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Abstract

We study the genus expansion on compact Riemann surfaces of the gravitational path inte-

gral Z(m)
grav in two spacetime dimensions with cosmological constant Λ > 0 coupled to one of

the non-unitary minimal modelsM2m−1,2. In the semiclassical limit, corresponding to large m,

Z(m)
grav admits a Euclidean saddle for genus h ≥ 2. Upon fixing the area of the metric, the path

integral admits a round two-sphere saddle for h = 0. We show that the OPE coefficients for
the minimal weight operators of M2m−1,2 grow exponentially in m at large m. Employing the
sewing formula, we use these OPE coefficients to obtain the large m limit of the partition func-
tion ofM2m−1,2 for genus h ≥ 2. Combining these results we arrive at a semiclassical expression

for Z(m)
grav. Conjecturally, Z(m)

grav admits a completion in terms of an integral over large random
Hermitian matrices, known as a multicritical matrix integral. This matrix integral is built from
an even polynomial potential of order 2m. We obtain explicit expressions for the large m genus
expansion of multicritical matrix integrals in the double scaling limit. We compute invariant
quantities involving contributions at different genera, both from a matrix as well as a gravity
perspective, and establish a link between the two pictures. Inspired by the proposal of Gibbons
and Hawking relating the de Sitter entropy to a gravitational path integral, our setup paves a
possible path toward a microscopic picture of a two-dimensional de Sitter universe.
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1 Introduction

In [1, 2] Gibbons and Hawking postulate that the entropy SdS of the cosmological event horizon of

a de Sitter universe is macroscopically defined by the Euclidean path integral

eSdS =
∑
M

∫
[Dg]e−SE [Λ,gij ;M]Zmatter[gij ;M] . (1.1)

Here SE [Λ, gij ;M] denotes the Euclidean gravitational action in (d+ 1) spacetime dimensions with

d ≥ 2 and positive cosmological constant Λ > 0. The sum is over compact manifolds M. The

dominant saddle of (1.1) is the round (d + 1)-sphere, i.e. Euclidean (d + 1)-dimensional de Sitter

space. Matter fields contribute through the matter partition function Zmatter[gij ;M]. Expression

(1.1) can be viewed as a cosmological version of Euclidean black hole thermodynamics. The absence

of an energy term on the left hand side of (1.1) is due to the compactness of the Cauchy surfaces

in a de Sitter spacetime. A recent and detailed exploration of (1.1) is found in [3–8]. Foregoing

(at least for now) phenomenologically motivated models, and guided by the necessity for a toy
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model of a quantum de Sitter spacetime in any dimension, this paper explores the details of the

Gibbons-Hawking path integral (1.1) extended to the case of two spacetime dimensions [9–11].

An important motivation for focusing on two dimensions is the conjectural completion of (1.1) in

terms of an integral over large random Hermitian matrices. The class of matrix integrals M(m)
N (α)

we focus on are known as multicritical matrix integrals. These are matrix integrals built out of a

Hermitian N ×N matrix organised in an even polynomial potential of order 2m with (m− 1) real

valued couplings α ∈ Rm−1. In the limit where N tends to infinity, while simultaneously tuning

the couplings to the multicritical point α
(m)
c (the double scaling limit) [12–14], multicritical matrix

integrals are conjectured [15–17] to be dual to two-dimensional quantum gravity coupled to the

M2m−1,2 series of non-unitary minimal models1

− lim
d.sc.

logM(m)
N (α) = N ×Z(m)

grav[Λ, ϑ] . (1.2)

Here N denotes a normalisation constant and the gravitational path integral (1.1) in two dimensions

is given by

Z(m)
grav[Λ, ϑ] ≡

∞∑
h=0

eϑχh
∫

[Dg]e
−Λ

∫
Σh

d2x
√
g
Z

(m)
CFT[gij ; Σh] , (1.3)

where χh = 2 − 2h is the Euler characteristic of a compact Riemann surface Σh of genus h, while

Λ couples the identity operator of the minimal model to gravity. The remaining (m − 2) Virasoro

primaries of M2m−1,2 are switched off in (1.3). There exists a concrete dictionary [10] between the

(m− 1) primaries of M2m−1,2 and the (m− 1) couplings α of M(m)
N (α).

In general, the fluctuations of the metric field in the gravitational path integral (1.3) are unsup-

pressed. On a genus zero surface we can tame these fluctuations by fixing the area of the physical

metric. In the large m limit, corresponding to a large and negative matter central charge, the

gravitational path integral exhibits a semiclassical round two-sphere saddle [22]. Higher topologies

are suppressed for large ϑ. For h ≥ 2 the gravitational path integral (1.3) admits a semiclassical

large m saddle without any fixed area constraint [23].

Granting the conjecture of [15–17], the matrix integral M(m)
N (α) yields a microscopic realisa-

tion of the Gibbons-Hawking path integral in two spacetime dimensions. Interestingly, from the

perspective of the planar expansion of the matrix integral the inclusion of non-spherical compact

topologies in Z(m)
grav[Λ, ϑ] is not optional but necessary. (In (d + 1)-dimensions with d ≥ 3, there

exists circumstantial evidence [24] that at least the S2 × Sd−1 Nariai instanton should be included

in the Gibbons-Hawking path integral.) Further to this, non-perturbative effects [25–28] necessitate

contributions of order eϑχh,b with χh,b = 2− 2h− b, which can be achieved through the inclusion of

manifolds Σh,b with b boundaries. Perhaps such effects modify the original boundary conditions of

the Gibbons-Hawking path integral (1.1).

1Other contexts where a continuum field theoretic path integral localises to a matrix integral include supersym-
metric localisation [18], Chern-Simons theory [19, 20], and the thermal path integral of certain fermionic quantum
mechanical matrix models [21]. In all these cases, the matrix integral is associated to theories with an underlying
Hilbert space.
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Outline & results

In the following sections we explore the relation (1.2) in the semiclassical, large m, limit for genus

h ≥ 0. We collect technical details in the various appendices.

In section 2 we review the main properties of large m multicritical matrix integrals M(m)
N (α) and

study the large m behaviour of the genus expansion of logM(m)
N (α) as we approach the multicrit-

ical point α
(m)
c from different directions. In particular we identify the path corresponding to the

cosmological constant Λ, which couples the identity operator of M2m−1,2 to gravity. The resulting

expression for the genus h contribution along the identity path is (2.14).

In section 3 we review the non-unitary minimal models M2m−1,2, and discuss the scaling of their

OPE coefficients in the large m (or equivalently large negative central charge) limit for different

choices of primary operators. The dominant OPE coefficients, which grow exponentially in m, stem

from three primary operators whose conformal dimension is of order m. The resulting expression

is given in (3.12). The OPE coefficients are the building blocks of the sewing formula, which we

use in section 3.2 to obtain large m expressions (3.18) for the genus h ≥ 2 partition functions of

M2m−1,2. The two-sphere partition function of minimal models is more subtle. We investigate it

using the Coulomb gas formalism in section 3.3.

In (1.3) only the identity operator ofM2m−1,2 is coupled to gravity. As such, up to an integral over

the moduli of the Riemann surface Σh, we can treat the matter, gravity and ghost contributions in

(1.3) independently. The ghost partition function, discussed in section 4.3, arises upon restricting

to Weyl gauge. In this gauge the gravitational path integral (1.3) reduces to that of Liouville theory.

We review the large m limit of the sphere and torus partition function of Liouville theory in section

4.1. In section 4.2 we study the large m limit of Liouville theory on Riemann surfaces of genus

h ≥ 2, resulting in the expression (4.16). Section 4.4 is devoted to a comparison of normalisation

independent ratios (4.32) stemming from the planar genus expansion of limd.sc. logM(m)
N (α) and

the genus expansion of Z(m)
grav[Λ, ϑ].

In section 5 we end with a discussion on the relation of our results to the theory of a two-dimensional

de Sitter universe. We provide hints for an entropic interpretation of Z(m)
grav[Λ, ϑ] and speculate on

a Lorentzian interpretation of the fixed area constraint as an averaging over a complexified cosmo-

logical constant.
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2 Multicritical matrix integrals at large m

In this section, we discuss some results for multicritical matrix integrals [15–17] at large m. As

reviewed and explored in [10], these are given by integrals over an N ×N Hermitian matrix M

M(m)
N (α) =

∫
RN2

[dM ]e−NtrVm(M,α) , m = 2, 3, . . . , (2.1)

where Vm(M,α) is the matrix polynomial

Vm(M,α) =

m∑
n=1

1

2n
αnM

2n , α1 = 1 , (2.2)

and α = (α2, α3, . . . , αm) is a set of (m− 1) real valued coupling constants that are tuned to reside

near the multicritical point denoted by α
(m)
c . Explicitly,

α(m)
n,c ≡ (−1)n+1

(
m

n

)
2n

(4m)n
B(n, 1/2) , n = 2, 3, . . . ,m , (2.3)

where B(x, y) denotes the beta function. The ’t Hooft genus expansion takes the following form

F (m)(α) ≡ − lim
N→∞

log
M(m)

N (α)

M(m)
N (0)

=
∞∑
h=0

N2−2hF (m)
h (α) , (2.4)

with h denoting the genus.

2.1 The string equation for multiple paths

Approaching α
(m)
c from some point in coupling space must be defined with care [10], as the non-

analytic behaviour of F (m)
h (α) depends on the path. One possible set of paths leading to (m − 1)

distinct potentials in (2.2) and consequently (m − 1) distinct non-analytic behaviours of F (m)
h (α),

can be parameterised as follows

γ(m)
s (t) =

(
1, α

(m)
2,c t

s2 , α
(m)
3,c t

s3 , . . . , α(m)
m,c t

sm
)
, t ∈ [0, 1] . (2.5)

The general procedure to determine the sn is explained in [10], and some details are provided in

appendix A. The multicritical point lies at t = 1, and the non-analytic behaviour emerges as we

approach t = 1−. Of the paths γ
(m)
s , we will focus on the one with sn = n(n− 1)/(m(m− 1)) which

we refer to as the identity path

γ
(m)
id (t) =



α
(m)
2,c t

2
m

1
m−1

...

α
(m)
n,c t

n
m

n−1
m−1

...

α
(m)
m,ct


. (2.6)
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As shown in appendix A, in the planar limit, and taking t = 1 − ε with ε � 1, the identity path

leads to the non-analytic behaviour

F (m)
0 (ε) =

4

(2m− 3)(2m− 1)(2m+ 1)
εm+ 1

2 . (2.7)

In section 4 we show that from a continuum perspective the identity path γ
(m)
id (t) corresponds to

coupling the identity operator of the minimal model M2m−1,2 to gravity, i.e. that ε is proportional

to the cosmological constant Λ.

Our goal at this stage is to evaluate the large m behaviour of M(m)
N (α) along γ

(m)
id (t). In

particular, we will assess the large m behaviour of the F (m)
h (α) in the expansion (2.4) for general

genus h ≥ 0. There are various methods to do so. Our approach follows that of [29–31] which

computes the F (m)
h (α) using what is known as the string equation [12–14]. In this approach, which

can be derived starting from the orthogonal polynomial solution to the matrix integral as we review

in appendix B, one expresses the F (m)
h in terms of a general order m polynomial

Pm(u) = um − ε um−2 − tm−3u
m−3 − . . .− z , (2.8)

where the tn correspond to turning on the specific combination of couplings (parametrically close to

α
(m)
c ) leading to one of the (m− 1) types of non-analytic behaviours of F (m)

h [10]. For the identity

path, we set z = t1 = . . . = tm−3 = 0. In particular, following and extending [29–31] to F (m)
h=4(ε), we

find

F (m)
0 (ε) =

1

2

∫ u∗

duPm(u)2 ≈ 1

2
m−3εm+ 1

2 +O(m−2) , (2.9)

F (m)
1 (ε) =

1

12
log ∂uPm(u∗) =

(m− 1)

24
log ε , (2.10)

F (m)
2 (ε) =

1

1440
∂u

(
7
∂2
uPm(u∗)2

∂uPm(u∗)4
− 5

∂3
uPm(u∗)

∂uPm(u∗)3

)
≈ − 7

576
m3ε−(m+ 1

2) +O(m2) . (2.11)

For F (m)
3 (ε), we have a slightly lengthier (but no less interesting!) expression

F (m)
3 (ε) = − 245

2592

∂2
uPm(u∗)6

∂uPm(u∗)10
+

193

864

∂2
uPm(u∗)4∂3

uPm(u∗)

∂uPm(u∗)9

− 1

1728

∂2
uPm(u∗)2

∂uPm(u∗)8

(
205∂3

uPm(u∗)2 + 106∂2
uPm(u∗)∂4

uPm(u∗)
)

+
1

288

1

∂uPm(u∗)7

(
583

252
∂3
uPm(u∗)3 +

1121

105
∂2
uPm(u∗)∂3

uPm(u∗)∂4
uPm(u∗) +

17

5
∂2
uPm(u∗)2∂5

uPm(u∗)

)
− 1

∂uPm(u∗)6

(
607

362880
∂4
uPm(u∗)2 +

503

181440
∂3
uPm(u∗)∂5

uPm(u∗) +
77

51840
∂2
uPm(u∗)∂6

uPm(u∗)

)
+

∂7
uP(u∗)

10368∂uP(u∗)5
≈ − 1531

80640
m6ε−2(m+ 1

2) +O(m5) , (2.12)
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with Pm(u∗) = 0. We choose the positive root u∗ =
√
ε. Details and explicit expressions for

F (m)
4 (ε) ≈ − 19016069

174182400
m9ε−3(m+ 1

2) +O(m8) (2.13)

can be found in appendix B. From the above expressions it is natural to conjecture the general large

m dependence to be

F (m)
h (ε) ≈ fhm3(h−1)ε−(h−1)(m+ 1

2) + . . . , h 6= 1 (2.14)

with fh independent of m. For genus h = 1 we obtain (2.10) which exhibits a logarithmic non-

analyticity in ε with a coefficient growing linearly in m.2

Finally, we note that setting ε = tm−3 = . . . = t1 = 0 while keeping z non-vanishing, the expres-

sions (2.9)-(2.13) yield the free energy along the ‘minimal’ path corresponding to sn = (n − 1) in

(2.5), and we recover the expressions presented in the appendix of [13]. From a continuum perspec-

tive the minimal path corresponds to turning on a coupling for the operator of lowest conformal

dimension in M2m−1,2. For the minimal path we observe the leading large m non-analyticity

F (m)
0 (z) ≈ f̃0 z

2+ 1
m , F (m)

h (z) ≈ f̃hmh−1z−(h−1)(2+ 1
m) + . . . , h ≥ 2 , (2.15)

with f̃0 and f̃h independent of m. For genus h = 1 we obtain a logarithmic non-analyticity in z,

whose coefficient is of order one [30]. The other paths interpolate between the large m scalings of

the identity (2.14) and the minimal (2.15) path respectively.

2.2 Other quantities at large m

To conclude this section we mention the large m limit of two other important quantities of the

multicritical matrix integral M(m)
N (α). In the large m limit and upon tuning the couplings to the

multicritical point (2.3) the polynomial (2.2) reduces to [33]

lim
m→∞

Vm

(
λ,α(m)

c

)
=

1

2
λ2

2F2

(
1, 1;

3

2
, 2;−λ

2

4

)
. (2.16)

The large m limit of the extremum of the eigenvalue density ρ
(m)
ext (λ,α) at the multicritical point

(see appendix A) is given by

lim
m→∞

ρ
(m)
ext

(
λ,α(m)

c

)
=

1

2
√
π
e−λ

2/4 , λ ∈ R . (2.17)

In contrast to the Wigner semicircle distribution, ρ
(∞)
ext (λ,α

(m)
c ) takes values all the way to infinity

and being a pure Gaussian is infinitely differentiable (see also [34]).

It is also of interest to consider the large m limit of the expectation value of the macroscopic

loop operator W
(m)
` ≡ Tre−`M , which is associated to the manifolds with boundaries in the planar

2A different approach to calculate the F (m)
h (ε) follows the tools of topological recursion, see e.g. [32].
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expansion. To leading order in the planar expansion, one finds the large m expansion

lim
m→∞

〈
W

(m)
`

(
α(m)
c

)〉
= e`

2
. (2.18)

The resolvent can be obtained from W
(m)
` by a Laplace transform.

***

We thus see that the family of matrix integralsM(m)
N (α) in the planar limit permits a rich large m

expansion. From a diagrammatic perspective [10], this data characterises the behaviour of multi-

vertex planar diagrams decorated with vertices emanating an arbitrary numbers of edges. Given

this large m expansion, it is interesting to note that we can extract various ‘pure’ functions of m

from F (m)(α) in (2.4) that are independent of ε and N . For instance, near the end point of the

identity path

F (m)
0 (ε)×F (m)

2 (ε) =
1

1440

(12− 142m+ 201m2 − 70m3)

(2m− 3)(2m− 1)(2m+ 1)
≈ − 7

1152
+

1

120

1

m
− 31

23040

1

m2
+ . . . ,(

F (m)
0 (ε)

)2
×F (m)

3 (ε) ≈ − 1531

322560
+

7933

967680

1

m
− 9493

2903040

1

m2
+ . . . ,

F (m)
3 (ε)(
F (m)

2 (ε)
)2 ≈ −

220464

1715
− 7837104

60025

1

m
− 310874008

2100875

1

m2
+ . . . ,

F (m)
4 (ε)

F (m)
2 (ε)×F (m)

3 (ε)
≈ −76064276

160755
− 12247926130684

25842170025

1

m
− 243356317673253649

461584226929875

1

m2
+ . . . .

(2.19)

One can also compute quantities that are insensitive to the overall normalisation of F (m). For

instance

F (m)
0 (ε)×

(
F (m)

3 (ε)
)2

(
F (m)

2 (ε)
)3 ≈ −42191298

420175
− 974469252

14706125

1

m
− 79528573029

1029428750

1

m2
+ . . . . (2.20)

Recalling the conjectural relation [15,16] between multicritical matrix integrals and two-dimensional

quantum gravity coupled to non-unitary minimal model M2m−1,2, it is natural to ask about anal-

ogous large m limits, and pure functions of m, in the continuum picture.

3 M2m−1,2 minimal models at large m

In this section, we discuss some results for the M2m−1,2 family of minimal models at large m.

It is worth recalling [35] that these minimal models have (m − 1) Virasoro primaries, O1,s with
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s = 1, 2, . . . ,m− 1, whose holomorphic weights are given by

∆1,s =
(2m− 1− 2s)2 − (2m− 3)2

8(2m− 1)
, (3.1)

and whose central charge is

cm = 1− 3(3− 2m)2

2m− 1
≈ −6m+ 16 + . . . . (3.2)

We note that conformal dimensions (3.1) are non-positive, and cm < 0, reflecting the non-unitary

nature of M2m−1,2 on a rigid background. The identity operator O1,1 has the highest conformal

dimension. The operator of minimal weight is O1,m−1 with

∆1,m−1 =
(m− 1)(m− 2)

2(1− 2m)
≈ −m

4
+

5

8
+ . . . . (3.3)

For large m, we note that ∆1,m−1 ≈ 24cm. The remaining ingredient defining the models are

the OPE coefficients. These were first computed by Dotsenko and Fateev using the Coulomb Gas

method [36–38]. For the M2m−1,2 minimal models they read

Cs3s1,s2 ≡
(
as1as2
as3

) 1
2

×Ds3
s1,s2 , (3.4)

where

Ds3
s1,s2 ≡

k−1∏
i=1

γ(ρi)

γ (ρ(s1 − i)) γ (ρ(s2 − i)) γ (2− ρ(s3 + i))
, as ≡

s−1∏
i=1

γ (ρi)

γ (−1 + ρ(1 + i))
, (3.5)

and

k ≡ 1

2
(s1 + s2 − s3 + 1) , ρ ≡ 2

2m− 1
, γ(z) ≡ Γ(z)

Γ(1− z)
. (3.6)

In order to select the relevant indices, we must recall the fusion rules of M2m−1,2 which read

O1,s1 ×O1,s2 =

min(s1+s2−1,4m−3−s1−s2)∑
s3=1+|s1−s2| mod 2

O1,s3 . (3.7)

Whereas (3.4) yields a non-vanishing result for general values of s1, s2 and s3, one should only

consider those values of s1, s2 and s3 in (3.4) following from the fusion rules (3.7). We note that

only the cases where either all of the si are odd or if up to permutations they are of the form

even-even-odd does the OPE coefficient reflect a physical three-point function in M2m−1,2. It is

also worth recalling the operator relation O1,s = O1,2m−1−s.

We normalise all operators such that their two-point function has unit coefficient. In this

normalisation, some of the Cs3s1,s2 are imaginary, indicating the non-unitarity of theM2m−1,2 models.

As an example, we can compute the OPE coefficient C3
2,2 of the only non-trivial operator for the
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M5,2 Lee-Yang model [39] which reads C3
2,2 = 1.911... × i and is pure imaginary. For the minimal

model M7,2 we find both purely imaginary as well as purely real OPE coefficients. As an example

we find C3
3,3 = 6.019... and C5

3,3 = 4.592...× i. As a final remark we note that from the expression

(3.4) it is immediate that the reality properties are tied to the sign of as, for which we find

as ∼ (−1)s+1 , s ≤ m− 1 , as ∼ (−1)s , s ≥ m . (3.8)

3.1 OPE coefficients at large m

In this section we discuss the large m behaviour of the OPE coefficients (3.4) for the non-unitary

minimal models M2m−1,2. An analysis of the asymptotic behaviour of the OPE coefficients for

unitary compact two-dimensional conformal field theories has been performed in [40,41].

To keep the presentation simple, we will discuss here some simple cases while discussing the

more general and richer situation in appendix C.

Three minimal operators O1,m−1. We begin by recalling the fusion rule

O1,m−1 ×O1,m−1 =
m−2∑
l=0

O1,2l+1 = O1,1 +O1,3 + . . .+O1,2m−3 , (3.9)

and the relation O1,s = O1,2m−1−s, which implies O1,m−1 = O1,m. These are the operators of lowest

conformal dimension in M2m−1,2 with conformal dimension (3.3). For even values of m, the fusion

rule of O1,m−1 with itself contains O1,m−1. For odd values of m, it contains O1,m. Thus, for even

values of m we are interested in the OPE coefficient Cm−1
m−1,m−1 while for odd values of m we are

interested in the OPE coefficient Cmm−1,m−1. For the sake of simplicity we focus on the case where

m is even, i.e. Cm−1
m−1,m−1. Explicitly [38,42],

Cm−1
m−1,m−1 =

m−2∏
k=1

γ
(

2k
2m−1

) 1
2

γ
(
−1 + 2(k+1)

2m−1

) 1
2

×

m−2
2∏

k=1

γ
(

2k
2m−1

)
γ (ρ(m− 1− k))2 γ (2− ρ(m− 1 + k))

. (3.10)

We would like to estimate the above expression in the large m limit. To do so, we consider the

logarithm of Cm−1
m−1,m−1 and approximate the resulting sum using the Euler-Maclaurin approximation

[43]. Keeping the two leading terms of the Euler-Maclaurin approximation, we arrive at the large

m expression

lim
m→∞

Cm−1
m−1,m−1 ≈ v

1
1,1m

−3/2 eνm , ν ≡ 12 logA− 1− 1

3
log 2 > 0 , (3.11)

where A = 1.28 . . . is the Glaisher constant and v1
1,1 is independent of m. To verify the above,

we must assess the size of the errors in the Euler-Maclaurin formula. Fortunately, these are well

understood and yield terms which are all subleading at large m. More generally, as shown in

appendix C, given three near minimal weight operators of the type O1,m−r with r independent of

9



m we have

lim
m→∞

Cm−r3m−r1,m−r2 ≈ v
r3
r1,r2 m

−3/2 eνm . (3.12)

Interestingly, the r dependence only appears at the level of the m independent pre-factor, which

is either pure real or pure imaginary. Recalling (3.3) and (3.2) we observe that the conformal

dimensions of the O1,m−r with r ∼ O(1) scale like cm at large m. In other words, (3.12) describes

the behaviour of the OPE coefficients for three primary operators of M2m−1,2 in the limit of large

and negative cm with ∆1,m−ri/cm ∼ O(1).

Some insight into the specific form of (3.11) comes from considering the large m limit of the OPE

coefficient of a composite operator φm in a generalised free field theory (see for example [44]). The

structure of the OPE coefficient at large m in the generalised free theory takes the form ∼ mβeνm

but with different values of β and ν than those in (3.11). In this case, the exponential growth stems

from a combinatorial factor.3

Three light operators O1,3. We now consider the large m limit for the OPE coefficient C3
33 of

the three light operators O1,3. In this case we have

C3
3,3 = 2−

5
2
− 8

2m−1 × (2m− 5)
γ
(

1
2 −

2
2m−1

)
γ
(

3
2 −

4
2m−1

) γ
(

2− 6
2m−1

) 1
2

(2m+ 1)
1
2

Γ
(

2
2m−1

) 1
2

(
−Γ
(
−1− 2

2m−1

)) 1
2

. (3.13)

At large m we have that

C3
3,3 = −

√
3− 3

√
3

m
− 31

√
3

2m2
+

3
√

3(32ζ(3)− 105)

4m3
+

27
√

3(32ζ(3)− 117)

8m4
+ . . . . (3.14)

We note that the above expression is independent of m at large m. Similarly, we find that Cr3r1,r2 ∼
O(1) if r1, r2 and r3 do not scale with m in the large m limit.

Two minimal and one light operator. Finally we consider the large m limit of two near minimal

operators and the light operator O1,3. At large m we find that

Cm−1
m−1,3 ≈ const× (−1)mm2 + . . . (3.15)

We note the absence of any exponential growth in m. The absence of any exponential growth holds

true for the more general case of minimal-minimal-light OPE coefficients.

Two light and one minimal operator. We can also ask about the large m behaviour of OPE

coefficients associated to two operators of order one conformal dimension, and one near minimal

operator. Inspection of the general fusion rules (3.7) of the M2m−1,2 minimal models shows that

such OPE coefficients vanish.

3Perhaps relatedly, in the Landau-Ginzburg description [45] of theM2m−1,2 minimal models the minimal operators
are given by composite operators ϕm−2 built from the Landau-Ginzburg field ϕ.
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3.2 Higher genus partition function at large m

At this stage, we can use the large m expressions of the OPE coefficients to estimate the partition

function Z
(m)
CFT[Σh] of M2m−1,2 on a compact Riemann surface Σh of genus h. We take the Ricci

scalar to be R = −2(h − 1)/υ, such that the area is 4πυ. To do so we employ the sewing formula

[46–49]. We follow the treatment in [50].

To write down the sewing formula for h ≥ 2, it is convenient to first arrange Σh in the form of

2h− 2 two-spheres each with three-punctures connected via 3h− 3 cylindrical tubes. For a general

two-dimensional conformal field theory the sewed partition function reads

ZCFT[Σh] =

(
υ

υ0

)− (h−1)(c+c̄)
12 (

ZCFT[S2]
)2h−2 ∑

i1,...,i3h−3

3h−3∏
l=1

τ
∆il
− c

24
l τ̄

∆̄il
− c̄

24
l

2h−2∏
n=1

Ckninjn . (3.16)

In the above expression, the sum runs over all local operators (with respective holomorphic and

anti-holomorphic conformal weights ∆i and ∆̄i) in the conformal field theory of holomorphic and

anti-holomorphic central charge c and c̄. The index l labels the 3h − 3 tubes connecting the

punctured two-spheres. The moduli (τl, τ̄l) are complex numbers residing within the unit disk. The

Ckninjn are the OPE coefficients associated to the three-operators on the nth three-punctured two-

sphere, and the collection of 2h− 2 triplets {i1, j1, k1; . . . ; i2h−2, j2h−2, k2h−2} denote the operators

on each punctured sphere. Since each tube connects one of these operators to another on a distinct

two-sphere obtained by evolving along the length of the tube, we have in total 3h− 3 operators to

sum over, denoted by i1, . . . i3h−3 in the overall sum in (3.16). The υ dependent pre-factor in (3.16)

stems from the conformal anomaly, with υ0 being a reference area. Finally, we have reinstated

the dependence of the two-sphere partition function ZCFT[S2] which has been normalised4 to one

in [50]. As a concrete example with all the indices written out, the genus-two partition function is

given

Z
(m)
CFT[Σ2] =

(
υ

υ0

)− cm
6 (

Z
(m)
CFT[S2]

)2 ∑
i1,i2,i3

∣∣∣Ci3i1i2∣∣∣2 × 3∏
l=1

(τlτ̄l)
∆il
− cm

24 . (3.17)

Here the genus two surface is built by gluing two three-puncture two-spheres (see figure 1), and we

have assumed a diagonal basis of operators.

i1

i2

i3

i1

i2

i3

Fig. 1: Sewing two three-punctured spheres yields a genus two surface.

We now apply the sewing formula (3.16) to M2m−1,2 at large m. The basic property we will

exploit is that the OPE coefficients (3.12) of three near minimal weight operators are exponentially

4It is worth emphasising that the area of the S2 is taken to be some fixed reference area. As such there is no
contribtion from ZCFT[S2] to the υ dependence in (3.16) which results from the conformal anomaly.
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large in m, while OPE coefficients involving at least one operator which is not near minimal weight

are not. Consequently, the sum (3.16) is dominated by the OPE coefficients Cm−r3m−r1,m−r2 (3.12) and

we can approximate it by

Z
(m)
CFT[Σh] ≈ N (τl, τ̄l)

(
υ

υ0

)m(h−1) (
Z

(m)
CFT[S2]

)2(h−1)
m−3(h−1) e2νm(h−1) , h ≥ 2 . (3.18)

The normalisation factor N (τl, τ̄l), which is independent of m but dependent on the moduli, incor-

porates the effect of summing over r1, r2, and r3 as well as the Virasoro descendants (the descendant

states should have a normalised two-point function). We note that the dependence on the moduli

in (3.16) for near minimal operators is approximately ∼ (τlτ̄l)
−1/24 and hence independent of m at

large m. Interestingly, at low genera the sewing formula is real valued irrespective of the reality

properties of the Cs3s1,s2 .

Although it would be interesting to understand the subleading structure of Z
(m)
CFT[Σh], a thorough

analysis of this is at this stage beyond the scope of our presentation.

3.3 Remarks on the M2m−1,2 sphere partition function

The sewing formula (3.16) yields the CFT partition function ofM2m−1,2 on a Riemann surface Σh

of genus h ≥ 2. The partition function Z
(m)
CFT[S2] on a sphere with metric

ds̃2 = υ
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2

)
=

4υdzdz̄

(1 + zz̄)2
, (3.19)

has general form given by

Z
(m)
CFT[S2] =

(
υ

υ0

) cm
6

ζm . (3.20)

Somewhat curiously [51], the computation of Z
(m)
CFT[S2] turns out to be more subtle. The pre-factor

ζm is ambiguous due to the presence of the Euler character local counterterm. Nonetheless, once

a regularisation procedure is fixed, one can unambiguously compare ζm for different values of m

or Z
(m)
CFT[S2] to other genera. Below we discuss an attempt toward computing this quantity using

considerations from the Coulomb gas formalism. Unfortunately our results are inconclusive.

We now review the main concepts of this formalism, for a detailed discussion we refer e.g. to [52].

Roughly speaking the Coulomb gas formalism is a machinery that produces data for minimal models

by employing free field theory techniques in the presence of a background U(1) charge. For the

minimal models M2m−1,2, the main technical object is a path integral

Z
(m)
CG [S2;xi] =

∫
[Dϕ]e−

1
4π

∫
S2 d2x

√
g̃(g̃ij∂iϕ∂jϕ+QR[g̃]ϕ+4πµ−e

2iα−ϕ)
n∏
i=1

Vαi(xi) , (3.21)

with Q ≡ i(α+ + α−) and the Vα = e2iαϕ of weight ∆α = ∆̄α = α(Q − α) are vertex operators

whose α are judiciously chosen to match the operator content of the minimal model. The α± are

12



screening charges

α+ ≡
√

2m− 1

2
, α− ≡ −

√
2

2m− 1
. (3.22)

The field ϕ is a compact scalar with periodicity ϕ ∼ ϕ+ 2π
√

2(2m− 1).

In the absence of any insertions, it is tempting to argue (along the lines of [53,54]) using a shift

ϕ → ϕ + i/α− log υµ− that Z
(m)
CG [S2] produces the correct sphere anomaly υ

cm
6 . However, upon

splitting ϕ into a constant piece ϕ0 and a non-constant piece [55], we note that the path integral

over ϕ0 leads to a vanishing result for Z
(m)
CG [S2]. A minimal way to obtain a non-vanishing sphere

path integral is to insert a single integrated operator

Z̃
(m)
CG [S2] =

∫
[Dϕ]e−

1
4π

∫
S2 d2x

√
g̃(g̃ij∂iϕ∂jϕ+QR[g̃]ϕ+4πµ−e

2iα−ϕ)
∫
S2

d2x
√
g̃ Vα++α−(x) , (3.23)

that cancels the background charge. The parameter µ− can be treated perturbatively due to the

boundedness of e2iα−ϕ. The vertex operator Vα++α− has vanishing conformal weight and is the

‘reflection’ of the identity operator V0. Interestingly, at large m (3.23) permits a semiclassical

expansion but, although non-vanishing, the υ dependence of Z̃
(m)
CG [S2] no longer agrees with that of

M2m−1,2.

Another potentially interesting avenue to compute Z(m)[S2] follows the Landau-Ginzburg de-

scription of minimal models. The challenge here is to deal with strongly coupled theories whose

scalar potential is either imaginary or unbounded [45] for the minimal models of interest. Perhaps

the large m limit leads to interesting simplifications.

4 M2m−1,2 coupled to gravity at large m

In this section, we discuss two-dimensional gravity coupled to theM2m−1,2 family of minimal models

at large m. The gravitational path integral is given by

Z(m)
grav[Λ, ϑ] ≡

∞∑
h=0

eϑχhZ(m)
h [Λ] , Z(m)

h [Λ] =

∫
[Dg]e

−Λ
∫
Σh

d2x
√
g
Z

(m)
CFT[gij ; Σh] , (4.1)

where χh = 2 − 2h is the Euler character of the compact Riemann surface Σh of genus h. We

consider the problem in the Weyl gauge, whereby the physical metric is expressed as

gij = e2bϕg̃ij . (4.2)

Here g̃ij is a fixed reference ‘fiducial’ metric which for genus zero we take to be (3.19). For general

details on the subject of two-dimensional quantum gravity, we refer to the reviews [9, 56–58]. In

the Weyl gauge, the gravitational path integral Z(m)
h [Λ] maps to that of Liouville conformal field
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theory [53,54]. The action for Liouville theory is

S
(m)
L [ϕ] =

1

4π

∫
Σh

d2x
√
g̃
(
g̃ab∂aϕ∂bϕ+QR[g̃]ϕ+ 4πΛe2bϕ

)
, (4.3)

with Q = b+ 1/b and b =
√

2/(2m− 1). The Liouville central charge is given by

cL = 1 + 6Q2 = 26− cm = 6m+ 10 +
12

2m− 1
, (4.4)

while exponential operators Oα ≡ e2αϕ have scaling dimension ∆α = ∆̄α = α(Q− α). In the large

m limit, we have that cL ≈ 6m is large and positive. From the Liouville theory perspective, the

object of interest will be the path integral on Σh

Z
(m)
L [Λ; Σh] =

∫
[Dϕ] e−S

(m)
L [ϕ] , (4.5)

where care must be taken in dividing by the residual gauge group upon fixing the Weyl gauge for

h = 0 and h = 1.5 Thus, we are interested in computing

Z(m)
h [Λ] =

∫
Fh

[dµh] Z
(m)
L [Λ; Σh]Zghost[Σh]Z

(m)
CFT[Σh] , (4.8)

where Z
(m)
CFT[Σh] and Zghost[Σh] are the matter and bc-ghost CFT partition functions evaluated on

the fiducial metric g̃ij , and dµh is a measure over the moduli space Fh of Σh. We can treat the

gravity, ghost, and matter partition function in (4.8) independently, up to the integral over moduli,

because we have set the couplings between non-identity operators in M2m−1,2 and gravity to zero.

The dependence on the Weyl factor ϕ stemming from matter and ghost CFT conformal anomaly

is subsumed into the Liouville action S
(m)
L [ϕ], thus explaining the structure of (4.4). Ultraviolet

divergences are absorbed into the couplings Λ and ϑ. Finally, we emphasise that Z(m)
h [Λ] is an

integral over the moduli space Fh of the Riemann surface Σh, and no other geometric feature of g̃ij ,

due to the absence of a conformal anomaly in the combined Liouville, ghost, and matter CFT.

5Our choice of measure over the space of fields stems from the flat metric in field space

ds2 =

∫
Σh

d2x
√
g̃ δϕ(x)2 , (4.6)

which is local with respect to the fiducial metric g̃ij . We normalise our path integral such that

1 =

∫
[Dϕ] exp

(
−Λuv

∫
Σh

d2x
√
g̃ϕ(x)2

)
, (4.7)

where Λuv has dimensions of 1/length2. For h = 0 we must also divide the path integral by the volume of SL(2,C),
while for h = 1 we must divide by the volume of U(1) × U(1). A treatment of these residual volumes is discussed
in [11].
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4.1 Sphere & torus partition function at large m

The partition function of Liouville theory ZL[Λ;S2] on the round sphere of area 4πυ (3.19) can be

studied systematically in a semiclassical large m expansion [11, 22] (see also [59]). Upon fixing the

area of the physical metric (4.2) to some value υ̃, the constant field configuration becomes a saddle

point solution, permitting one to compute ZL[Λ;S2] by integrating over υ̃. To leading order, the

resulting expression is given by

Z
(m)
L [Λ;S2] ≈ (υΛuv)

cL
6 (−1)mm

1
2 e−m logm

(
Λ

Λuv

)m+ 1
2

, (4.9)

where Λuv is related to the UV cutoff of our theory and is independent of Λ and m. The m

dependent pre-factor is intricately associated to the residual PSL(2,C) group upon fixing the Weyl

gauge. Taking Λ ∝ ε we observe that the non-analytic behaviour in (4.9) matches the one in

(2.7). Thus, the identity path γ
(m)
id (t) (2.6) in the matrix picture corresponds to turning on the

cosmological constant Λ which couples the identity operator ofM2m−1,2 to gravity in the continuum

picture. For a detailed dictionary between paths in coupling space and the couplings of primaries

in M2m−1,2 we refer to [10].

We now consider the gravitational path integral for genus h = 1. A torus Tτ with modular

parameter τ = τ1 + iτ2 is locally flat and hence the Ricci scalar vanishes. On a torus we have

Z(m)
1 [Λ] =

∫
F1

d2τ

τ2
2

∫
[Dϕ]

U(1)2
e−

1
4π

∫
Tτ

d2σ τ2(g̃ij∂iϕ∂jϕ+4πΛ e2bϕ)Zghost[Σ1]Z
(m)
CFT[Σ1] . (4.10)

Here we assume the line element ds̃2 = |dσ1 + τdσ2|2, σi ∈ [0, 2π] and F1 denotes the fundamental

domain of the modular group on the upper half plane. Following the analysis in [60,61] we find

Z(m)
1 [Λ] =

m− 1

48
log (const× Λ) . (4.11)

Again, we observe the same non-analytic structure in (4.11) as the one stemming from the identity

path in F (m)
1 (ε) (2.9). If instead of the identity we turn on one of the other (m − 2) primaries of

M2m−1,2 we find

Z(m)
1 [λs] =

m− 1

24m
× m

1 + s
log (const× λs) , s = 2, . . . ,m− 1 , (4.12)

where λs denotes the coupling of the operator O1,s.

4.2 Higher genus partition function at large m

For genus h ≥ 2, the saddle point equations stemming from S
(m)
L [ϕ] in (4.3) are

− ∇̃2ϕ− (h− 1)

υ
Q+ 4πΛbe2bϕ = 0 . (4.13)
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We have chosen the fiducial metric to have constant Ricci scalar R[g̃] = −2(h−1)/υ. The equations

(4.13) admit a real constant solution

ϕ∗ =
1

2b
log

(h− 1)Q

4πbΛυ
. (4.14)

The on-shell action evaluated on ϕ∗ reads

S
(m)
L [ϕ∗] =

Q(h− 1)

b
log

4πeΛυb

Q(h− 1)
≈ −(h− 1)m logm . (4.15)

We note that S
(m)
L [ϕ∗] is independent of the moduli of Σh [23]. Due to the absence of continuous

conformal isometries for g̃ij on Σh for h ≥ 2, there is no residual gauge symmetry group whose

volume we must divide by. We can compute the leading correction to the saddle point approximation

by performing the Gaussian path integral over quadratic fluctuations. To Gaussian order one has

for h ≥ 2

Z
(m)
L [Λ; Σh] ≈

(
4πeΛυ

m(h− 1)

)−(h−1)(m+ 1
2)

det−1/2

(
− ∇̃

2

Λuv
+

2(h− 1)

Λuvυ

)
, (4.16)

where we used that Q/b = m + 1/2. Upon identifying Λ ∝ ε we observe the same non-analytic

behaviour in (4.16) as the one in F (m)
h (ε) (2.14) along the identity path (2.6) in the matrix integral.

We also note that to leading order at large m the υ dependence in (4.16) is in accordance with the

conformal anomaly as in (3.16).

The spectrum of the Laplacian −∇̃2 on a Riemann surface Σh depends on the moduli (τl, τ̄l) and

has been studied, for example, in [62–64]. Though there are few explicit results, it is known that

the spectrum is positive definite. In contrast to the sphere partition function (4.9), for h ≥ 2, there

is no power law pre-factor in m for Z
(m)
L [Λ; Σh] for h ≥ 2. Once a particular covariant regularisation

scheme (such as the heat kernel scheme) is selected to compute the functional determinant for a

given genus h, it must be used for all other genera. In particular, any ambiguities stemming from

the choice of regularisation drop out from ratios of partition functions of different genera.

Sewing formula for Liouville theory?

As a final comment, we note that it may be interesting to apply the sewing formula to Liouville

theory [65]. In this case, we must consider a complete set of states [66–68] which is associated to

the primary operators Oα = e2αϕ with

α =
Q

2
+ iP , P ∈ R+ , (4.17)

and their Virasoro descendants. The conformal dimensions ofOα = e2αϕ are ∆P = ∆̄P = Q2/4+P 2.

We note that in the semiclassical limit, where Q→∞ with P fixed, the ∆P ∼ cL ∼ Q2 are ‘heavy’

operators, and moreover

∆P −
cL
24
≈ P 2 − 1

24
. (4.18)
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The OPE coefficients C(Q) (Pi1 , Pi2 , Pi3) of three primaries are given by the DOZZ formula [67–70]

C(Q) (Pi1 , Pi2 , Pi3) =
(
πΛb2−2b2γ(b2)

)(Q−
∑
i αi)/b

× Υ0Υb(2α1)Υb(2α2)Υb(2α3)

Υb(
∑

i αi −Q)Υb(α1 + α2 − α3)Υb(α2 + α3 − α1)Υb(α3 + α1 − α2)
, (4.19)

where

log Υb(z) =

∫ ∞
0

dt

t

(Q
2
− z
)2

e−t −
sinh2

[(
Q
2 − z

)
t
2

]
sinh tb

2 sinh t
2b

 , (4.20)

and Υ0 ≡ Υb(b).

It is instructive to compare the higher genus Liouville partition function (4.16) to the expression

obtained from applying the sewing formula (3.16) to the Liouville CFT with central charge cL and

conformal dimensions ∆P = ∆̄P . Here we have to take into consideration that the DOZZ coefficients

(4.19) are already normalised with respect to the path integral. As a simple test we can compare

the Λ dependence stemming from the sewing formula to that in the semiclassical expression (4.16).

To do so, we note that the C(Q) (Pi1 , Pi2 , Pi3) scale as Λ−Q/2b−i(Pi1+Pi2+Pi3 )/b. The sewing formula

invokes 2h−2 three-punctured two-spheres, so the overall dependence on Λ at large Q is Λ−Q(h−1)/b,

where the Pi dependent part cancels. Recalling that Q/b = m+ 1/2, this is the same Λ dependence

as the one exhibited by (4.16). Further to this, several of the building blocks of the DOZZ formula

simplify in the semiclassical limit. Following [69,71] we find

C(Q) (Pi1 , Pi2 , Pi3) ≈ e
1

3b2
(log 2−36 logA−3 log b)

× e−
1
b [Pi1(2i−2i log(2Pi1 )−π)+Pi2(2i−2i log(2Pi2 )−π)+Pi3(2i−2i log(2Pi3 )−π)]+... , (4.21)

where we take Pik of order one and have dropped the overall Λ-dependent pre-factor. Finally, we

note that to first non-leading order in the semiclassical expansion, a comparison of (4.16) to the

sewing formula yields the schematic expression

det−1/2

(
− ∇̃

2

Λuv
+

2(h− 1)

Λuvυ

)
?
= lim

Q→∞

∑
i1,...,i3h−3

∫
R+

dPi1
2π

. . .
dPi3h−3

2π

×
3h−3∏
l=1

(τlτ̄l)
P 2
il
− 1

24 ×
2h−2∏
n=1

C̃(Q) (Pin , Pjn , Pkn) . (4.22)

In the above we have defined C̃(Q) (Pin , Pjn , Pkn) such that terms that go as ∼ eQ2(h−1) are stripped

off such that the left and right hand side of (4.22) do not scale with Q to leading order in the large

Q expansion. It should also be understood that the sum in (4.22) is over Virasoro primaries and de-

scendants, such that C̃(Q) (Pin , Pjn , Pkn) also includes the contribution of the Virasoro descendants.
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4.3 Higher genus ghost partition function

The contribution from the ghost sector is given by the ghost determinant on Mh. We define the

differential operator P acting on vector fields ξi [72]

Pξi ≡
1

2

(
∇̃iξj + ∇̃jξi − g̃ij∇̃kξk

)
. (4.23)

The origin of P comes from those diffeomorphisms that transform the metric by a traceless part.

It is also convenient to introduce an object P T which transforms traceless and symmetric tensors

to vector fields, namely

P Tχij ≡ −∇̃jχij , (4.24)

where g̃ijχij = 0. We can view P T as a type of transpose of P . We note that

P TPξ = −1

2
∇̃j
(
∇̃iξj + ∇̃jξi − g̃ij∇̃kξk

)
= −1

2

(
∇̃2 +

R[g̃]

2

)
ξi , (4.25)

where R[g̃] is the Ricci scalar of g̃ij . Here we recall that

[∇̃i, ∇̃j ]ξk = Rklijξ
l , (4.26)

and that in two dimensions Rijkl = R[g̃](g̃ikg̃jl − g̃ilg̃jk)/2. In terms of P , the ghost action is

Sghost =
1

2π

∫
Σh

d2x
√
g̃bij(Pc)

ij , (4.27)

where bij is a traceless and symmetric Grassmann valued tensor field and ci is a Grassmann valued

vector field. Thus, the ghost partition function is

Zghost[Σh] =
√

detP TP =

(
υ

υ0

) 26
6

(h−1)

fghost(τl, τ̄l) , (4.28)

where again we take the fiducial metric to have constant Ricci scalar R[g̃] = −2(h − 1)/υ. The

υ-dependence in (4.28) is fixed by the conformal anomaly of the ghost theory which has cghost = −26

and υ0 is a reference scale. Consequently, the ghost contribution to Z(m)
grav[Λ;ϑ] is independent of m.

4.4 Comparison to matrix integrals at large m

At this stage we can collect the various pieces and compare the leading large m behaviour of matrix

integral ratios of the F (m)
h (ε) such as (2.20) with the corresponding ratios of Z(m)

h [Λ] from (4.8).6

Granting the conjecture of [15–17] we have

lim
d.sc.

N2−2hF (m)
h (ε) = N × eϑχhZ(m)

h [Λ] , (4.29)

6We compare ratios of contributions stemming from different genera opposed to [29,30,55] whose objects are ratios
of integrated correlation functions on a fixed genus.
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where d.sc. denotes the double scaling employed in the derivation of (2.9)-(2.13) and N denotes

a normalisation constant. To leading order in the large m limit, and dropping m-independent

pre-factors, we find

Z(m)
0 [Λ] ≈ m

1
2 e−m logmΛm × Z(m)

CFT[S2] , (4.30)

Z(m)
h [Λ] ≈ m−3(h−1) e(2ν−1)m(h−1)em(h−1) logmΛ−m(h−1) ×

(
Z

(m)
CFT[S2]

)2h−2
, h ≥ 2 , (4.31)

where we defined ν in (3.11). A particular ratio of interest that is insensitive to any overall rescaling

of the path integral or matrix integral, and moreover independent of Λ, is given by

F (m)
0 (ε)×

(
F (m)

3 (ε)
)2

(
F (m)

2 (ε)
)3

?
=
Z(m)

0 [Λ]×
(
Z(m)

3 [Λ]
)2

(
Z(m)

2 [Λ]
)3 . (4.32)

The matrix integral predicts that the right hand side of the above expression is independent of m

to leading order. From this we deduce that the sphere partition function of the M2m−1,2 minimal

model in the path integral normalisation goes as

Z
(m)
CFT[S2] ≈ const×

(
υ

υ0

) cm
6

×m
5
6 × e

1
3

(2ν−1)m . (4.33)

Equipped with Z
(m)
CFT[S2], we have sufficient information to fix the large m scaling of all Λ indepen-

dent ratios such as (4.32). As far as we are aware (4.33) has not been computed from a continuum

picture. It would be very interesting to do so. Moreover, given the broader relation [73] between

two-dimensional gravity coupled to an arbitrary minimal model Mp,p′ and matrix integrals, our

general procedure seems to be an in principle novel avenue for producing a wealth of data about

Z
(p,p′)
CFT [S2] for more general minimal models.

It is also of interest to consider quantities that do not involve vanishing genus partition functions.

For instance, we can test

F (m)
4 (ε)

F (m)
2 (ε)×F (m)

3 (ε)

?
=

Z(m)
4 [Λ]

Z(m)
2 [Λ]×Z(m)

3 [Λ]
. (4.34)

The left and right hand sides of the above quantity go as O(1) at large m. Moreover, the above

quantity, though independent of Λ and ε by construction, is dependent on the overall scaling of

F (m)
h (ε) and Z(m)

h [Λ], so it could be used to fix any such ambiguity.

One can also identify a relation between the couplings of the gravitational theory and quantities

in the matrix integral. For instance, the coupling ϑ of the Euler characteristic χh can be identified

with the logarithm of the size of the hermitian matrix N , that is ϑ = logN . Moreover, the

cosmological constant Λ is proportional to ε. A more invariant way [3] to define the couplings is

through the various field redefinition invariant quantities Z(m)
h [Λ]. From this perspective, observing

that Z(m)
1 [Λ] in (4.11) is independent of ϑ we can use it to define the cosmological constant Λ.
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Once Λ is defined through Z(m)
1 [Λ], we can proceed to define ϑ through one with h 6= 1 terms in

Z(m)
grav[Λ;ϑ]. In such a way, one may hope to eliminate any remaining ambiguities allowing for a

precise comparison between the infinite functions of m, i.e. Z(m)
h [Λ] and F (m)

h (ε) with h = 0, 1, ...,

stemming from the matrix integral and continuum pictures.

5 Remarks on a two-dimensional de Sitter universe

In this section we comment on the potential relation of our two-dimensional gravitational theories

to thermodynamic considerations of the de Sitter horizon in two spacetime dimensions.7

5.1 Entropic hints at large m

To obtain a saddle point expansion about the round two-sphere geometry on an S2 topology in

the limit of large and negative cm (the large m limit) one must fix the area υ of the physical

metric [11,22,66]. Thus, rather than Z(m)
0 [Λ] in (4.1), it is

Z̃(m)
0 [Λ; υ] =

∫
[Dg]e−Λ

∫
S2 d2x

√
g Z

(m)
CFT[gij ; Σh]× δ

(∫
S2

d2x
√
g − 4πυ

)
, (5.1)

that exhibits a semiclassical saddle given by the round two-sphere at large m. At fixed area υ the

gravitational path integral (5.1) yields

log e2ϑZ̃(m)
0 [υ] = 2ϑ−

(
24(√

1− cm −
√

25− cm
)2 + 2

)
log

υ

υ0
+ f̃ (0)(cm) , (5.2)

where f̃ (0)(cm) captures higher loop contributions [8, 11]. The coefficient of the logarithmic term

[74,75] admits a semiclassical cm → −∞ expansion

−

(
24(√

1− cm −
√

25− cm
)2 + 2

)
≈
(
cm − 26 + 1

6
− 6

cm
+ . . .

)
. (5.3)

The leading term of (5.3) is identical to that of a two-dimensional CFT on a rigid round two-

sphere of area υ of central charge cm − 26 + 1. Perhaps, in the spirit of the Gibbons-Hawking

conjecture, we should interpret this as the entanglement entropy from the matter-ghost-Liouville

sector [76–78] with the subleading corrections coming from dynamical gravity [9, 10]. The leading

term 2ϑ = 2 logN can be viewed as a two-dimensional version of the tree-level horizon entropy.

7Recent activity on microscopic models for the static patch de Sitter horizon include [79,80], where the microstates
of the dS3 are argued to be obtained by a T T̄ reassembling of the BTZ microstates, and [81–83] where the microstates
of dS2 are argued to be obtained by reassembling those of an AdS2 black hole in SYK type theories. The interior of
the de Sitter horizon was explored in [84–86].
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We can also transform from (5.1) to (4.1) using an inverse Laplace transform, recovering

log e2ϑZ(m)
0 [Λ] = 2ϑ+

(
24(√

1− cm −
√

25− cm
)2 + 1

)
log

Λ

Λuv
+ f (0)(cm) . (5.4)

It is worth recalling here the structure of Z0[Λ] in (d + 1) dimensions with d ≥ 2 [3] on a (d + 1)-

dimensional sphere expanded with respect to the tree-level de Sitter entropy S0 � 1:

logZ0[Λ] = S0 + a0 logS0 − a1 log
Λ

Λuv
+ a2 + . . . . (5.5)

The coefficient a0 is a group theoretic factor stemming from the residual diffeomorphisms, while

a1 is a more standard coefficient of the logarithmic divergence at one-loop. For pure gravity in

four-dimensions we have S0 = 3π/(ΛG), a0 = −5, and a1 = −571/90, while a2 is a computable

constant that depends on the regularisation scheme.

Such entropic hints prompt us to consider the possibility of a Lorentzian picture.

5.2 Toward a Lorentzian picture

We would like to end our discussion by emphasising a crucial challenge in relating our computations

to those of a semiclassical Lorentzian de Sitter world. In Euclidean signature, the path-integral

exhibiting a saddle point geometry given by the round two-sphere requires that we fix the physical

area of the metric (5.1) [11, 22]. This is in stark contrast to the higher dimensional case, or the

case where cm is large and positive [8, 87], for which the round sphere is a saddle of the original

path integral. Relatedly, (5.1) is an inherently Euclidean expression – the round two-sphere saddle

of (5.1) has seemingly little Lorentzian meaning.

Perhaps a way to circumvent this is to introduce a Lagrange multiplier for the δ-function such

that

δ

(∫
S2

d2x
√
g − 4πυ

)
=

∫
R

dα

2π
exp iα

(∫
S2

d2x
√
g − 4πυ

)
. (5.6)

From this perspective, the cosmological constant Λα ≡ Λ − iα and we integrate8 α against the

distribution function fυ(α) = e−4πiαυ where υ is viewed as a parameter of the distribution function.

The large m saddle point solutions for α and ϕ are

α∗ = −i Q

4πbυ
, ϕ∗ = 0 . (5.7)

Fluctuations (δα, δϕ) about the saddle point solution (α∗, ϕ∗) are governed by the small coupling

1/m. Interestingly, although the Euclidean theory is not reflection positive due to a complex Λα,

both the saddle α∗ and the fluctuations δα live along the pure imaginary axis [11], thereby restoring

8Integrating over couplings is something that is occasionally done in physics, particularly for systems with dis-
order/random impurities. More recently, the idea of averaging over couplings has appeared in the context of black
holes and lower dimensional theories of gravity [89–91]. The current context is perhaps closer in spirit to the ideas
in [92,93].
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reflection positivity. In view of (5.6), we might propose the following Lorentzian action in the Weyl

gauge (4.2):

S
(α)
L [ϕ] =

1

4π

∫
R

dTdφ coshT

(
(∂Tϕ)2 −

(∂φϕ)2

cosh2 T
− 2Qϕ− 4πυΛαe

2bϕ

)
, (5.8)

where we take θ → iT + π/2 in (3.19). The theory is prepared in the Hartle-Hawking [88] state

|HHυ〉, and one computes expectation values 〈HHυ|Ô|HHυ〉 for some observable Ô. Finally, we

integrate α over the distribution fυ(α). If this is a reasonable Lorentzian picture, and given the

conjectural relation of (5.1) to the matrix integral (2.1), the setup under consideration offers a

concrete approach toward a microscopic understanding of a dS2 universe. Time will tell.
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A Paths in coupling space

In this appendix we review the main concepts of [9, 10, 56, 57] formulated in terms of paths (2.5)

in coupling space. Employing large N techniques, the planar limit of the matrix integral (2.1) is

captured by

S[ρ
(m)
ext (λ,α)] =

1

2

∫ a

−a
dλρ

(m)
ext (λ,α)Vm(λ,α)− 2

∫ a

0
dλρ

(m)
ext (λ,α) log(λ) , (A.1)

where λ are the eigenvalues of the Hermitian matrix M which we assume are distributed in the

interval [−a, a] along the real axis, and ρ
(m)
ext (λ,α) is the eigenvalue distribution obtained from the

large N saddle point approximation

ρ
(m)
ext (λ,α) =

1

π

m∑
n=1

αn
B(n, 1/2)

λ2n−2
2F1

(
1

2
, 1− n;

3

2
; 1− u

λ2

)√
u− λ2 . (A.2)

Demanding that this distribution is normalised we obtain for the mth multicritical matrix integral

an mth order polynomial constraint

0 = 1−
m∑
n=1

αnu
n

2nB(n, 1/2)
, α1 ≡ 1 , u ≡ a2 . (A.3)
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This polynomial has in general m distinct solutions, however choosing the exponents in (2.5) ap-

propriately one can collapse several of these solutions to have higher multiplicity. For the identity

path we have one second order solution and (m− 2) distinct other solutions. On the other extreme

along the ‘minimal’ path we have one mth order solution.

Example m = 3: In this case the normalisation condition (A.3) is a third order polynomial

1− 1

4
u− 3

16
α2u

2 − 5

32
α3u

3 = 0 . (A.4)

The critical point lies at α
(3)
2,c = −1/9 and α

(3)
3,c = 1/270. We distinguish the two paths

γ
(3)
min(t) =

(
α

(3)
2,ct

α
(3)
3,ct

2

)
, γ

(3)
id (t) =

(
α

(3)
2,ct

1/3

α
(3)
3,ct

)
, t ∈ [0, 1] . (A.5)

As we approach the multicritical point along γ
(3)
min(t) the normalisation condition (A.4) exhibits a

third order zero for u = 12. Along γ
(3)
id (t) we find a second order zero.

It is straightforward to generalise the above example to arbitrary m using the expressions in [10].

For a small deviation t = 1− ε, 0 < ε� 1 we can explore the non-analyticity of F (0)
m . We find the

leading planar non-analyticity

F (0)
m (ε) =

4

(2m− 3)(2m− 1)(2m+ 1)
εm+ 1

2 , (A.6)

along the identity path and

F (0)
m (ε) =

m2

(m+ 1)(2m+ 1)
ε2+ 1

m , (A.7)

along the minimal path. Both cases exactly reproduce the results obtained using the string equation

(2.9).

B String equation

In this appendix we provide some details leading to the higher genus contributions of the matrix free

energy (2.9) following [29, 30]. Whereas genus zero is efficiently computed using a large N saddle

point approximation, the method of orthogonal polynomials provides a systematic way to compute

non-planar contributions. Moreover, orthogonal polynomials lead to the string equation [12–14]

which captures the full genus expansion in terms of a differential equation. For multicritical matrix

integrals the string equation takes the form [29,30]

m∑
k=1

tm−k−2Rk[u(z)] + z = 0 , t−2 ≡ −1 , t−1 ≡ 0 , t0 ≡ ε . (B.1)
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where R[u(z)] are known as the Gelfand-Dikii polynomials, defined recursively

R0[u(z)] =
1

2
, R′k+1[u(z)] =

ε2

4
R′′′k [u(z)]− u(z)R′k[u(z)]− 1

2
u′(z)Rk[u(z)] , (B.2)

and we have
(−1)k22k(

2k−1
k−1

) Rk[u(z)] = u(z)k +O(ε) . (B.3)

The string equation and the free energy (2.4) are related by [12–14]

u(z) =
d2

dz2
F (m) . (B.4)

For the mth multicritical matrix integral, we have

0 = Pm(u(z)) +
∑
n≥1

ε2nRε2n [u(z)] , (B.5)

whereRε2n [u(z)] captures the orderO(ε2n) contribution of (B.2). Rescaling the coefficients tm−k−2 →
−tm−k−2 × (−1)k2k/

(
2k−1
k−1

)
we can introduce the polynomial

Pm(u(z)) = u(z)m − ε u(z)m−2 − tm−3u(z)m−3 − . . .− z , (B.6)

and obtain

Rε2 [u(z)] = − 1

12
P(3)(u(z))u′(z)2 − 1

6
P ′′(u(z))u′′(z) ,

Rε4 [u(z)] =
1

288
P(6)(u(z))u′(z)4 +

1

60
P(3)(u(z))u(4)(z) +

1

40
P(4)(u(z))u(2)(z)2

+
1

30
P(4)(u(z))u′(z)u(3)(z) +

11

360
P(5)(u(z))u′(z)2u′′(z) ,

Rε6 [u(z)] = − 1

10368
P(9)(u(z))u′(z)6 − 17

8640
P(8)(u(z))u′(z)4u′′(z)

− 83

10080
P(7)(u(z))u′(z)2u′′(z)2 − 61

15120
P(6)(u(z))u′′(z)3 − 1

252
P(7)(u(z))u′(z)3u′′′(z)

− 43

2520
P(6)(u(z))u′(z)u′′(z)u′′′(z)− 23

5040
P(5)(u(z))u′′′(z)2 − 5

1008
P(6)(u(z))u′(z)2u(4)(z)

− 19

2520
P(5)(u(z))u′′(z)u(4)(z)− 1

280
P(5)(u(z))u′(z)u(5)(z)− 1

840
P(4)(u(z))u(6)(z). (B.7)

For notational convenience we suppressed the subscript m in Pm(u(z)). Making the ansatz

u(z) = u0(z) + ε2u1(z) + ε4u2(z) + . . . , (B.8)
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and again grouping expressions in orders of ε we obtain recursive equations for un(z), with n ≥ 1,

in terms of u0(z). For example at order ε2 we obtain

u1(z) =
1

12

P ′′′m(u0)

P ′m(u0)
u′0(z)2 +

1

6

P ′′m(u0)

P ′m(u0)
u′′0(z) . (B.9)

Analogously, we obtain an equation for un(z), for n ≥ 2. Now we use

Pm(u0(z); z) = 0 , (B.10)

which allows us to relate z-derivatives of u0(z) with u0-derivatives of Pm(u0). The semicolon in

Pm(u0(z); z) indicates that there is implicit and explicit dependence on z in Pm(u0(z)). As an

example we find

u′0(z) =
1

P ′m(u0)
, u′′0(z) = − P

′′
m(u0)

P ′m(u0)3
, . . . . (B.11)

Solving the order O(ε2n) equation for un(z) we obtain F (m)
h upon integrating (B.4)

F (m)
h = −

∫ u∗(z)

0
du0Pm(u0; z)P ′m(u0)uh(u0) , (B.12)

where u∗ is the solution of Pm(u∗) = 0, and uh is to be understood as a function of u0. Following

the steps performed for h = 0, 1, 2, and h = 3 we obtain

F (m)
4 = − 1

87091200P ′(u)15

(
145349680P ′′(u)9 − 532202720P ′(u)P ′′(u)7P ′′′(u)

+ 1400P ′(u)2P ′′(u)5
(

437079P ′′(u) + 113176P ′′(u)P(4)(u)
)
− 560P ′(u)3P ′′(u)3

(
503106P(4)(u)P(3)(u)P ′′(u)

+ 63987P(5)(u)P ′′(u)2 + 432010P(3)(u)3

)
+ 35P ′(u)4P ′′(u)

(
3122040P(4)(u)P(3)(u)2P ′′(u)

+ 1323168P(5)(u)P(3)(u)P ′′(u)2 + 72P ′′(u)2
(

2471P(6)(u)P ′′(u) + 11218P(4)(u)2
)

+ 671165P(3)(u)4

)
− 28P ′(u)5

(
352704P(5)(u)P(3)(u)2P ′′(u) + 6P(3)(u)P ′′(u)

(
31588P(6)(u)P ′′(u) + 71685P(4)(u)2

)
+ 6P ′′(u)2

(
4907P(7)(u)P ′′(u) + 45582P(4)(u)P(5)(u)

)
+ 185251P(4)(u)P(3)(u)3

)
+ P ′(u)6

(
120P(4)(u)

(
5405P(6)(u)P ′′(u) + 10066P(3)(u)P(5)(u)

)
+ 24P ′′(u)

(
3339P(8)(u)P ′′(u)

+ 15990P(5)(u)2 + 16243P(3)(u)P(7)(u)
)

+ 245000P(4)(u)3 + 419370P(3)(u)2P(6)(u)

)
+ 175P(10)(u)P ′(u)8

− 5P ′(u)7
(

1043P(9)(u)P ′′(u) + 7305P(5)(u)P(6)(u) + 5343P(4)(u)P(7)(u) + 2841P(3)(u)P(8)(u)
))

,

(B.13)
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which we evaluate at u∗. To conclude, we emphasise that it is straightforward to continue along

this line and calculate the free energy at arbitrary genus h.

C General OPE coefficients at large m

The main objective of this appendix is to provide some details toward the derivation of (3.12),

in particular of the m independent factor υr3r1,r2 . To do so we make use of the Euler-MacLaurin

formula [43]. For p ≥ 0 a positive integer and a function f(x) ∈ Cp[m,n] the Euler-MacLaurin

formula states

n∑
i=m

f(i) =

∫ n

m
dxf(x) +

f(n) + f(m)

2
+

b p
2
c∑

k=1

B2k

(2k)!
f (2k−1)(x)

∣∣m
x=n

+Rp , (C.1)

where Rp is a rest term which can be estimated as

|Rp| ≤
2ζ(p)

(2π)p

∫ n

m
dx|f (p)(x)| . (C.2)

To obtain the large m approximation of the OPE coefficients we apply the general Euler-Maclaurin

formula (C.1) to log Cm−r3m−r1,m−r2 (3.4) for p = 1. Before doing so however we realise that whereas

the final expression (3.4) is permutation invariant (up to at most a sign) in its indices {s1, s2, s3}
this invariance is not manifest in the individual pieces in (3.4) and a naive application of the

Euler-MacLaurin formula therefore yields an expression of υr3r1,r2 lacking to exhibit this invariance.

Provided

max{−s1 + s2 + s3 + 1

2
,
s1 − s2 + s3 + 1

2
,
s1 + s2 − s3 + 1

2
} < min{s1, s2, s3} (C.3)

we can rewrite the OPE coefficients (3.4) as

Cs3s1,s2 =

(−1)s3+1(as1as2as3)1/2 ×
(

1
as3
×Ds3

s1,s2

)
, s3 < m ,

(−1)s3(as1as2as3)1/2 ×
(

1
as3
×Ds3

s1,s2

)
, s3 ≥ m ,

(C.4)

where

1

as3
×Ds3

s1,s2 =

1
2
bs1+s2+s3−3c∏

i=1

γ(−1 + (1 + i)ρ)

×
s1−1∏

i= 1
2

(−s1+s2+s3)

1

γ(iρ)
×

s2−1∏
i= 1

2
(−s2+s1+s3)

1

γ(iρ)
×

s3−1∏
i= 1

2
(−s3+s1+s2)

1

γ(iρ)
, (C.5)
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It is now straightforward to apply (C.1) leading to

lim
m→∞

Cm−r3m−r1,m−r2 ≈ υ
r3
r1,r2m

−3/2eαm , (C.6)

where α ≡ 12 logA− 1− (log 2)/3 and

|υr3r1,r2 |

=
e−

3
2
− 25

12
log 2

A6
× (1 + 2r1)r1/2(1 + 2r2)r2/2(1 + 2r3)r3/2

(1− 2r1)r1/2(1− 2r2)r2/2(1− 2r3)r3/2
(1− 2r1)1/2(1− 2r2)1/2(1− 2r3)1/2

2r1+r2+r3

× e
1

12(1+2r1)
+ 1

12(1+2r2)
+ 1

12(1+2r3) . (C.7)

The error between the sum and the integral is at most (C.2)

|R2| ≤
1

12
e

5
4

+ 1
1−2r1

+ 1
1+2r1

+ 1
1−2r2

+ 1
1+2r2

+ 1
1−2r3

+ 1
1+2r3 +O(m−2) , (C.8)

which is of the order as υr3r1,r2 .
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