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Abstract

The emergence of the bulk Hilbert space is a mysterious concept in holography. In [1],
the SYK model was solved in the double scaling limit by summing chord diagrams. Here,
we explicitly construct the bulk Hilbert space of double scaled SYK by slicing open these chord
diagrams; this Hilbert space resembles that of a lattice field theory where the length of the lattice
is dynamical and determined by the chord number. Under a calculable bulk-to-boundary map,
states of fixed chord number map to particular entangled 2-sided states with a corresponding
size. This bulk reconstruction is well-defined even when quantum gravity effects are important.
Acting on the double scaled Hilbert space is a Type II1 algebra of observables, which includes
the Hamiltonian and matter operators. In the appropriate quantum Schwarzian limit, we also
identify the JT gravitational algebra including the physical SL(2,R) symmetry generators, and
obtain explicit representations of the algebra using chord diagram techniques.
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1 Introduction

The AdS/CFT correspondence can be summarized in two equations:

ZQFT = Zgravity (1)

HQFT = Hgravity. (2)

The first equation relates the field theory partition function to the gravity partition function. The
second equation relates the field theory Hilbert space to the Hilbert space of quantum gravity in
AdS. We don’t know how to define precisely the RHS in either (1) or (2). However, at large N
and strong coupling, we expect that the RHS of (1) can be approximated as a path integral over
semi-classical geometries. In the same spirit, the RHS of (2) should include black holes states with
various excitations of bulk fields.

In recent years, the SYK model has sparked a flurry of progress [2, 3]. This is in part due to the
fact that an analog of equation (1) can be derived from the UV definition of the SYK model (4).
Integrating out the random couplings and performing a Hubbard–Stratonovich transformation, one
can write the SYK partition function as

Z =

∫
DG(t, t′)DΣ(t, t′) e−NI[Σ,G] (3)

The RHS is analogous to the semi-classical gravity path integral in the sense that the N dependence
enters only via the factor of N multiplying the action, akin to the 1/GN in the Einstein-Hilbert
action. The “master field” variables G,Σ have no explicit N dependence, and therefore a saddle
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point approximation to the integral is reliable at large N . Furthermore, at low energies, this action
reduces to the Schwarzian action of Nearly AdS2 [4, 5], which provides a starting point for the
holographic correspondence.

While the G,Σ action has a better understanding of (1), it seems fair to say that similar progress
hasn’t been made in understanding (2) in SYK. Despite the virtues of the G,Σ action, one can-
not straightforwardly use it to define a bulk Hilbert space. A basic problem is that the fields
G(t, t′),Σ(t, t′) involve two times, so one cannot easily “cut open” the path integral to get a Hilbert
space.

In this paper, we will understand (2) in the specialized setting of the SYK model in the strict
double scaling limit [6, 7, 1]. In this limit, [1] showed that the SYK model can be solved by
summing chord diagrams. A possible reaction to the papers of [1, 7] is that the chords are “merely” a
combinatorial gadget that is useful for computations. Here we advocate against this view: the chords
are precisely the right language to discuss the emergence of the bulk in the double scaled theory.
In particular, the chord diagrams can be naturally “sliced open” to construct a 2-sided wormhole
Hilbert space. In the simplest case of the pure TFD with no matter perturbations (discussed in
Section 2), this Hilbert space consists of wavefunctions of ℓ, the length of the wormhole. This ℓ
variable is actually discrete, with allowed values ℓ = (2q2/N)n where n is a non-negative integer.
However in the quantum Schwarzian limit, this discreteness is negligible and one recovers the Hilbert
space of pure JT gravity.

In Section 3, we consider more general states obtained by perturbing the TFD with matter
operators. The chord construction gives a bulk Hilbert space which resembles that of a lattice field
theory in 1+1 dimensions where the overall length ℓ of the lattice (the chord number) is allowed to
fluctuate. What’s more, besides simply identifying the bulk Hilbert space in (2), we would like to
know concretely how states in the bulk Hilbert space are mapped to states in the boundary Hilbert
space. We present in Section 4 a calculable bulk-to-boundary map that reconstructs states of the
wormhole with various particle excitations in the boundary theory. An interesting property of this
reconstruction is that the bulk chord number is mapped to the size of the operator used to create
the 2-sided boundary state. The discreteness of the bulk length can thus be traced to the boundary
fact that operator size is an integer.

Our construction is related to the recent discussion of emergent large N algebras [8, 9, 10, 11].
In Section 4, we define a type II1 algebra of observables Â in the strict double scaling limit. Given
our explicit bulk-to-boundary map, this algebra can be thought of as acting either on the boundary
or the bulk Hilbert space. A key difference relative to [8, 9] is that the Hamiltonian is part of the
double scaled algebra. The explanation of this is simple: in SYK the Hamiltonian scales ∼ N/q2.
For regular SYK in the N → ∞ limit, the Hamiltonian is divergent and not part of the large N
algebra as in [8, 9]. But in the double scaling limit, we also take q → ∞ holding N/q2 fixed, so
Hamiltonian remains finite and can therefore be included in the double scaled algebra. This is
closely related to the statement that in the double scaled limit, quantum gravity effects are still
important.

An elementary feature of holography is the identification of bulk symmetries with boundary
symmetries. In JT gravity, the physical SL(2,R) symmetries that move matter around in nearly
AdS2 are somewhat subtle [12]. In particular, they do not commute with the Hamiltonian. Instead,
the Hamiltonian is part of a larger “gravitational algebra” [13] that includes SL(2,R) as a subalgebra
[12]. In Sections 3 and 4, we identify a subalgebra G ⊂ A that satisfies the gravitational algebra
in the appropriate quantum Schwarzian limit. For wormholes with m particles in the interior,
we obtain concrete representations of the gravitational algebra, where G acts on wavefunctions of
multiple lengths ℓ0, ℓ1, · · · , ℓm, generalizing the m = 0 case of Liouville quantum mechanics [14, 15].
Away from this limit, we conjecture that G satisfies a suitable q-deformation of the JT gravitational
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algebra.
The sections in this paper are roughly ordered by increasing generality/abstraction. For ex-

ample, Section 4.3 can be read as a summary (in a somewhat more abstract language) of the
concrete calculations presented in previous sections. Hopefully the reader will find this organization
pedagogical.

1.1 Conventions

We adopt the following definitions for the SYK model:

{ψi, ψj} = 2δij ,

H = iq/2
∑

1≤i1<···<iq≤N

Ji1...iqψi1 · · ·ψiq ,
〈
J2
i1...iq

〉
=

J 2

λ
(
N
q

) ,
λ = 2q2/N, q = exp(−λ).

(4)

With these conventions, trH2 = J 2/λ, where tr is the normalized trace tr1 = 1 . The double scaled
SYK model refers to the limit where q → ∞, N → ∞, λ = 2q2/N held fixed. The triple scaling
limit is a further limit where λ ≪ 1 and energies E/J ≪ 1. In this limit, the theory is governed
by the Schwarzian action with coupling C = N/(4q2J ). If we study the triple scaled theory in a
regime C/β ≪ 1, the quantum fluctuations of the Schwarzian mode are large. We henceforth set
J = 1. We will also adopt the shorthand I = {1 ≤ i1 < · · · < iq ≤ N} to denote sets of indices,
and denote products of fermions via

Ψs
I = ψi1 · · ·ψis . (5)

With this notation, H = iq/2
∑

I JIΨ
q
I . For the convenience of the reader, we note that Berkooz et

al. [1] uses the following conventions: qBerkooz = q, λBerkooz = λ, pBerkooz = q and J 2
Berkooz = J 2/λ.

Thus our formulas involving the Hamiltonian will differ by a factor of
√
λ from Berkooz et al. The

normalization of our Hamiltonian (4) is natural from the point of view of studying the SYK model
at finite q. (For example, the max energy scales linearly with N in this conventions). In the double
scaling limit, it is admittedly more natural to set trH2 = 1 as in [1]; nevertheless, we will stick with
(4) out of familiarity.

2 Chords and the 2-sided Hilbert space

2.1 Review of double scaled SYK

Here we review the chord diagram technique in double-scaled SYK [6, 1, 7]. Let us consider the
computation of the partition function Z = tr

(
e−βH

)
, which is carried out in the following steps:

1. Expand e−βH =
∑

k β
kHk/k! and focus on evaluating the sum term by term.

2. Perform the disorder average. This amounts to Wick-contracting the J ’s present in each factor
of H.

3. For each Wick contraction, evaluate the remaining factor tr
(
Ψq

I1
Ψq

I2
· · ·Ψq

I1
· · ·

)
. To evaluate

this trace, we need to anti-commute like fermions next to each other and then annihilate them
using ψ2

i = 1. If we anti-commute two sets of fermions Ψq
I1

and Ψq
I2

past each other, we get a

4



(a)

𝔮 = e−λ = e−2q2/N

(b) (c)

e−λΔ2 = e−2s2/N𝔯 = e−λΔ = e−2qs/N

Figure 1: (a) intersection of two H chords. This gives a factor of q. (b) Intersection of H (black) and
M (green) chords. (c) Intersection of two M chords.

possible minus sign (−1)f depending on whether f = |I1 ∩ I2| is even or odd. In the double-
scaling limit, we can replace this phase by the average value1 of the phase q =

〈
(−1)f

〉
= e−λ.

4. Sum over all possible Wick contractions and also over k. This is the subject of the next
subsection.

The idea is that step 2 and 3 can be summarized by considering the “chord diagram” associated
to the Wick contraction. This is basically the diagram we are taught in field theory textbooks to
draw when performing Wick contractions. More specifically, one draws a chord for each pair in the
Wick contraction in such a way that any two chords intersect at most once; an example is drawn
in Figure 2b for trHk where k = 20. To account for the sign in step 3, we write down a factor of q
for each intersection of chords (an “interaction vertex”).

Following [1, 16], one can also use the same technique to compute correlation functions of opera-
tors of certain “matter” operators, which are monomials in ψi of degree s with random coefficients:

Ms = is/2
∑
I

KIΨ
s
I . (6)

Here KI is a collection of Gaussian random variables, drawn independently from JI . KI is nor-
malized so that trM2

s = 1. In the double-scaling limit, one takes s → ∞ holding ∆ = s/q fixed.
To compute matter correlators tr

(
e−τ1HMse

−τ2HMs · · ·
)
one follows a similar algorithm. The only

complication is that one must introduce chords of different types, indicated in our figures as black
(H) or green (Ms). Intersections of different chord types get different factors, see Figure 1. We can
consider multiple species of Ms, possibly with different sizes {Ms,Ms′ ,Ms′′ , · · · }. For each species,
the KI are drawn independently. The interaction vertex for two chords (associated with operators
of size s1 and s2) crossing is given by exp(−2s1s2/N).

1The number f of fermions in common is Poisson distributed with mean q2/N = λ/2. The expectation value of
(−1)f in this Poisson distribution is e−λ.
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ℓ → 0
n = 1

n = 3
n = 5

n = 5
n = 2

n = 0

n = 0
ℓ → 0

(a) (b)

Figure 2: (a) The Hilbert space of JT gravity with no matter. The dynamical degree of freedom is the
length ℓ between the two sides (pink curves). The disk partition function is obtained by imposing ℓ = 0
boundary conditions in the Euclidean past and future. (b) The Hilbert space of double scaled SYK with
no matter insertions. The dynamical variable is n, the number of chords. In the microscopic description
qn is just the size of the density matrix. We have drawn the chords so that for any red curve, the chords
which intersect that curve cross do not cross in the Euclidean past.

2.2 The 2-sided chord Hilbert space

In this subsection, we explain how the bulk Hilbert space emerges in the simplest case of the
“empty wormhole”, where we simply consider the TFD state at various temperatures/Lorentzian
times without inserting any matter operators Ms. In subsequent sections, we will generalize to the
case with matter. Although we could describe the construction without reference to JT gravity, it
is useful to have JT gravity in mind.

To this end, recall that in pure JT gravity (e.g. JT gravity with no matter fields), the classical
phase space is just the geodesic length ℓ of the 2-sided wormhole and its conjugate momentum [15].
The bulk Hilbert space therefore consists of wavefunctions ψ(ℓ). Furthermore, in a recent paper
(Appendix H of [17], see also [18, 19] for a gauge theory perspective) it was pointed out that this
2-sided wormhole Hilbert space in fact arises in the computation of the 1-sided thermal partition
function:

tr
(
e−βH

)
∝ ⟨ℓ = 0| e−βHLiouville |ℓ = 0⟩ . (7)

Here ℓ is the length between the two sides of the wormhole and |ℓ = 0⟩ is a position eigenstate
ψ(ℓ) = δ(ℓ). (More precisely, we should work with the renormalized length ℓ̃, replace |ℓ = 0⟩ with
ψ(ℓ̃) = δ(ℓ̃ − ℓ̃c), and take ℓc → −∞.) The idea is that the thermal circle can be viewed as a left
and a right boundary, joined at a point in the Euclidean past and in the future, see Figure 2. When
the boundaries join, the length between them goes to zero, which is enforced by projecting onto
|ℓ = 0⟩ and ⟨ℓ = 0|. We emphasize that the Hilbert space appearing on the LHS of (7) is different
than the one appearing on the RHS. The Hamiltonian that appears on the LHS is interpreted as
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the 1-sided Hamiltonian of the dual quantum mechanical theory (in pure JT gravity, it is a random
matrix [20]), whereas HLiouville acts on the 2-sided wormhole Hilbert space as [14, 15]

HLiouville =
1

2C

(
−∂2

ℓ̃
+ e−ℓ̃

)
. (8)

Notice that by cutting open the diagram in Figure (2), we can also write

e−βH/2 |Ω⟩ ∼= e−βHLiouville/2 |ℓ = 0⟩ (9)

We use ∼= instead of = because the two states live in different Hilbert spaces. On the LHS of
(9), we have a state in the 2-sided microscopic Hilbert space. |Ω⟩ is a maximally entangled state
and e−βH |Ω⟩ is the thermofield double. On the RHS, the state lives in the Hilbert space of the
wormhole. Of course, the meaning of the equation is that the two states are mapped to each other
under the bulk-to-boundary holographic map.

The point of this subsection is to explain the precise analogs of equations (7), (8), and (9) in
double scaled SYK. The formulas that appear in this subsection are not new for the most part
(they were presented in [1]) but we will present them here with a clear bulk interpretation, which
generalizes to the novel cases with matter.

Following the previous paragraph on JT gravity, we also consider the 1-sided thermal partition
function. This is given by a sum over chord diagrams. The idea is that we can focus on a particular
chord diagram in the sum, and slice it open along a red curve that goes from the left to right
boundary, see Figure 2b. On this curve, one assigns a state in a 2-sided Hilbert space |n⟩, which
is the number of open chords2 intersecting this slice. As depicted in Figure 2b, any chord diagram
that arises from the thermal circle computation can be sliced in such a way so that at some time
in the Euclidean past the two-sided state has no open chords |0⟩, and similarly at some future time
the state is again ⟨0|. Therefore, we can write

tr [exp(−βH)] = ⟨0| e−βT |0⟩ , (10)

This equation is the analog of (7), where the (integer) chord number plays the role of the length
basis. The analog of HLiouville is the matrix T that is determined by the combinatorics of chord
diagrams. Suppose we consider a 2-sided state with fixed chord number |n⟩. We can act on this
state with HL or HR. On the thermofield double, HL = HR = H so we do not need to distinguish
them, although in later sections when we will. The idea is that each time we insert some factor of
H, an open chord can be created or annihilated. There is only one way to create an open chord,
but one can choose any of the n open chords to annihilate:

2On a given time slice t, let Ct be chords that intersect the time slice. The open chords are the subset of Ct which
have not intersected any of the other chords in Ct in the Euclidean past. It is always possible to choose a slicing such
that all chords in Ct are open chords. Note that this definition of open chords is not time-reversal symmetric. We
have defined ket states; to define bra states, one can take the time reversal of this definition. This is compatible with
our inner product, see Figure (4).
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(a)

n = 6

n = 7

H𝖱

(b)

𝔮3

n = 5

n = 6

H𝖱

Figure 3: Two processes that can happen when we act with HR. In (a) an extra chord is added. In (b)
a chord is removed. It crosses 3 chords giving a factor of q3. We could have also consider the action of
HL. The same processes happen but we would draw the insertion on the left.

Each choice of a chord to be annihilated gives a different power of q, corresponding to the number
of intersections with chords to the right (HR) or left (HL). This gives

T =
1√
λ

(
α† + αW

)
Wn = q0 + q1 + · · ·+ qn−1 =

1− qn

1− q
,

α = a

√
1

n
, α† =

√
1

n
a†

(11)

The factor of 1/
√
λ is just an overall normalization that comes from our convention trH2 = λ−1.

W is an operator that is diagonal in the |n⟩ basis with eigenvalues given above, and a, a† are the
raising and lowering operators [a, a†] = 1, [n, a†] = a†, [n, a] = −a.

So far we have defined a bulk vector space spanned by states with definite chord numbers |n⟩.
To upgrade this to a Hilbert space, we must specify the inner product. The chord diagrams suggest
a natural definition. Let us insert a complete set of states in the computation of (10):

⟨0|T a+b |0⟩ =
∑
m

(T a)0,m(T b)m,0 = gmn(T a)m,0(T
b)n,0. (12)

Here g has the interpretation as the inner product gmn = ⟨m|n⟩. This expression is in 1-to-1
correspondence with a decomposition of the chord diagrams illustrated in Figure 4 below:
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γn

γm

middle

|bottom⟩

⟨top |

Figure 4: Interpretation of the chord diagram as an overlap of a bra ⟨top| and ket |bottom⟩ defined in
the bulk Hilbert space. The middle region (pink) defines an inner product between states. It is defined
as a 1-way region: all chords entering through γn must exit through γm.

Any chord diagram decomposes into three regions: top, middle, bottom. The top region defines
the bra state. The bottom region defines a ket state. The middle region describes the overlap
gmn = ⟨m|n⟩. The middle region is defined by requiring that all chords cross γm and γn exactly
once. Using this decomposition, we see that the overlap ⟨m|n⟩ can be computed by summing all
diagrams where n lines enter the bottom of the middle region and m lines exit the top3. Thus if we
know gmn, we could also evaluate tr

(
Ha+b

)
by summing over the top, middle, and bottom regions,

which gives the factors (T a)m,0, g
mn, and (T b)n,0, respectively in (12).

It is not hard to directly compute gmn; the eager reader should jump to (15). Here we compute
it recursively, foreshadowing the case with matter. To do so, imagine removing one of the chords
in the middle region, say the first chord that intersects γn on the left. This chord can intersect any
number from 0 to n − 1 of its neighbors before passing through γm. After deleting the chord, we
are left with the inner product involving one less chord ⟨m− 1|n− 1⟩:

⟨m|n⟩ =Wn ⟨m− 1|n− 1⟩ . (13)

By iterating this relation, we reduce to evaluating either ⟨0|n⟩ or ⟨m|0⟩:

⟨0|n⟩ = ⟨m|0⟩ = 0 for m,n > 0, ⟨0|0⟩ = 1. (14)

These vanish for m,n > 0 since the middle region is a 1-way region. This implies that states with
different chord numbers are orthogonal, and so we write4:

⟨n|m⟩ = Snδn,m, Sn = Sn−1Wn, S0 = 1

S =
n∏

i=1

1− qn

1− q
=

(q, q)n
(1− q)n

.
(15)

In the second line, we solved the recursion relation. Here (a, q)n = QPochhammer[a, q, n] in Math-
ematica. Given this inner product, it is natural to compute overlaps5 in canonically normalized

3These rules were discussed in [21] and [16].
4I thank Cynthia Yan for pointing out a typo in a previous version of the draft.
5To clarify the notation, let (·, ·) be the inner product of two (ket) vectors. Then ⟨n|T |m⟩ = (|n⟩ , T |m⟩) =∑
p (|n⟩ , |p⟩)Tpm = ⟨n|p⟩Tpm.
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states

⟨n|T |m⟩√
⟨n|n⟩

√
⟨m|m⟩

=

√
⟨n|n⟩
⟨m|m⟩

Tnm
.
= −Hnm (16)

In the last line, we have defined6 H = −g1/2Tg−1/2. Using (13), this yields a manifestly Hermitian
matrix7:

−H
√
λ = α

√
W +

√
Wα† (17)

This Hamiltonian is the appropriate generalization of the Liouville Hamiltonian (8). To make
contact with JT gravity, we can define a rescaled chord number

ℓ = −n log q = λn. (18)

H = − 1√
λ(1− q)

[
eiλk

√
1− e−ℓ +

√
1− e−ℓe−iλk

]
(19)

In general k is the conjugate momentum to ℓ (the generator of ℓ translations). In the approxima-
tion when ℓ is continuous, we can write k = −i∂ℓ. Note that the Hamiltonian is periodic in the
momentum k → k + 2π/λ. This is expected since its conjugate variable ℓ is discretized to take
values of ℓ = λn. From (19), we can see immediately that the eigenstates are scattering states with
momentum ±k. The eigenvalues of such states are determined by the Hamiltonian at ℓ→ ∞, which
is

E(k) = − 2 cosλk√
λ(1− q)

. (20)

We can now consider the limit where q → 1 (the standard large q SYK model) while focusing on low
energies, where we expect a quantum Schwarzian description. This is known as the triple scaling
limit, which in this context means

λ→ 0, ℓ→ ∞, e−ℓ/λ2 = e−ℓ̃ = fixed. (21)

The variable ℓ̃ is known as the “renormalized length” in the JT literature. This gives us a precise
match with the gravitational Hamiltonian (8) including the correct value of the Schwarzian coupling
C:

H − E0 =
1

2C

(
k2 + e−ℓ̃

)
, 2C = 1/λ, E0 = −2/λ. (22)

The interpretation of the chord number as a quantized length was already suggested in [7], however,
at the time the 2-sided interpretation of the Liouville quantum mechanics was unclear. Here we have
derived this correspondence by identifying the chord Hilbert space with the 2-sided bulk Hilbert
space. As in JT gravity, we should distinguish H, the microscopic Hamiltonian defined in (4) and
the expression for H given by (19). They are identified under the bulk-to-boundary map, but the
latter expression for H only holds on the subspace of states with no matter insertions.

6The spectrum of H is symmetric under H → −H. Therefore there is a sign ambiguity H = ±STS. We choose
the minus sign so that the minimum energy state has small momentum k → 0.

7Here W is defined as the operator W |n⟩ = Wn |n⟩.
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n𝖱 = 2
n𝖱 = 1

n𝖫 = 2 n𝖱 = 0

n𝖫 = 4
n𝖫 = 3

ℓ𝖫 ℓ𝖱

(a) (b)

Figure 5: (a) The Hilbert space of JT gravity with a particle (green) in the wormhole. The matter particle
divides a geodesic from the left to right boundary into two pieces, with lengths ℓL and ℓR. The disk
partition function with two operator insertions is obtained by imposing ℓL = ℓR = 0 boundary conditions
in the Euclidean past and future. (b) The Hilbert space of double scaled SYK with an operator insertion
Ms represented by a green chord. The Hilbert space is spanned by states labeled by two integers nL, nR
that are the left and right chord numbers.

As a technical aside, let us note that we do not need to solve the recursion relation (13) in order
to derive H in the triple scaling limit. Instead, we can simply take Sn+1 ≈ Sn/λ. Then expanding
in powers of λ gives

−H ≈ 1

λ

[
eλ∂ℓ + e−λ∂ℓ(1− e−ℓ)

]
≈ 2

λ
+ λ

(
∂2ℓ − λ−2e−ℓ − ∂ℓe

−ℓ
)

(23)

In the triple scaling limit (21), the last term in (23) is negligible, so we recover (22). In the next
section, we discuss the case with matter in the wormhole. The generalization of the recursion
relation (13) is more complicated, but we can still take the triple scaling limit rather easily along
these lines.

3 The wormhole Hilbert space with matter

3.1 Chords and a particle

Now we consider a state on the boundary that is obtained by acting on the TFD with an operator
Ms given by (3) at some point on the thermal circle. In the gravity description, we have inserted a
particle somewhere in the wormhole. In the chord picture, we have inserted a new kind of chord,
depicted in green in Figure 5. With this additional chord type, cutting open a diagram along a red
slice yields two integers nL and nR, the number of chords to the left and right of the green chord.
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The appropriate generalization of (9) is

e−τ1HMse
−τ2H |Ω⟩ ∼= e−τ1HLe−τ2HR |nL = 0, nR = 0⟩s . (24)

We have labeled the state (24) by the subscript s to indicate both the size and species of the matter
particle. We drop this label when unambiguous. Notice that we must now distinguish between the
HL and HR. Let’s consider HR: like before, it can create an open chord, but now there are two
ways in which it can annihilate a chord:

(a)

n𝖫 = 3 n𝖱 = 2

(c)

n𝖫 = 3 n𝖱 = 2

n𝖫 = 2 n𝖱 = 2

𝔯𝔮2

n𝖫 = 3 n𝖱 = 2

n𝖫 = 3 n𝖱 = 1

𝔮

(b)

n𝖫 = 3 n𝖱 = 3

Figure 6: Various processes can happen when we act with HR. In (a) an extra chord is added. In (b)
a chord from the right is removed. In this example, it crosses a chord. In (c) a chord from the left is
removed. It crosses the matter particle and all nR chords.

The two ways of annihilating a chord give different αL and αR terms:

TR
√
λ = α†

R + αRWR + αLrq
nRWL,

TL
√
λ = α†

L + αLWL + αRrq
nLWR.

(25)

There is a factor of rqnR in the TR (25) since a left chord must cross all nR right chords before ending
on the right. We have a similar expression for TL.

As in the case with no free particles, we can define an inner product on the states |nL, nR⟩. One
follows the same reasoning of dividing the chord diagrams into a top, middle, and bottom region,
and using the middle region to define an inner product. For 1-particle states the new subtlety is that
in the middle region, a black chord can cross the green chord. So states |nL, nR⟩ are not orthogonal
to states |n′L, n′R⟩ unless nL + nR ̸= nL + n′R. One can derive a recursion relation, generalizing (13):〈

nL, nR
∣∣n′L, n′R〉 =

1− qnL

1− q

〈
nL − 1, nR

∣∣n′L − 1, n′R
〉
+ rqnL

1− qnR

1− q

〈
nL, nR − 1

∣∣n′L − 1, n′R
〉

〈
nL, nR

∣∣n′L, n′R〉 =
1− qnR

1− q

〈
nL, nR − 1

∣∣n′L, n′R − 1
〉
+ rqnR

1− qnL

1− q

〈
nL − 1, nR

∣∣n′L, n′R − 1
〉 (26)

In the first line, we again imagine deleting the left-most chord in the ket. The first term counts
diagrams where the left-most chord stays to the left of the matter particle. The second term counts

12



diagrams where the left-most chord crosses the matter particle (giving the factor of r) as well as
all nL other left chords and then proceeds to cross some number of right chords. In the second
line, we apply the same reasoning except we delete the right-most chord. The various processes are
basically the same as in Figure 6b and 6c. As a sanity check, consider the r → 0 limit. There is an
extremely heavy particle which pinches off the thermal circle into two thermal circles. We see that
in this regime, (25) and (26) reduce to essentially two copies of the formulas in Section 2.2.

Supplementing these recursion relations are the “boundary conditions” when one of the chord
numbers vanishes (compare with (14)):〈

0, nR
∣∣n′L, n′R〉 = rn

′
L
〈
nR

∣∣n′L + n′R
〉〈

nL, nR
∣∣0, n′R〉 = rnL

〈
nL + nR

∣∣n′R〉 (27)

On the RHS we have states with no matter particles, whereas on the LHS we have states with a
single matter particle. This rule is explained by the following diagram:

Figure 7: The delete-a-matter-matter-chord rule (27). These pink disks are the middle region in Figure
(4).

On the LHS, we have a possible contribution to ⟨3, 1|0, 4⟩. By deleting the matter chord, we get
the contribution to ⟨4|4⟩ on the RHS. The deletion can be compensated for by a factor of r3 coming
from the n′L = 3 points where the green chord crosses the black chords. One can also obtain two
more relations by permuting left and right in (27).

This recursion relation is rather complicated because it involves two terms. However, it can
be efficiently solved numerically using “memoization.” In Figure (8), we compute numerically the
overlap of a symmetric state with asymmetric states (having the same total chord numbers), e.g.,

overlap =
⟨nL, nR|n, n⟩√

⟨n, n|n, n⟩ ⟨nL, nR|nL, nR⟩
. (28)

An interesting feature is that in the triple scaling limit, we see numerical evidence that states with
different ℓL or ℓR are orthogonal (assuming that the differences in lengths are held fixed as λ→ 0),
see Figure (9). This implies that we can treat ℓL, ℓR as commuting operators in the JT limit.

It would be nice to solve the recursion relation exactly. We will not attempt this here, but note
that a simple approximation to (26) is to simply replace the second term with the first term:〈

nL, nR
∣∣n′L, n′R〉 ≈ 1− qnL + rqnL(1− qnR)

1− q

〈
nL − 1, nR

∣∣n′L − 1, n′R
〉
. (29)

This approximation works well in various regimes. First, if nL, nR are large holding q, r < 1 fixed,
we can neglect the second term entirely. This is the double scaled model at low energies. Second, we
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Figure 8: The normalized overlap (28) between the symmetric state |n, n⟩ and the asymmetric state
|nL, nR⟩. We keep ℓ = λn fixed and consider different λ. We set r = 1/2. If we were to plot the overlap
as a function of n instead of ℓ, the curves would appear in reverse order.
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Figure 9: Same overlap as in Figure 8 but plotted on a smaller linear scale for clarity. The numerics
suggest that if we hold ℓL− ℓR fixed as λ→ 0, the overlap goes to zero. So in the JT regime, we expect
that the states |ℓL, ℓR⟩ , |ℓ′L, ℓ′R⟩ are orthogonal. However, note that states that differ by only one unit
of n (e.g. a small change δℓ ∼ λ) have a large overlap.

can consider the regime q → 1 but qn = e−ℓ and r fixed8. In this regime, ⟨nL − 1, nR|n′L − 1, n′R⟩ ≈
⟨nL, nR − 1|n′L − 1, n′R⟩. This is the standard large q SYK model at finite energies. In upcoming
work [22], we will solve the inner product explicitly in this limit; at finite ∆ the inner product is
non-zero but as ∆ → ∞ the inner product falls off quickly when x = λ(nL − nR)/2 is held finite.

Finally, this approximation holds in the triple-scaled limit (and ∆ → ∞) where both effects are
favorable. We compare this approximation to numerics in Figure 10. A word of caution: although
the LHS and RHS of (29) might be approximately equal for large values of n, replacing the entire
recursion relation (26) with (29) does not give a good approximation to the true inner product, even
at large n. Indeed, solving the recursion relation involves going to small n, where the approximation
(29) breaks down.

To make contact with JT gravity, we should ideally perform a change of basis TL → −g1/2TLg−1/2.
This would involve solving the recursion relation (26). Instead, we conjugate TL → −g̃1/2TLg̃−1/2

8A previous version of this paper erroneously suggested that the inner product vanishes when ∆ is held fixed.
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Figure 10: Ratio of the inner product gn−1/gn = ⟨n− 1, n|n− 1, n⟩ / ⟨n, n|n, n⟩. The dots are computed
by numerically solving the recursion relation (26). The solid lines are given by the approximation (29).
As q, r → 1−, the approximation holds everywhere. For finite values q, r < 1, the approximation holds
for large n.

where g̃ satisfies (29). Then we take the λ→ 0 limit holding ℓ̃L, ℓ̃R,∆ fixed9:

ℓ̃L = ℓL + log λ, ℓ̃R = ℓR + log λ

HL ≈ 1

2C

[
−∂̃2L +∆e−ℓ̃L +

(
∂̃L − ∂̃R

)
e−ℓ̃L + e−ℓ̃L−ℓ̃R

]
HR ≈ 1

2C

[
−∂̃2R +∆e−ℓ̃R +

(
∂̃R − ∂̃L

)
e−ℓ̃R + e−ℓ̃L−ℓ̃R

]
.

(30)

We have also shifted both Hamiltonians by an amount E0 in (22) so that the ground state has
zero energy. In JT gravity, we expect that ℓ̃L has the interpretation of the (renormalized) length of
the segment of γLR which extends from the left boundary to the matter particle, where γLR is the
geodesic that extends from the left to right boundaries10, see Figure (5). In the remainder of this
subsection, we will point out some properties of (30) from the viewpoint of JT gravity.

The expressions (30) are the generalization of the Liouville Hamiltonian (8) to the case where
there is a single particle in the bulk. Note that the Hamiltonians act on a 4 dimensional phase space.
In pure JT gravity (no matter), one can think of the two dimensional phase space as arising from
the complex length β + iT of the thermal circle (β controls the energy whereas T is the Lorentzian
time). With a single matter particle, the classical solutions are 2 thermal circles glued together
[24, 25]. Thus we expect a 2 complex lengths, or a 4 dimensional phase space, which agrees with
the above analysis.

A peculiarity is that the Hamiltonians defined in (30) are not Hermitian with respect to the
naive inner product ⟨ψ|χ⟩ =

∫
dℓ̃Ldℓ̃R ψ

∗χ. Since we performed a change of basis using g̃ defined
by (29) instead of g defined by (26), there was no guarantee that the inner product would be the
canonical one. However, for large ℓ̃L, ℓ̃R we do expect that the inner product should agree with the

9A previous version of this paper had the transpose of this expression. I thank Edward Witten for pointing out
this error.

10As a sanity check, note that if we restrict to symmetric configurations ℓL(τ) = ℓR(τ) = ℓ/2, HL + HR =
1
C

(
k2 + e−ℓ +∆e−ℓ/2

)
. The effective potential V (ℓ) = 2e−ℓ + ∆e−ℓ/2 was derived in [23] using classical consid-

erations.
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canonical one11. Indeed, note that HL has the form of a scattering Hamiltonian in the ℓ̃L variable,
and therefore its eigenvalues are determined by the asymptotic region ℓ̃L → ∞ where we have an
incoming/outgoing plane wave. In this region, HL ∝ k2L which is manifestly real.12 We thus expect
that HL, HR are Hermitian with respect to the inner product g. For our purposes below, we will
not need this inner product, although it would be nice to work it out.

Notice also that since HL and HR are separately conserved, the ingoing momentum of the
particle is opposite the outgoing momentum (kL, kR) → −(kL, kR). We expect the system to be
integrable since there are two conserved charges and two coordinates. It would be interesting to solve
this quantum mechanical scattering problem, which should give the OTOC/6j symbol [26]. More
explicitly, we can define a perturbed TFD by imposing boundary conditions ℓL → −∞, ℓR → −∞
in the Euclidean past and future, see 5. The OTOC is then

tr
[
O∆e

−τ1HO∆′e−τ2HO∆e
−τ3HO∆′e−τ4H

]
∝ lim

ℓ̃c→−∞

〈
ℓ̃c, ℓ̃c

∣∣∣ e−τ1HL−τ4HRe−∆′ℓ̃e−τ2HL−τ3HR

∣∣∣ℓ̃c, ℓ̃c〉 .
(31)

Here |ℓc, ℓc⟩ is a delta-function in position space ψ(ℓL, ℓR) = δ(ℓL − ℓc)δ(ℓR − ℓc). The dependence
on ∆ enters via HL, HR.

An interesting property of JT gravity with arbitrary matter is that there exists a gravitational
algebra [13] which contains the left/right Hamiltonians and the total length operator. In our
conventions13,

[ℓ̃, kL/R] = i

[kL, kR] = 0

[HL, HR] = 0

−i[ℓ̃, HL/R] =
kL/R

C

−i[kL/R, HL/R] = HL/R −
k2L/R

2C

−i[kL/R, HR/L] =
e−ℓ̃

2C

(32)

In [13] the algebra was derived in the classical approximation using Poisson brackets. In appendix
B, we give a quantum derivation of the above formulas.

Specializing to the case of a single particle in the bulk, we obtain a concrete representation of
this algebra in terms of a Hilbert space of wavefunctions with two coordinates ψ(ℓL, ℓR). Indeed,
one can check (32) using the expressions (30) together with

ℓ̃ = ℓ̃L + ℓ̃R

kL = −i∂/∂ℓL
kR = −i∂/∂ℓR.

(33)

The most non-trivial commutation relation to check is actually [HL, HR] = 0. The last relation in
(32) determines the ℓR dependence in HL. Indeed, with a little guesswork one can obtain the form
of (30) just using the commutation relations.

11We attempted to study the inner product numerically in the triple scaling regime. Solving (29) instead of (26)
seems to give a good approximation up to an overall factor that is independent of ℓ̃L, ℓ̃R when these renormalized
lengths are large.

12Another consequence of the i is the following. Note that ie−ℓ̃LkL = ikLe
−ℓ̃L + e−ℓ̃L . Hence we could choose the

opposite ordering if we shift ∆ → ∆− 1 by a real amount.
13In the conventions of [13] 2ϕb = C and L̃ = ℓ̃+ log(4).
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An important fact about the gravitational algebra is that it contains an SL(2,R) subalgebra,
which are the symmetry generators that move matter around in the wormhole [12, 13]:

L0 = i(kL − kR),

L+ = 4Ceℓ̃/2(HL − k2L − e−ℓ̃)

L− = 4Ceℓ̃/2(HR − k2R − e−ℓ̃).

(34)

Let x be the relative position of the matter particle from the mid point. Then we can write a simple
expression for the generators:

x = (ℓ̃L − ℓ̃R)/2

L0 = −i∂x, L± = (∆± ∂x) e
∓x

(35)

These satisfy the commutation relations [Lm, Ln] = i(m − n)Lm+n. The operator P̃ = L0 is the
momentum generator, the global energy Ẽ = (L++L−)/2 and the boost B̃ = (L+−L−)/2, where we
have converted to the notation of [12]. For each value of ∆, (34) defines a concrete representation
of the SL(2,R) algebra which acts on wavefunctions of two variables. The expression for L0 is
particularly simple. In the double scaled model, it can be realized by an operator which shifts the
position of a particle by creating a chord to the right and annihilating a chord to the left. We can
also define the Casimir

C = −L2
0 +

1

2
(L+L− + L−L+) = ∆(∆− 1). (36)

Given boundary expressions for the total chord number, one can use the above expressions to
construct the symmetry algebra on the boundary. We will return to this point in Section 4.3. Since
∂x annihilates ℓ̃, it is trivial to check that the length ℓ̃ commutes with Ln in (35). This is true for
general matter and follows directly from just the algebra (35), see [13]. Thus the representations
of SL(2,R) decomposes into infinitely many discrete series parameterized by ℓ̃. Note that the
continuous series is not present in this discussion, since these are the matter generators and the
continuous series is associated with the Schwarzian particle.

3.2 Generalization to multiple particles

Now we consider generalizing the above discussion to m particles in the bulk. To specify a state in
the bulk Hilbert space we must specify m+ 1 chord numbers,

|n0, n1, · · · , nm⟩s1,s2,··· ,sm (37)

Here we have also labeled the state by the sizes of the matter operators s1, s2, · · · , sm. Equivalently,
we can parameterize these states by fixing the total number chords ntot (of any type). We can think
of ntot as the length of a lattice with ntot sites. On each site, one can either have no matter
excitation (a black chord) or a particle of some type with size si. The Hilbert of each lattice site
has a dimension that is determined by the number of chord species.14 So in summary, we can think
of this theory as a lattice field theory, where the total number of lattice sites (the length of the
lattice) is dynamical:

Hbulk =
⊕

ntot∈Z+

Hlattice(ntot) (38)

14In the double scaled limit, we can consider infinitely many species of random operators Ms (6), so the dimension
of each lattice site is infinite. Of course, we can consider a subspace of the bulk Hilbert space where we act only with
a finite number of species of Ms, in which case the dimension would be finite.
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Figure 11: JT gravity with 2 particles in the wormhole. Cutting open the diagram on a geodesic gives
a bulk Hilbert space with 3 lengths ℓ0, ℓ1, ℓ2. To evaluate this diagram, one can cut the diagram along
the asymptotic geodesics (lengths ℓ1 = ℓ and ℓ1 = ℓ′) in the Euclidean past and future. One then sews
on a cap ⟨ℓ|τ1⟩.

This resembles the Hilbert space of a bulk quantum field theory except that there is an explicit UV
regulator set by λ.

Next we consider expressions for HL and HR when we havem particles in the bulk. We will write
expressions that hold when the particles are of the same or different species, with sizes s1, · · · , sm
(equivalently with interaction vertices r1, · · · , rm). The left and right transfer matrices are

TL
√
λ = eiλk0 +

m∑
i=0

e−iλki

(
1− e−ℓi

1− q

)∏
j<i

rje
−ℓj ,

TR
√
λ = eiλkm +

m∑
i=0

e−iλki

(
1− e−ℓi

1− q

)∏
j>i

rje
−ℓj .

(39)

Here ki are defined to be the conjugate momenta to ℓi. For TL, we define the product over j to be 1
when i = 0, and similarly for TR the product is 1 when i = m. For general states with m particles
in the interior (potentially of different sizes), we have

〈
n0, · · · , nm

∣∣n′0, · · · , n′m〉
=

1− qn0

1− q

〈
n0 − 1, · · · , nm

∣∣n′0 − 1, · · · , n′m
〉

+

m∑
k=1

q
∑

i<k nir1 · · · rk
1− qnk

1− q

〈
n0, · · · , nk − 1, · · · , nm

∣∣n′0 − 1, · · ·n′m
〉
(40)

This recursion relation involved deleting the left-most chord. We could also obtain a similar recursion
relation involving the right most chord. By iterating this recursion relation, we can get down to
states of the form ⟨0, n1, · · · , nm|n′0, n′1 · · · , n′m⟩. Then we can generalize the delete-a-matter-chord
rule (see (27) and Figure 7):〈

0, n1, · · · , nm
∣∣n′0, n′1 · · · , n′m〉

= r
n′
0

1

〈
n1, · · · , nm

∣∣n′0 + n′1, n
′
2 · · · , n′m

〉
(41)
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So we have reduced the problem to studying norms of states with m − 1 particles in the interior.
In this way, we can recursively build norms.

Then performing the change of basis and taking the triple scaling limit,

HL =
1

2C

[
k20 + e−ℓ̃ − i

m∑
i=1

(ki − ki−1)e
−

∑
j<i ℓ̃j +

m∑
i=1

∆ie
−

∑
j<i ℓ̃j

]

HR =
1

2C

[
k2m + e−ℓ̃ + i

m∑
i=1

(ki − ki−1)e
−

∑
j≥i ℓ̃j +

m∑
i=1

∆ie
−

∑
j≥i ℓ̃j

] (42)

We have defined renormalized lengths ℓ̃0 = ℓ0 + log λ and ℓ̃m + log λ. The other lengths ℓ̃1 =
ℓ1, · · · , ℓ̃m−1 = ℓm−1 are not renormalized. In JT gravity, this makes sense: the lengths ℓ1, · · · ℓm−1

are geodesic segments that do not approach the asymptotic boundary. For m > 1, this means ℓ̃0
and ℓ̃m play a distinguished role in the scattering problem. They are the only lengths that have a
quadratic kinetic term. Also notice that all non-Hermitian terms are suppressed by e−ℓ̃0 in HL and
e−ℓ̃m in HR.

One can again check the gravitational algebra (32) using

ℓ̃ = ℓ̃0 + ℓ1 + · · ·+ ℓm−1 + ℓ̃m

kL = k0 = −i∂/∂ℓ̃0
kR = km = −i∂/∂ℓ̃m

(43)

Notice once again that in HL the only dependence on the right length ℓ̃m is via ℓ̃tot. This is required
if the last relation (32) is to be satisfied. In addition, note that (ki − ki−1) commutes with ℓ̃, which
is required for the fourth relation in (32).

A new complication for m > 1 is that the wormhole state is not obtained by simply taking all
the chord numbers to zero. Instead, one takes n0, nm = 0 but sums over the remaining intermediate
ni, “gluing” together pieces of the empty wormhole, see Figure 11. For m = 2, this means that the
analog of (9) is

e−τ0HMse
−τ1HMse

−τ2H |Ω⟩ ∼= |τ0, τ1, τ2⟩

|τ0, τ1, τ2⟩ =
∑
ℓ

∫
dE1e

−τ0HL−τ1E1−τ2HR |ℓ0 = 0, ℓ1 = ℓ, ℓ2 = 0⟩ ⟨ℓ|E⟩ , (44)

Here ⟨ℓ|E⟩ are the energy eigenstates of the empty wormhole Hamiltonian (22), which are explicitly
given in equation 2.16 of [1] in terms of q-Hermite polynomials. This is the appropriate general-
ization of the Bessel K functions in JT gravity. In the context of JT gravity, such cut-and-paste
constructions were discussed in [27], see also [28]. Here, we are showing that the same kind of
cut-and-paste constructions also works in the double scaled theory using chord diagrams.

Like in the m ≤ 1 cases, we can also compute boundary correlation functions in this formalism.
For example,

tr
(
O∆e

−τ0HO1e
−τ1HO2e

−τ2HO∆e
−τ2HO2e

−τ1HO1

)
= ⟨τ0, τ1, τ2|e−∆ℓ̃tot |τ0, τ1, τ2⟩ (45)

Such correlation functions probe the length of the wormhole with m particles in the interior15.

15It would be interesting to find the N = 2 generalization of (42). For m = 0, HL = HR and we get N = 4 Liouville
quantum mechanics [17, 29] with a single bound state (q̂ = 1). For m > 1, we expect that HL and HR would be N = 2
supersymmetric Hamiltonians, so that we still get 4 anti-commuting supercharges in total. For m = 1 we expect a
single bound state satisfying HL = HR = 0. For m ≥ 2, it seems plausible that there are infinitely many bound states,
corresponding to the different primaries one can make by combining two matter particles O1 and O2. The m = 2
generalization would allow us to study the intermediate length ℓ1 between the two matter particles in the interior.
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Figure 12: The bulk Hilbert space with 2 particles in the interior in the chord picture. We can cut
the chord diagram along in the Euclidean past ℓ. This is an “inital state” in the Euclidean past with
n0 = 0, n1 = ℓ/λ, and n2 = 0. The n1 wavefunction can be obtained by summing chord diagrams with
no particles, as in Section 2.2.

4 The bulk-to-boundary map

4.1 A recursive reconstruction of chord states

Besides describing the bulk Hilbert space, we would like to know the bulk-to-boundary holographic
map. Said differently, what boundary states correspond to the bulk states |n⟩ , |nL, nR⟩s, etc.? Let’s
start with the wormhole states |n⟩ with no matter. A guess is simply Hn |Ω⟩ where |Ω⟩ is the
maximally entangled state (the infinite temperature TFD). We are on the right track, but note that
the state Hn |Ω⟩ has non-zero overlaps ⟨m|Hn |Ω⟩ for m < n (and with the same parity as n). To
obtain the states with definite chord number, one should perform the Gram-Schmidt process16 on
the vectors {|Ω⟩ , H |Ω⟩ , H2 |Ω⟩ , · · · } which gives {|0⟩ , |1⟩ , · · · |n⟩}. One can explicitly work this out
for the first few chord states:

|0⟩ = |Ω⟩ , |1⟩ = H̃ |Ω⟩ , |2⟩ = H̃2 |Ω⟩ − ⟨Ω|H̃2|Ω⟩
⟨0|0⟩

|0⟩ , |3⟩ = H̃3 |Ω⟩ − ⟨Ω|H̃4|Ω⟩
⟨1|1⟩

|1⟩ ,

H̃ =
√
λH

(46)

The = sign in the first line of (46) really means “∼= under the bulk-to-boundary map” but we leave
this distinction implicit from now on. In the above, we can take all operators to be acting on the left
side of the 2-sided state |Ω⟩. Using the transfer matrix given in (11), one can compute the overlaps
by diagonalizing T [1]. The energy eigenstates are scattering states with momentum k = θ/λ and
energies given by (20):

⟨Ω| H̃n |Ω⟩ = ⟨0|Tn |0⟩ =
∫ π

0

dθ

2π
(q; q)∞(e±2iθ; q)∞E(θ)n, E(θ) =

2 cos θ√
1− q

(47)

The± symbol in the first line means a product over the different signs, e.g., (e±2iθ; q) = (e2iθ; q)(e−2iθ; q).
Despite the complicated appearance, this integral produces a polynomial in q of order with integer
coefficients17, as expected from the explicit expression for T . For small values of n, one can simply
enumerate the chord diagrams instead of performing this integral. This gives

|0⟩ = |Ω⟩ , |1⟩ = H̃ |Ω⟩ , |2⟩ = H̃2 |Ω⟩ − |Ω⟩ , |3⟩ = H̃3 |Ω⟩ − (2 + q)H̃ |Ω⟩ (48)

16I thank Douglas Stanford for suggesting this and pointing out the connection to Krylov complexity.
17One can check this in Mathematica by Taylor expanding the integrand in q to large order and then performing

the integral (47).
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Using (47), one can also check that the norm of the states (using the boundary expressions) are given
by (15). Thus the bulk-to-boundary map preserves the inner product. Note that this procedure is
similar to the procedure used to define Krylov complexity [30, 31, 32]. One can say that for the case
with no matter in the wormhole, the Krylov complexity agrees with the chord number (or length).

An equivalent way of explaining the above procedure is to examine the form of T in (11). T
can both increase or decrease the chord number. So starting with a state |0⟩ and acting on it
with T, T 2, T 3, · · · , we generate states with increasing chord number. Since we know the explicit
form of T , we can compute explicitly Tn |0⟩ and subtract off appropriate amounts of the states
|n− 2⟩ , |n− 4⟩, etc.

Now let us work out some expressions for the boundary states that are dual to 1-particle states
|nL, nR⟩. For the 1-particle states, we can organize them in a rectangular array |nL, nR⟩:

|0, 0⟩ → |0, 1⟩ → |0, 2⟩ → · · ·
↓ ↓ ↓

|1, 0⟩ → |1, 1⟩ → |1, 2⟩ → · · ·
↓ ↓ ↓

|2, 0⟩ → |2, 1⟩ → |2, 2⟩ → · · ·
↓ ↓ ↓
...

...
...

. . .


(49)

One can define the |nL, nR⟩ inductively by imagining that we already know all the states above it
or to its left. Then by acting with HL we can generate a new state |nL + 1, nR⟩, see equation (25).
HL can also decrease nL or nR by 1, but those states are already known, so we can subtract them
off. (Importantly, the expression for TL in (25) does not contain an α†

R.) Similarly acting with HR

we can generate |nL, nR + 1⟩. Explicitly,

|0, 0⟩ =Ms |Ω⟩ , |1, 0⟩ = H̃Ms |Ω⟩ , |0, 1⟩ =MsH̃ |Ω⟩ ,
|1, 1⟩ = H̃MsH̃ |Ω⟩ − r |0, 0⟩ , |2, 0⟩ = H̃2Ms |Ω⟩ − |0, 0⟩ , |0, 2⟩ =MsH̃

2 |Ω⟩ − |0, 0⟩ ,
|2, 1⟩ = H̃2MsH̃ |Ω⟩ − r(2 + q) |1, 0⟩ − (1 + r2 + r2q) |0, 1⟩
|3, 0⟩ = H̃3Ms |Ω⟩ − (2 + q) |1, 0⟩

(50)

We can also view the above procedure as a Gram-Schmidt-like process. However, since the states
|nL, nR⟩ are not orthogonal to states |n′L, n′R⟩, it is a modified Gram-Schmidt procedure. In particu-
lar, we only enforce that the states |nL, nR⟩ are orthogonal to states |n′L, n′R⟩ where n′L+n′R < nL+nR.
In practice, this makes life a bit easier, because we do not need to worry about how to order states
with the same total chord number. For example, the state |2, 1⟩ in this approach should be orthog-
onalized with respect to |0, 1⟩ and |1, 0⟩ but not |2, 1⟩, see (50).

A convenient way of organizing the computation is to imagine that we have already derived the
boundary expressions for the wormhole states with no matter |n⟩. Then by acting with (Ms)R, we
generate |n, 0⟩. This gives us all the states in the first column of (49). Then by acting with HR, we
generate the next column. Every time we generate a new column, we orthogonalize new states with
respect to states all states above and to the left of it. Once we are a finished generating a column,
again act with HR.

To obtain a general formula for the orthogonalized states, we need to compute overlaps ⟨nL, nR|n′L, n′R⟩.
These overlaps are related to 2-point functions on the disk, which were in turn already obtained by
[1]:

⟨Ω| H̃n1MsH̃
n2Ms |Ω⟩ =

∫ π

0

2∏
j=1

[
dθj
2π

(q; q)
(
e±2iθj ; q

)
E(θj)

nj

] (
r2; q

)(
rei(±θ1±θ2); q

) (51)
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Once again, this complicated expression evaluates to a polynomial in q and r with integer coefficients.
Armed with this expression for the 2-pt function, one can carry out the Gram-Schmidt procedure
explicitly and obtain the bulk-to-boundary map for 1-particle wormhole states. Alternatively, it is
not difficult to compute overlaps for modest nL, nR using the expressions for TL and TR presented
in (25).

We can compute the boundary states corresponding to chord number eigenstates with m > 1
particles in the wormhole |n0, · · · , nm⟩s1,s2,··· ,sm using the same ingredients as the above cases.
We organize such states into multi-dimensional arrays, following (49). We build the states by
induction in m, the number of particles. Imagine that we know the boundary states corresponding
to wormholes with m− 1 particles. Then by acting on a boundary state with (Msm)R, we generate
a wormhole with m particles, where nm = 0. Then we essentially follow the same procedure as
before to build up states with nm > 0, just like how we built the array (49) one column at a time.

A subtlety for m > 1 is that states like H̃ lMsH̃
mMsH̃

n |Ω⟩ can generate chord states with 2
matter particles, but also chord states with 0 matter particles. Therefore, one must orthogonalize
with respect to states with less matter particles. As simple examples,

MsH̃Ms |Ω⟩ = |0, 1, 0⟩+ r |1⟩

H̃MsMsMs |Ω⟩ = |1, 0, 0, 0⟩+ (2 + e−2s2/N ) |1, 0⟩ ,
(52)

In the second example, the factor of e−2s2/N comes from the HM sMsM s |Ω⟩ contraction, see Figure
1.

In summary, we have presented an algorithm for constructing the bulk-to-boundary map that is
exact in the double scaling limit. This map is more than just a glorified version of HKLL [33] since
it works even in the regime where the Schwarzian mode is strongly coupled. We expect the map to
be well-defined even beyond the scrambling time.

4.2 Measuring the chord number

In this section, we explore the issue of measuring the length of the wormhole, or the total chord
number18. We showed in Section 4 that using the explicit bulk-to-boundary map, one can construct
explicitly states of any given chord numbers. Furthermore, states with different total chord numbers
are orthogonal. So we could reconstruct the operator that measures the total chord number via
n =

∑
n |n⟩⟨n|, where |n⟩⟨n| is shorthand for a projector onto the subspace of states with a given total

chord number. Since we can reconstruct each state in the sum, it follows that we can reconstruct n
on the boundary.

While this is formally correct, one might wonder whether there are simpler19 ways to measure
the chord number in the microscopic theory. Note here that we are discussing the double scaled
theory, so we are only looking for quantities that track the chord number for a time that does not
diverge in the double scaled limit. (Any wormhole effects involving the length mode, like those
discussed in [27, 35, 36] are negligible in this regime).

One idea is to simply use the 2-sided operator Ψs
I,LΨ

s
I,R. Setting s = ∆q, such an operator

18For states with matter particles, we could define multiple total chord numbers: the total number of H chords,
total number of Ms1 chords, total number of Ms2 chords, etc. States that differ in any one of these total chord
numbers are orthogonal and the comments in this paragraph apply.

19There may also be more complicated ways of measuring the chord number or the geodesic length, see [34].
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gives20 (
N

s

)−1∑
I

isΨs
I,LΨ

s
I,R = e−2sqn̄/N = e−∆ℓ. (53)

On a state with no matter n̄ is simply the total number of chords. More generally, acting on a
wormhole state with multiple particles,

n̄ |n0, n1, · · · , nm⟩s1,··· ,sm =
1

q
(qn0 + s1 + qn1 + s2 + · · ·+ qnm) |n0, n1, · · · , nm⟩s1,··· ,sm . (54)

We believe λn̄ is the natural generalization of the length ℓ away from the triple scaling limit21. An
interesting feature of the double scaling limit is that there are infinitely many light fields. Therefore,
we can take ∆ to be arbitrarily small. Using this method, we can construct a “length” operator
(1 − Ψs

I,LΨ
s
I,R)/∆ ≈ ℓ. Notice however that this approximation only works when ∆ℓ ≪ 1. By

choosing ∆ ≪ 1 arbitrarily light operators22, we can expand the range in which this operator agrees
with ℓ.

This method is morally similar to measuring the distance by looking at correlation functions of
some field ϕ. The downside of this general approach [12] is that we are restricted to states where
ϕ is in the vacuum. If we start perturbing the field ϕ, our measurements of the length will not be
reliable23. Of course, at large q the situation is more favorable because we have a huge number
of fields that are arbitrarily light. By summing over these fields, we can create a more robust
measurement. In the strict double scaling limit, this measurement becomes perfectly robust if we
are restricted to act with operators in the double scaled algebra (4.3).

Notice that the formula (53) was derived in the limit where ∆ is held finite, e.g., s ∝ q. We
could also wonder whether the formula makes sense when s = 1. This is interesting for two reasons.
The first is that s = 1 is the lightest possible operator, so it seems the most favorable for defining
the length. Second, the s = 1 operator in (53) is the “operator size” in the sense of [37]:

size =
1

2

N∑
α=1

(
1 + iψL

αψ
R
α

)
. (55)

Namely, write any 2-sided state |χ⟩ in the “size basis”:

|χ⟩ =
∑
s

∑
I

cs,IΨ
s
I |Ω⟩ , (56)

where we again use the index I to denote different products of fermions of size s. Here |Ω⟩ denotes
the infinite temperature TFD (a maximally entangled state). The operator defined in (55) acts on
this basis as: (size)Ψs

I |Ω⟩ = sΨs
I |Ω⟩.

In the double scaling limit, the claim is that

n̄ =
1

q
size. (57)

20Unlike measuring the distance using Ms,LMs,R, higher powers of the operator (53) just give e
−k∆ℓ. No other Wick

contractions appear. I thank David Kolchmeyer for discussing this.
21Other options include just nH or the total number of all chords (without weighting by si). These operators would

also agree with ℓ̃ in the triple scaling limit, but based on the form of TL, TR we find these other options implausible.
22Alternatively, we can work at finite ∆ but try to define the logarithm of this 2-sided operator by a “replica” trick,

e.g., by considering powers (Ψs
I,LΨ

s
I,R)

k and then taking k → 1, see Appendix G of [12].
23This idea is familiar in astronomy. If we measure the distance to some astrophysical object by using its electro-

magnetic radiation, we must worry about anything that could distort the light along the way. Using multiple types
of fields (e.g. neutrinos or gravity waves) gives a more robust measurement.

23



A basic property of size is that it has integer eigenvalues in the microscopic theory. Since ℓ = λn̄, if
true, this equation would prove a microscopic explanation for the discreteness of the length! Now,
equation (57) would follow from naively extrapolating (53) to s→ 1 or ∆ → 1/q. But since this is
outside of the regime of validity in which (53) was derived, we need to check this claim by reanalyzing
the chord diagrams. Let us consider for simplicity the thermofield double state |χ⟩ = e−βH/2 |Ω⟩.
We can compute the size of e−βH/2 by expanding in powers of H. Let’s focus on a particular term
in the computation of the average size:

N∑
α=1

tr (HHHHψαHHHHψα)

∝
∑
I,α

tr
(
Ψq

I1
Ψq

I1
Ψq

I2
Ψq

I3
ψαΨ

q
I4
Ψq

I2
Ψq

I4
Ψq

I3
ψα

)
∝

∑
I,α

tr
(
Ψq

I2
Ψq

I3
ψαΨ

q
I2
Ψq

I3
ψα

)
(58)

Here we have drawn in black a possible chord diagram. We have also drawn a red chord that
corresponds to the (nontrivial part of) the size operator. After the disorder average, we obtain the
product of fermions displayed in the second line. Pairs of fermion subsets which correspond to the
chords that do not intersect the red curve do not contribute to the size, since they simplify via
ψ2 = 1. Only the black chords which cross the red chord contributes to the size. Each intersection
gives a factor of q, the size of the subset of fermions. So the net effect of inserting the size operator
is to simply multiply each chord diagram by a factor qn, where n is the number of intersections
between black and red chords (in the example (58), n = 2). Equivalently, we can say that inserting
the size operator acts on the chord diagrams by multiplying |n⟩ → qn |n⟩. Here |n⟩ lives in the
Hilbert space defined by slicing open the chord diagram on the red chord. Please compare the red
chord with the red curves in Figure 2. The endpoints of the particular red curve is determined by
where we choose to insert ψL and ψR.

Actually, there is a small imprecision in the above argument24. In the regime where λ≪ 1, we
can say that the operator Ψq

I2
Ψq

I3
definitively has size 2q. But more generally, the probability that

Ψq
I2
Ψq

I3
has size 2m fermions in common (so that the size is in fact 2q − 2m) is Poisson distributed

P (m) =
1

m!
(λ/2)me−λ/2. (59)

This implies that each chord will contribute to the size by an amount that is somewhat smaller
than q. The distribution (59) has mean λ/2, so this gives a pair of chords actually contributes size
∼ q − λ. In other words, we imagine that the size distribution of a state Hn |Ω⟩ to be peaked near
sizes 0, q, 2q, · · · , 2qn but each peak has a width of order ∼ λ. (The width of each successive peak
grows ∼

(
n
2

)
λ.) Note however, that if we are interested in the chord number n̄, we only care about

size/q. This means that such effects are O(1/q), so we neglect them in the strict double scaling limit.
We should just keep in mind that bulk states with fixed chord numbers are not precisely eigenstates
of the size operator, but their size distributions are smeared by a small amount (compared to q).
Since we checked that the corrections to the entire size distribution are small, this shows that the
equation (57) holds as an operator statement. Generalizing to the case with matter particles does
not require any important modification of the above arguments.

24I am grateful to Douglas Stanford for pointing this out.
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4.3 The double scaled algebra

We can summarize our results in a somewhat more abstract language, which connects to recent
papers discussing the emergence of the algebra of bulk fields from the boundary at infinite N , see
[8, 9, 10]. In our context, we can define the Hilbert space of double scaled SYK to be

H = lim
N, q→∞
λ fixed

HSYK

= span
{
Hn |Ω⟩ , Hn0Ms1H

n1 |Ω⟩ , Hn0Ms1H
n1Ms2H

n2 |Ω⟩ , · · ·
} (60)

One can define an algebra of observables Â that is generated by the Hamiltonian and the matter
operators {H,Ms,Ms′ , · · · }. The algebra consists of superpositions of “words” of these operators
(products of H and M in arbitrary orders) such as Hn0Ms1H

n1Ms2H
n2 . In (60), si ∈ {s, s′, · · · },

e.g., we can put any matter operator that we like. These operators act on (say the left side of) the
infinite temperature TFD state |Ω⟩, which formally has an infinite entropy Smax = N log 2 → ∞ in
the double scaled limit. Although the entropy is infinite, it is sensible to discuss the entropy deficit
Smax − S ∝ 1/λ, which is finite.25

These states are dual to chord states with some number of particles. More formally, we may
define a bulk Hilbert space

Hbulk = span
{
|n0⟩ , |n0, n1⟩s1 , |n0, n1, n2⟩s1,s2 , · · ·

}
(61)

The bulk-to-boundary map defined in Section 4 defines an isomorphism between H and Hbulk.
Therefore, we can also say that Â acts on Hbulk by intertwining with the bulk-to-boundary map.

Since H contains a maximally entangled state with infinite entropy |Ω⟩, as well as states with
smaller (but still infinite) entropies, we expect that the algebra defined above to be of Type II1.
(See [11] for a review of Type II1 algebras. In the context of q-deformed von Neumann algebras,
see [38, 39, 40].) A Type II1 algebra is equipped with a trace, which we define via

tr a = ⟨Ω|a|Ω⟩ , a ∈ Â. (62)

The fact that the algebra is Type II1 implies that unentangled states (one-sided black holes) are not
contained in the double scaled Hilbert space defined above26, and that in this limit H ̸= HL ⊗HR.

We can contrast this double scaled algebra to the large N algebra discussed in [8, 9, 10]. The
analog of the single trace operators in double scaled SYK is the set of operators {Ms,Ms′ , · · · }.
However, a key difference is that the double scaled algebra contains the Hamiltonian. In N = 4
SYM, the Hamiltonian scales with N2, and therefore is formally infinite and not part of the single
trace algebra. In contrast, the Hamiltonian in double scaled SYK scales ∼ N/q2 ∼ 1/λ which is
finite in the double scaled limit. Note the importance of the second large parameter q which absorbs
the large N infinity. This would not be the case for finite q SYK: a straightforward application of the
constructions of [8, 9, 10] to finite q SYK at finite temperature would not include the Hamiltonian
in the large N algebra and would give a type III algebra [8, 9] or a Type II∞ algebra [10].

Since H is part of the algebra, the thermofield double at any temperature/Lorentzian time
e−(β/2+iT )H |Ω⟩ is included in H, so long as β, T are finite in the double scaling limit. The fact that

25In the classical approximation, the low temperature entropy is S0 which differs from Smax by ∼ 1/λ. So we could
equivalently discuss the entropy above extremality S−S0. Note that when quantum corrections are included, the low
temperature entropy has logarithmic corrections ∼ log T that make Smax − S or S − S0 arbitrarily negative. This is
just a reflection of the edge of the spectrum ρ ∼

√
E − E0. Thus in the double scaling limit, the entropy is bounded

above S − Smax ≤ 0 but not bounded below.
26It would be interesting to try to define an algebra using the Kourkoulou-Maldacena states [24] instead of |Ω⟩.
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we can discuss both the energy and the entropy above extremality is intimately related to the fact
that in this limit, dynamical quantum gravity is still “turned on,” albeit in a rather simple form
(the Schwarzian mode and its q-deformation). Note also that for finite λ our bulk Hilbert space
does not have field-theory divergences due to the lattice regulator that arises from the quantization
of the chord number.

In the strict double scaling limit, the rules for computing the trace (62) are entirely defined by the
combinatorics of chord diagrams. In other words, we can completely forget about the microscopic
definition of H and Ms in terms of Majorana fermions and random couplings and view the chord
diagrams as providing an abstract definition for Â and H.

4.3.1 The two-sided gravitational subalgebra

In addition to the matter operators and the Hamiltonian, we may enrich the double scaled algebra
Â ⊂ A to include the normalized size/chord number operator n̄ defined in (54). This two-sided
operator is well-defined in the double scaling limit. The full double scaled algebraA then is generated
by products of operators

{n̄,HL, HR, (Ms)L, (Ms)R, (Ms′)L, · · · } (63)

Since n̄ is a two-sided operator, we should distinguish between operators acting on the left and
right, a difference which we glossed over in writing (60) since |Ω⟩ is a maximally entangled state.

By considering all possible products of just n̄,HL, and HR, we can generate a closed subalgebra
G ⊂ A. It would be interesting to characterize this subalgebra G. In the triple-scaling limit, the
results of Section 3.2 show that G is precisely the gravitational algebra of JT gravity, including an
SL(2,R) algebra, where the renormalized length ℓ̃ = λn̄ + 2 log λ. We checked the gravitational
algebra (32) for states of arbitrary numbers of matter particles, which span the entire Hilbert
space (60). Therefore (32) must hold as an operator statement on G. Presumably away from
the triple-scaling limit, the gravitational algebra is q-deformed, and correspondingly the physical
SL(2,R) algebra becomes an SL(2,R)q algebra27. The existence of a physical SL(2,R) subalgebra
is a smoking gun signature of an emergent AdS2 geometry, so understanding this q-deformation is
important for understanding the bulk dual away from the double scaling limit. We will report on
this in a future paper.

Note that in [8, 9] the near horizon symmetries of the black hole background were given an
algebraic construction using the half-sided modular inclusion. Here also we have constructed the
near horizon symmetries; it would be nice to relate these constructions.

5 Discussion

We conclude with some further comments and future directions.

1. Tensor networks: the chord diagram is the more precise version of the idea that there is some
sort of tensor network in the bulk. In AdS2/CFT1, 2-sided states should be described by a 1D
tensor network. A 1D tensor network is just a product of matrices that represents the 2-sided
state. Here one can say that the chord diagram is also a graphical representation of a product
of matrices, with the number of chords recording the length of the product. The “dangling
legs” of the tensor network are simply the choices of what particle type to insert. Note here
that our formulas give rules for “updating” the tensor network after time evolution.

27As evidence of this, note that the T in (11) has the form of a q-deformed Liouville Hamiltonian [41].
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1a. Along these lines, tensor networks are meant to be a toy model of the bulk-to-boundary
map that illustrate certain information theoretic properties. But now that we have concrete
formulas for the bulk-to-boundary map, it would be nice to directly characterize its error-
correcting properties [42, 43].

2. The chord diagrams in the JT limit seem to prefer geodesic slices of the bulk. How do we
describe other bulk slices within the same Wheeler de Witt patch?

3. Entropy: the dilaton is not manifest in our discussion of the chord diagrams. How does it
emerge from the chords? A related question is whether there is a QES/JLMS formula that
directly involves the chord diagrams.

4. Wormholes: In the N → ∞ limit, wormhole effects are negligible. Nevertheless, in [44] the
authors computed q-deformed correlators of probe fields on JT wormholes; it would be nice
to reproduce them using the chord combinatorics.

5. SYK variants: It would be interesting to study various generalizations of the double scaled
SYK model, especially the N = 2 version [16]. Presumably the ground state sector of the
N = 2 model would lead to a Type II1 subalgebra of the full double scaled Type II1 algebra
A. This might shed light on the emergence of bulk time [17, 29].

6. Cosmology: Understanding the emergence of the bulk Hilbert space in cosmology is an out-
standing problem. It was conjectured in [45, 46] that double scaled SYK has a de Sitter
interpretation28. Our results show that the double scaled model has a Type II1 algebra, in
line with de Sitter expectations [11, 47]. On the other hand, the chord picture does not
obviously resemble a de Sitter geometry. This should be explored.
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A Classical limit

Here we consider the classical limit of the Hamiltonian given in (19). This is a limit where λk is
held fixed, but λ→ 0 (equivalently q → 1). This gives:

H ≈ 2

λ

√
1− e−ℓ cos(λk). (64)

This Hamiltonian was derived in [48] by analyzing the classical equations of motion in the large q
SYK model. In their analysis ℓ is propertional to g, which determines the two point function in
SYK G ∝ eg/q. Here we see that the appropriate quantum generalization is (19). Actually, [48]

28According to [45], we should see the de Sitter picture emerge at times of order q where an extrapolation of the
chord results has not been justified.
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derived (64) up to a factor of 2q2/N which is classically ambiguous. (Hamilton’s equations for
H = 1/aK(ap)V (ℓ) give ℓ̇ = k′(ap)V (ℓ), aṗ = −k(ap)V ′(ℓ). By redefining p̃ = ap we get the same
equations of motion as for a = 1.) The quantum generalization sets the period of the cosine, which
in turn tells us about the discreteness of the ℓ variable.

A peculiarity of this Hamiltonian is that despite the complicated-looking form, the equations of
motion are still Liouville-like. Applying Hamilton’s equations,

ℓ̈ = ∂ℓ∂kH∂kH − ∂2kH∂ℓH = 2e−ℓ. (65)

This agrees with the fact that at finite energies, the 2-pt function in large q SYK satisfies a
Schwinger-Dyson equation that has the Liouville form [3].

B Derivation of the quantum gravitational algebra

In this appendix we derive the gravitational algebra of Harlow and Wu [13] using the particle-
in-a-group formalism [49, 50]. The advantage of this derivation is that it holds in the quantum
Schwarzian regime with arbitrary quantum matter in the bulk.

We will use the conventions of [17] and set C = 1/2, see Section 4.1 of [17] for a review. The basic
idea is that one views the boundary particle as a particle on the group coset SL(2,R)/U(1), which
is AdS2. The propagator on this coset defines the action of e−βH , or equivalently the two-sided
thermofield double. If we write g = e−xL−eρL0eγL+ the Casimir is given by

C = −L2
0 +

1

2
(L+L− + L−L+) = ∂2ρ + ∂ρ + e−ρ∂x∂γ . (66)

We consider two Schwarzian particles representing the two sides of the wormhole, doubling the
number of coordinates. To account for the U(1) quotient, we gauge the U(1) generator by setting
∂γ1 = +1 and ∂γ2 = −1. Hence we have the expressions

HL = −C1 −
1

4
= −∂2ρ1 − ∂ρ1 − e−ρ1∂x1 −

1

4

HR = −C2 −
1

4
= −∂2ρ2 − ∂ρ2 + e−ρ2∂x2 −

1

4

(67)

The renormalized length between the two points is

ℓ̃ = ρ1 + ρ2 + 2 log(x1 − x2) (68)

Furthermore, we can define

−2ikL = [HL, ℓ̃] = 1 +
2e−ρ1

x1 − x2
+ 2∂ρ1

−2ikR = [HR, ℓ̃] = 1 +
2e−ρ2

x1 − x2
+ 2∂ρ2 .

(69)

With these definitions, one can check (32) with C = 1/2. Notice that in this derivation, we did not
use the gauge constraint on (Lm)1 + (Lm)2. Hence the derivation holds for an arbitrary amount of
matter.

As an aside, this method should allow us to derive the gravitational algebra in cases with more
supersymmetry, where the JT action is cumbersome.
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