ and its conjugate M∆D, which

simply equals 1.

〈(DM∆)0|(DM∆)0〉 = 〈0|M∆DDM∆|0〉 = 1. (4.24)
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So we normalize |(DM∆)0〉 to simply correspond to DM∆. The computation of the squared norm of

|(DM∆)1〉 is a bit more cumbersome and involves summation over some chord diagrams. The result

can be used to determine f∆(q) as follows:

〈(DM∆)1|(DM∆)1〉 = f∆(q)
2 · (q 1

2 − q−
1
2 )(q∆ − q−∆)(q∆− 1

2 − q−∆+ 1
2 ),

∴ f∆(q) ≡
{
(q

1
2 − q−

1
2 )(q∆ − q−∆)(q∆− 1

2 − q−∆+ 1
2 )
}− 1

2
. (4.25)

In order to test the equivalence of the composite operators (DM∆)0,1 to M∆∓ 1
2
, let us now compute

their thermal two-point correlators. First, the correlator of (DM∆)0 can be expressed as

〈0|e−β1H(DM∆)0 e
−β2H(DM∆)

†
0|0〉 =

∫ π

0

2∏

i=1

dθiµ(θi)e
−βiE(θi)

2π
〈θ1|(DM∆)0|θ2〉〈θ2|(DM∆)

†
0|0〉 . (4.26)

The integrand can be rewritten further by inserting H-eigenstates between D and M∆:

〈θ1|(DM∆)0|θ2〉〈θ2|(DM∆)
†
0|0〉 =

∫
dθµ(θ)

2π

dθ′µ(θ′)

2π
〈θ1|D|θ〉〈θ|M∆|θ2〉〈θ2|M∆|θ′〉〈θ′|D|0〉

=

∫
dθµ(θ)

2π
G(−1

2 |θ1, θ)G(∆|θ, θ2)

=
∑

±

G(∆|θ1 ± iλ
2 , θ2)

1− e±2iθ1
= G(∆ − 1

2 |θ1, θ2), (4.27)

where we used (4.2) at the third equality. This supports our claim that DM∆ is equivalent to a matter

operator of dimension ∆− 1
2 . For (DM∆)1, we first work out its matrix element between H-eigenstates:

〈θ1|(DM∆)1|θ2〉 =

∫ π

0

dθµ(θ)

2π
〈θ1|D|θ〉〈θ|M∆|θ2〉 · F∆(θ1, θ, θ2; q),

F∆(θ1, θ, θ2; q) = f∆(q)
{
−(q∆ − q−∆)E(θ1) + (q∆− 1

2 − q−∆+ 1
2 )E(θ) + (q

1
2 − q−

1
2 )E(θ2)

}
. (4.28)

The way the coefficient F∆ is defined is somewhat analogous to how the boundary Liouville OPE

coefficient c− was defined in (3.16). Moreover, F∆ factorizes for θ = θ1 ± iλ
2 in the same way that c−

does as we have seen in (3.17).

F∆(θ1, θ1 ± iλ
2 , θ2; q) = f∆(q)(1− q)

1
2 q−∆e±iθ1(1− e∓iθ1+iθ2q∆− 1

2 )(1− e∓iθ1−iθ2q∆− 1
2 ) . (4.29)

Using this one can check that

〈θ1|(DM∆)1|θ2〉〈θ2|(DM∆)
†
1|0〉 =

∑

±

G(∆|θ1 ± iλ
2 , θ2)

1− e±2iθ1
F∆(θ1, θ1 ± iλ

2 , θ2; q)
2

= G(∆ + 1
2 |θ1, θ2). (4.30)

This supports our claim that (DM∆)1 is equivalent to a matter operator of dimension ∆ + 1
2 .

18



∆∓ 1
2

θ2

θ1
− 1

2

∆

θ2

θ1

θ = θ1 ±
iλ
2

Figure 6: The two and four-point functions that are related to each other.

Recursion relations for G(∆|θ1, θ2) The equations (4.27) and (4.30) relates the two-point function

G(∆ ∓ 1
2 |θ1, θ2) (shown on the left of Figure 6) to the uncrossed four-point function with θ = θ1 ±

iλ
2 for the region between the two matter chords (the right). These correlators should all have an

interpretation as the squared norm of some states in suitable two-sided chord Hilbert spaces. It would

then be natural to think that the relations among correlators follow from some linear relations among

those states. In fact, by following this line of arguments, one can derive a set of two-term recursion

relations for G(∆|θ1, θ2) that is powerful enough to reproduce (2.22).

We are interested in the four states represented by the following graphs:

|s±〉 = ∆± 1
2

θ1

θ2

, |t±〉 =
− 1

2

∆

θ1

θ

θ2

.
(
θ = θ1 ± iλ

2

)
(4.31)

The states |s±〉 are the unique eigenstates of HL,HR with eigenvalues E(θ1), E(θ2) in the respective

Hilbert spaces [∆ ± 1
2 ]. Similarly, the states |t±〉 ∈ [(−1

2) × ∆] are both in the eigenspace of HL,HR

with the eigenvalues E(θ1), E(θ2). The isomorphism (4.22) implies that this eigenspace is isomorphic

to the space spanned by |s±〉; in particular, it is two-dimensional. This agrees nicely with the fact

that the energy E(θ) in the region between the D-chord and M∆-chord can take two distinct values.

The states |s±〉 and |t±〉 should therefore be related by a linear transformation.

The bra states 〈s±|, 〈t±| are represented by the left-right reflection of the above graphs for the

kets. The states |s+〉 and |s−〉 are orthogonal to each other, and they have the squared-norm

〈s±|s±〉 = G(∆± 1
2 |θ1, θ2). (4.32)

Likewise, |t+〉 and |t−〉 are orthogonal to each other. Regarding their norm, we assume thatG(−1
2 |θ1, θ)

have delta-functional support at θ = θ1 ± iλ
2 but do not want to use its explicit form (4.2). So we

express G(−1
2 |θ1, θ) and 〈t±|t±〉 in terms of some unknown functions g±(θ) as follows:

G(−1
2 |θ1, θ) =

∑

±

g±(θ1)2πδ(θ1 ± iλ
2 − θ)

µ(θ)
, 〈t±|t±〉 = g±(θ1)G(∆|θ1 ± iλ

2 , θ2). (4.33)

Our goal is thus to derive recursion relations that can determine G(∆|θ1, θ2) and g±(θ).
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The relations (4.27), (4.30) can now be expressed in terms of the states |s±〉, |t±〉 as

〈s−|s−〉 =
∑

±

〈t±|t±〉, 〈s+|s+〉 =
∑

±

〈t±|t±〉F 2
±, (4.34)

where F± is a shorthand for F∆(θ1, θ1 ± iλ
2 , θ2; q) (4.29). If there is a linear transformation relating

|s±〉 and |t±〉, it must take the following form (up to unphysical sign choices):

|s−〉 = |t+〉+ |t−〉,
|s+〉 = |t+〉F+ + |t−〉F−,

|t±〉 =
|s+〉 − |s−〉F∓

F± − F∓
. (4.35)

At this point we notice that the condition 〈t+|t−〉 = 0, when rewritten in terms of |s±〉, turns into a

nontrivial recursion relation for G(∆|θ1, θ2):

0 = 〈s+|s+〉+ 〈s−|s−〉F+F−

= G(∆ + 1
2 |θ1, θ2)−

G(∆ − 1
2 |θ1, θ2)

(1− q2∆)(1− q2∆−1)

∏

±,±′

(1− q∆− 1
2 e±iθ1±′iθ2), (4.36)

which is solved by (2.22). Similarly, by expressing 〈s+|s−〉 = 0 in terms of |t±〉 one obtains another

recursion relation

g+(θ1)G(∆|θ1 + iλ
2 , θ2)

g−(θ1)G(∆|θ1 − iλ
2 , θ2)

= −e−2iθ1
∏

±

(1− q∆− 1
2 e+iθ1±iθ2)

(1− q∆− 1
2 e−iθ1±iθ2)

, (4.37)

which is again solved by (2.22) and its consequence g±(θ) = (1− e±2iθ)−1 (4.2).

Some remarks are in order concerning the uniqueness of the solution. Recall that G(∆|θ1, θ2) is

periodic under θi → θi + 2π in addition to obeying the recursion relation (4.37) under θi → θi + iλ.

Having two shift relations for a single complex variable, like (3.5) for the functions G(x) and S(x),

is usually taken to be strong enough for a function to be determined unambiguously. As for the

dependence of G(∆|θ1, θ2) on ∆, we have found only one shift relation (4.36) under ∆ → ∆ + 1.

But actually G(∆|θ1, θ2) has to be periodic under ∆ → ∆ + 2πi
λ because so is its integral transform

G(∆|β1, β2) which is a power series in q∆ = e−λ∆ according to diagrammatics.

Three-point functions and chord junctions. One may naturally guess that the inner products of

|s±〉 and |t±〉 would correspond to three-point functions, but upon a closer inspection one encounters

a subtle problem.

As an example, let us consider the correlator corresponding to the diagram in Figure 7. By moving

the operator D (of weight −1
2) towards M∆ one obtains a diagram representing the inner product

〈s−|t±〉. On the other hand, by moving D towards M∆− 1
2
one obtains a diagram for a different inner

product 〈t′∓|s′+〉, where |s′±〉 and |t′±〉 are related to |s±〉, |t±〉 by a change of parameters. Explicitly,

|s′∓〉 = ∆′ ∓ 1
2

θ

θ2

, |t′∓〉 =
− 1

2

∆′

θ

θ1

θ2

.




∆′ = ∆− 1
2

θ1 = θ ∓ iλ
2


 (4.38)
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2
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2
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(

θ = θ1 ±
iλ
2

)

Figure 7: An example of three-point functions.

By computing the two inner products explicitly one finds

〈s−|t±〉 =
G(∆|θ, θ2)
1− e±2iθ1

, 〈t′∓|s′+〉 =
G(∆|θ, θ2)
1− e∓2iθ

· ie∓iθ

√
1− q2∆−1

1− q2∆−2
(4.39)

for θ = θ1± iλ
2 . There is a nontrivial mismatch between the two, though a part of it can be attributed

to the difference in the integration measure:

dθ1
2π

µ(θ1)

1− e±2iθ1
=

dθ

2π

µ(θ)

1− e∓2iθ
. (4.40)

Hopefully this mismatch is not indicating a breakdown of our argument and can be resolved

by a more systematic analysis. For the moment, let us just point out that it looks reminiscent

of the following well-known fact: the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient 〈ℓ1m1, ℓ2m2|ℓ3m3〉 is not equal to

〈ℓ1m1|ℓ2(−m2), ℓ3m3〉. Instead, the Wigner’s 3j symbol

(
ℓ1 ℓ2 ℓ3
m1 m2 m3

)
≡ (−1)ℓ1−ℓ2−m3

√
2ℓ3 + 1

〈ℓ1m1, ℓ2m2|ℓ3(−m3)〉 (4.41)

is known to be invariant (up to sign) under permutations of the three spins. Perhaps the three-point

function in question, which should be symmetric in the three operators, will be related to 〈s−|t±〉 and
〈t′∓|s′+〉 in the same way that the 3j symbol is related to the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient.

5 Concluding remarks

In this paper we have discussed a number of interesting properties of degenerate matter operators

in DSSYK model, focusing particularly on the most basic one D = M−1
2
. Perhaps they are powerful

enough that one can use them to reproduce all the exact results that were derived using diagrammatics.

We were just able to derive the recursion relations for the two-point function G(∆|θ1, θ2). It would be

interesting to consider how our argument can be generalized to higher-point and crossed correlation

functions.

The special properties of degenerate operators are encoded in the null vector equation. For the

most basic degenerate operator D, we have found using diagrammatics and representation-theoretic
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analysis that the null vector takes the form (4.3) or (4.16). There are other degenerate operators of

dimension ∆ = 1−ℓ
2 which have a null vector at level ℓ. We expect that they have properties similar

to B(1−ℓ)b/2 in Liouville CFT and correspond to the ℓ-dimensional representation of Uq1/2(su1,1).

We also obtained some incomplete results which suggest that the matter chords may form junctions.

This might look somewhat surprising if one recalls that the disorder average was taken over the random

couplings defining matter operators, as it would only allow the matter operators of the same species to

be paired. Even if matter chords are really allowed to form junctions, it remains for us to understand

how to translate between the inner products of two-sided states and general correlators.

Although we have successfully imported many algebraic techniques from boundary Liouville CFT

to DSSYK model, the correspondences of physical quantities between the two theories were not very

impressive. This is because the quantum group that underlies the Liouville CFT is in fact two copies

of quantum groups that are related by b ↔ 1
b duality [40]. On the other hand, the quantum group

behind the DSSYK model is a single copy of Uq1/2(su1,1), so neither the two-point function G(∆|θ1, θ2)
nor its recursion relation exhibit any sort of duality.

Disclaimer We certify that the opinions expressed herein are only those of the authors. They do

not represent the official views of Japan Ministry of Defense or National Defense Academy.
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