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ABSTRACT: We consider a class of matrix integrals over the unitary group U(N) with an
infinite set of couplings characterized by a series f(q) = >,,~; an ¢", with a, € Z. Such
integrals arise in physics as the partition functions of free four-dimensional gauge theories
on S% and, in particular, as the superconformal index of super Yang-Mills theory. We
show that any such model can be expressed in terms of a system of free fermions in an
ensemble parameterized by the infinite set of couplings. Integrating out the fermions in a
given quantum state leads to a convergent expansion as a series of determinants, as shown
by Borodin-Okounkov many years ago. By further averaging over the ensemble, we obtain
a formula for the matrix integral as a g-series with successive terms suppressed by ¢®V+8
where «, 8 do not depend on N. This provides a matrix-model explanation of the giant
graviton expansion that has been observed recently in the literature.
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The influence of Don Zagier’s work on the topics discussed in this article—matrix
integrals, q-series, sum over partitions—has been deep and wide-ranging. Don’s love and
enthusiasm for interesting patterns from any area of mathematics is deeply infectious, and
his ability to connect different parts of mathematics (and physics!) is a rich inspiration for
many of us. This influence and inspiration underlie a great deal of the following text, and
it is the author’s hope that they are, at least in part, recognizable to the reader.

1 Introduction, philosophy, and the main statement

The idea that matrix models—integrals over the space of matrices of a certain kind
(hermitian/orthogonal /unitary/. .. )—are related to systems of fermions is an old one (see
e.g. [Kle91, GM93, DFGZJ95] for early reviews), and has taken multiple avatars over the
years. Each incarnation has brought a slightly new point of view, but the basic idea can
be understood by the fact that the appropriate measure on the space of matrices is pro-
portional to the Vandermonde polynomial of the eigenvalues of the matrix, which vanishes
whenever two eigenvalues coincide. Conflating this fact with the Pauli exclusion principle—
that fermionic wavefunctions vanish when two fermions collide in phase space—leads to
the identification of the matrix eigenvalues with the fermions (or bilinears of the fermions).
In this article we discuss another relation between a class of unitary matrix integrals and
a free fermionic theory coupled linearly to an infinite set of bosonic quantum variables.

Consider the following integral over the space of U(N) matrices with the invariant
measure dU, normalized such that the volume of the whole space is 1,

Zn(g) = / dU exp( Z 1ngrUkTrU_k) , (1.1)
U(N) — k



where g = (g1, g2, . .. ) is an infinite-dimensional vector of variables, or coupling constants,
whose choice defines the model. Such integrals arise in the algebraic problem of counting
invariants of multiple matrices under simultaneous conjugation by U(N) [Raz74, Pro76,
Ter86).! In physics, we encounter the very same problem as counting gauge-invariant
operators in free Yang-Mills theory coupled to matter fields [Sun00, Pol02, AMM™04]. In
this setting the coupling constants are given in terms of a power series as

gk = f(d"), k=1,2,..., with f(q Zanq e Z[[q)]. (1.2)

(Here, and below, we use the usual notation Z[[g]] for the ring of power series in ¢ with
integer coefficients.) The resulting integral then also admits a power series expansion with
integer coefficients

(@) = Zn((f(a). f(g%),-.)) = D dl()¢" = 1+0(q), (1.3)

>0

where the integers dy(¢) are given by a trace of some operator over the Hilbert space with
a fixed charge £. In the simplest case it is simply the dimension of that Hilbert space or
the number of invariant polynomials of a given degree ¢ in the algebraic problem. (The
constant term in (1.3) is calculated by setting all the coupling constants g = 0 in (1.1).)

A particularly interesting class of generating functions of the sort (1.3) is given by
superconformal indices in four dimensional supersymmetric gauge theory?, which is the
generating function of the Witten index of supersymmetric (BPS) states that preserves
some fraction of the supersymmetries. For each type of BPS state, f(q)—called the single-
letter index in this context—is calculated simply only from the knowledge of the field
content of the gauge theory [Rom06, KMMRO7]. In order to have concrete examples, we
specify the theory to be N' = 4 super Yang-Mills theory, which has 16 complex supercharges.
The single-letter index f(q) then takes the following values for different types of BPS states®

1

§'BPSZ f(@) = fip(q) = q,

1 p

3BPS: flo) = fisle) = ﬁ =2¢-2¢"+2¢° —2¢" +2¢° —2¢° + - -,
1—

T6_BPS fl@) = fipsle) = 1- El_f]; = 3¢ —2¢° — 3¢ +6¢° —2¢° + -

(1.4)

The above physics discussion about the superconformal index can be explained bet-
ter and made more rigorous, but we will not do so here partly because there are nice

'Replacing the adjoint character of U(N) in (1.1) by other characters also leads to a class of interesting
problems, we will not discuss them here.

’In fact, the most general superconformal index depends on multiple g-type variables, but here we
consider the simplest situation with one g variable.

3To make the notation slightly lighter, we will use subscripts or superscripts /16 on the various functions

fl/w( )

corresponding to the 7--BPS indices. For example we have I i/16 (¢) to mean I . One can also study

16

the %-BPS index, we will not do so in this article.



mathematical expositions available (see e.g. [SV11]), and partly because it can be taken to
be a black box which generates interesting examples illustrating the general presentation.
There is, however, one important piece of physics that cannot really be made more rigorous
but is central to the story, namely the profound AdS/CFT conjecture (which is really an
infinite-variable generating function of conjectures). One point of philosophy that Don
Zagier has taught us repeatedly through his works and expositions is that we should test
good conjectures as extensively as we possibly can to make sure that it contains Truth,
and that the best conjectures are beautiful and surprising and perhaps even contain an
element of the outrageous.

As a whole community of string theorists can attest to, AdS/CFT, or more gener-
ally the idea of holography, has fulfilled the above criteria time and again. In situations
where one has been able to make its predictions well-defined—even if not rigorous—from
a mathematical point of view, it has created very beautiful and surprising mathematical
structures. A very partial list of examples is: large-N expansions in matrix models [tH74],
Chern-Simons theory and CFTy (with some hindsight) [Wit89], low-dimensional string
theory [Wit91, Kon92] and Gopakumar-Vafa theory [GV99]. It is the author’s belief that
there are many more mathematical gems hiding within the structure of AdS/CFT, which
are yet to be found. The aim of this article is to set up a dig in one particular corner.

What are we looking for?

As we mentioned above, the integer coefficients d{\,(ﬁ) in (1.3) count the index of BPS
states in a four-dimensional gauge theory of charge /. They can be calculated to any
required order on the computer by calculating the integral (1.1). (There is a more efficient
method of calculation by writing the integral as a sum over partitions that we mention
in the following.) From the point of view of the AdS/CFT conjecture, the integers d{\, (0)
also count the same index of BPS states of charge ¢ in the dual theory of gravity in five
dimensional asymptotically AdS space with Newton’s constant G = 1/N2.

Now, on the one hand, our understanding of the nature of quantum gravitational
BPS states (and our ability to count them) is quite backward compared to say gauge
theory, as it requires a precise definition of a quantum theory of gravity about which we
know very little. On the other hand, we do have a good knowledge of classical non-linear
solutions of the gravitational theory?, like gravitons, D-branes, and black holes, which give
rise to interesting predictions for patterns in the numbers d{v(ﬁ) in different regimes of
the charge . As N — oo, gravitons are associated with states of charge O(1), D-branes
are associated with states of charge O(V), and black holes are associated with states of
charge O(N?). The simplest predictions arise by estimating the thermodynamic entropy
of the gravitational objects, which we now briefly review in turn.

Gravitons Since gravitons have small energies in units of Newton’s constant 1/N?, we can
quantize them using usual methods of quantum field theory, and calculate their statistical
entropy. One can therefore also calculate the index of multi-graviton states in AdSs space,

4This involves solving Einstein’s equations with particular sources specified in the gravitational theory.



whose generating function is [AMM™04]

o
f B 1

Imulti—graviton(q) - kl;[l 1 — f(qk) ) (15)
for all the BPS single-letter indices in (1.4). The AdS/CFT conjecture says that the num-
ber d{v(ﬂ) for fixed ¢ should have a limit N — oo, and that the limiting value should be the
index of multi-gravitons in AdSs space which is given by the ¢* coefficient of If;ulti_gravit on(@)-
This can be proved for arbitrary f(q) by a simple argument, which we review in Section 2.
Black holes Since black holes have energies comparable to N? we cannot quantize them
by any known method, and so we cannot count their statistical entropy. However, the
profound arguments of Bekenstein and Hawking in the 1970s showed that black holes carry
thermodynamic entropy proportional to their horizon area and that, upon combining this
fact with the Boltzmann equation, there should be a statistical entropy associated to the
black hole. In our context, the %—BPS case is the only one where smooth black holes
of finite horizon area are known [GR04], and the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy calculation
leads to the prediction®

1/16 TN?/3
log dy/ "0 (¢) = T

2B 4 o), - 0. (1.6)

This prediction has recently been computationally verified to large orders and then proved
in the last few years [CBCMM19a, CKKN18, BM20, CBCMM19b, Mur22], and in this
process some unexpected relations to number-theoretic functions have appeared [CBM20,
CBCMM20]. We will not discuss black holes in more detail in this article.

D-branes and the main statement of this article The new point of the present article
concerns the intermediate range of energies scaling linearly with N, corresponding to D-
branes, which are also called giant gravitons in AdS space [MST00, HHIO0, GMTO0] in
our context. Recall that the order of power series f(q) is the smallest positive integer «
such that the coefficient of ¢“ is non-zero. We show in Section 5 that for arbitrary f(q) of
order o > 0 the integral I ]J:, in (1.3) can be written as an infinite sum of power series of
successively higher order,

f [ee}
2D S e, G € ey, (L7)

This type of formula was numerically observed recently in [AI19, Ima21] for the super-
conformal index, and in [GL21] for a class of examples with multiple charges where one of
the charges scales as NV and the other charges are fixed. The formula is then interpreted
holographically in these interesting papers, with the m! term in (1.7) identified with the in-
dex of m giant gravitons in the dual AdS space. In [AT19, Ima21] this identification is based

5This equation will be more familiar to physicists after recalling that Newton’s constant G = 1/N2,
so that, in terms of v = £/N? (the charge in gravitational units), we have log d}\,/w = N?.q?/3/2.3Y/6,
which shows the expected scaling of N? from the area law Spu =Area/4GN.



on an explicit calculation of the index of wrapped D-branes in AdS space for the first few
values of m. In [GL21] it is based on the calculation of determinant operators of large pow-
ers of one matrix perturbed by other matrices [BHK02, BHLN02] and by using the fact that
giant gravitons are determinant operators in the gauge theory [BBNS02, CJR02, Ber(04].
Our method and results In the present article we work purely with the matrix integral
discussed above. We give an explicit formula in Section 5 for Ggfm]\), (q) as a certain integral
transform of a determinant of a m X m matrix. The basic idea in physics language is
well-known. Consider a theory of a complex massive fermion with a quartic interaction.
This can be written as a non-interacting (or free) fermion theory coupled to a boson,
using the Hubbard-Stratonovich (H-S) transformation. Integrating out the fermions leads
to a functional determinant over the Grassman fields, and the original partition function
is obtained by further averaging over the boson with a Gaussian weight. Here we have
an infinite set of Grassmann variables, which is equivalent to a two-dimensional chiral
fermionic field. We rewrite our integral (1.1) as the average Zn(g) = <Z N> over the infinite
set of couplings t of an auxiliary matrix model (3.1). From a result of [Oko01, BOO0O],
the auxiliary model is exactly equivalent to a certain expectation value in a theory of free
fermions in a state |t ). The H-S transformation in this context is an ensemble average in the
fermionic theory, controlled by the couplings g. When g, = f(¢") the averaging procedure
leads to an expression for ch?}\)f(q) The results are presented as Theorems 5.1, 5.2.

It is convenient to translate the original matrix integral into a sum over partitions of
integers with a given weight, as we review in Section 2. This step naturally discretizes the
problem (without losing any information) and makes it much easier to study the various
power series on a computer. It also allows us to make contact with the beautiful work
of [Oko01, BO00], as we review in Section 4 using the language of two-dimensional fermions
and bosonization. In particular, they give an explicit formula for the fermionic determinant
as a series of determinants with successively increasing number of Fourier modes of the
fermion (0-point function + 2-point function + 4-point function +...). In order to study
our original theory of interest, we need the integral transform (the H-S transformation),
which we review in Section 3. As we explain in Section 5, the transform of the fermionic 2m-
point function is O(¢®™N*#), and is identified as the contribution of m giant-gravitons.
Remarkably, the observables of the giant graviton theory are described in terms of the
following kernel for 2-point functions

. i = Q- O\
o) = <1—<><1—1/<>g<<1—qnc><1—qn/c>> ’ ()

where @, are the coefficients of the dual single-letter index f(q) given by®

fo= 9 Fg =3 e (1.9)
n=1

1—f(q)’

5The expansions given in [GL21] also involve a dual index f related to the original f through an analytic
continuation of the chemical potential. The precise relation of f to our f is not immediately clear to us.



We end this introduction with a few comments. Firstly, we encounter infinite sums
of power series as in (1.7) in this article. Because the m' term starts at O(¢¥™N+#),
the coefficient of any given power of g receives contributions from only a finite number of
terms and is therefore well-defined. We will sometimes call such a sum over m a convergent
sum in the power-series sense. Secondly, although we focus on matrix integrals that are
governed by a power series f(gq), many of the assertions hold more generally in terms of
the variables g = (g1, 92,...). In order to discuss infinite sums in this setting, it is useful
to have the notion of a degree, defined by assigning degree k to gr and then extending
to monomials by demanding that the degree of the product of two variables is the sum
of the individual degrees. Any power series in g then has a minimal degree which, on
specializing gr, = f (qk), translates to the order of the resulting power series in q. Now
we see that an infinite sum of power series in g is well-defined if the coefficient of a given
monomial is zero in almost all the terms of the infinite sum. This is the case if for any p € N,
dm = m, such that the terms m, m + 1,... in the sum are all of degree greater than p.

Finally, we should mention that various subsets of the ideas mentioned above have been
studied in the string theory literature, The papers [Liu04, AGGLWO05, AS17, CGKT20]
use the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation to study matrix models with a finite set
of couplings. The relation of unitary matrices to random partitions and free fermions
have been studied in [Dol08, DG08, Ram16, KZ20], also mainly for reduced models. This
approach of integrating out fermions and integrating in bosons to treat determinants and
D-branes/giant gravitons have been used fruitfully in [MMSS04, JKV20, GL21], and is
summarized by the general paradigm of open-closed-open duality of [Gopl0]. All these
developments have served as an inspiration for the present work.

2 The partition sum as a sum over partitions

Unitary matrix models of different types were studied in the context of two-dimensional
gauge theory in the early 1990s [DFI93, GT93, MP93, Dou93, DK93, CMR95, KSW96]. An
important idea used in these works is to express the matrix integral as a sum over partitions
of integers with a certain weight associated to each partition. This rewriting allows us to
relate the theory to a string theory, and also leads to an understanding of phase transitions
in the model upon tuning of parameters. In this section we follow this idea and express the
integral (1.1) as a sum over partitions, giving an independent treatment based on [Mur22].

We first set up some notations. We denote partitions as A = (A1, Ag,...) with A} >
A2 > ..., orin the frequency representation as 1" 2" ..., \;,r; € Ng. The number of parts
of a partition (or length) is the number of non-zero \; or, equivalently, {((A) = >, ;.
The weight of the partition [A| = 3>°,5;A; = > ;5 ir;. To rewrite the integral (1.1)
as a sum over partitions, we first expand the exponential in the integrand as sums of
products of traces of powers of the unitary matrix. We then express each product as a
linear combination of U(N) characters. The coefficients, given by the Frobenius character
formula are characters of the symmetric group Sy, which are labelled by partitions of N.
Finally, we integrate over the gauge group using the orthogonality relation of the characters



in order to obtain an expression for the index I as a sum over representations of Sy i.e. as
a sum over partitions of V. We review these steps in more detail in Appendix A.
Upon following the steps sketched in the above paragraph, we obtain

A
Zn(g) = Y. % 3 ). (2.1)
A

L) <N

Here, and in the following, we use the following notations. Firstly, all sums over partitions
run over all partitions (as in the sum over A) with any restrictions being indicated explicitly
(as in the sum over p). For any partition A as above,

gt = H 9\ = H g, 2y = H rili" (2.2)
i

j>1 i>1

The symbol x#(\) denotes the character of the symmetric group—recall that the irreps as

well as the conjugacy classes of the symmetric group Sy are labelled by partitions of V.
When N = oo, the sum over p in (2.1) runs over a complete set of characters, i.e. all

partitions. In this case we can use the second orthogonality of the characters of S}y, i.e.,

DX KHN) = 2ad (2.3)
n

where 0y , = 1 if A = p and zero otherwise, so that
7/“

Zo(g) = Y. &* =[] ! (2.4)
A k=1

1—gr

For our particular case of interest when gy = f(q¢"), we have [Mur22]

) =Y S A X 02, A =[] 7). (2.5)

x A {(w)<N i>1

Note that, because the single-letter expansion (1.2) is O(q), the only partitions that con-
tribute to the sum over A in (2.5) for a fixed term ¢’ in the g-series expansion (1.3)
of I ]{, (q) are those with |A| < £y. Since the characters are only non-zero for |A| = |p|, the
only partitions that contribute to the sum over p obey |u| < ¢y, and since ¢(u) < |u| for
any partition, we have that ¢(p) < fp. When ¢y < N, the sum over p can therefore be
replaced by a sum over all partitions without changing the result, so that effectively we
have N = oo, for which the index is given by

[e.e]

f _ _ 1
Ioo(Q) - z}\: f)\(Q) - H 1_f(qk)7 (26)

k=1

which we write as a g-series

(@) = Y dh(0d". (2.7)

>0



More generally, for a power series of order « > 0, the above arguments hold with the
replacement £y — fo/a. (Recall that the order of the power series f(q) = Y ;o ak " is
the power of the leading term, i.e. the smallest integer k£ with ar # 0.) We ‘have thus
proved a result slightly stronger than the one predicted by the AdS/CFT statement about

gravitons.

Theorem 2.1. (Graviton stability)
For any single-particle index f(q) as in (1.2) of order «, the g-series coefficients in (1.3)
of the integral defined by (1.1), (1.2) obeys

dl(0) = dl (1), (<aN, (2.8)

where the infinite-N index is given by (2.6), (2.7).

Note: The AdS/CFT prediction for graviton growth discussed around (1.5) is the statement
of the stability—the existence of and formula for the limit—of d{v (¢) for fixed £ as N — oo
for specific single-particle indices. That statement follows as a simple corollary of the above
theorem after noting that the infinite-V index is the same as the multi-graviton index (1.5),

The statement made in the above theorem about matrix integrals should be known
to mathematicians and physicists working in different fields. From the algebraic point
of view, it is known that the ring of U(/V) invariants is generated by all the traces of
products of matrices, with possible relations among them due to the Cayley-Hamilton
theorem [Raz74, Pro76, Ter86]. As the rank N — oo, there are no relations and so
the number of invariants at a given order stabilizes. From the physics point of view,
the most interesting aspect is that an independent count of the number of gravitons in
AdS space [AMM™04, GM85] also gives the same answer (1.5). (To readers not familiar
with AdS/CFT, and to see why this is non-trivial, we note that the graviton calculation
starts with harmonic analysis on hyperbolic space and carries a completely different flavor
compared to what we are discussing here.) This was explained in the nice paper by [CY13]
as a consequence of the global algebras being the same on the two sides of the AdS/CFT
correspondence, and using this idea they explicitly constructed the graviton operators in
the Yang-Mills theory.

It is natural to ask if we can go beyond (2.8) and obtain similar explicit formulas for
the coefficients d{v(ﬂ) for £ > aN which can then be given a gravitational interpretation.
This will be our goal, which we reach in Section 5. In order to reach these results, we first
introduce a very useful integral transformation in the following section.

3 Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation

In this section we relate our original matrix model (1.1) to the following auxiliary matrix

model (which is of interest in its own right),

Z tt t :/ dUeXp(
v ) U(N) Z

(t,‘j TeU* + TrU_k)>, (3.1)
k=1

| =



where tT = (tf,t;, ...)and t~ = (t],t;,...) are two independent sets of coupling con-
stants. This integral has also been discussed in different contexts by mathematicians as
well as by physicists. In physics, this model is often studied together with our original
model (1.1), one reason being that they are related by the Hubbard-Stratonovich trans-
formation [Str57, Hub59]. Roughly speaking, the idea is to transform a physical sys-
tem with interactions (here TrU Tr U~!) into a sum of non-interacting physical systems
(here Tr U + TrU~1'). This is achieved by the simple trick of completing the square in a
Gaussian integral.

Let us take, for the moment, ¢, € C to be complex conjugate variables. Then, for any
function f : C — C which does not grow rapidly at infinity, and for any g € C, Re(g) > 0,
we introduce the averaging operator

(1 = [ Gretin g0, (3.2

where dt df indicates d¢t A dt on the complex plane, normalized such that

(1), = 1. (3.3)

In fact, the integral (3.2) is well-defined even if f has exponential growth with an exponent
linear in ¢ and ¢ with proportionality constants less than 1/¢ in magnitude. We can always
achieve this to be the case for any given such function, by taking g to be small enough and
then analytically continuing the result. This gives, for «, 3 € C,

<exp(ozt+ﬂf)>g = exp(gaf), a,BeC. (3.4)

This is essentially the statement that the Fourier transform of a Gaussian is a Gaussian,
and is used many times in the following.
Note that for (¢,¢7) = (,) a pair of complex conjugate variables as above, we have

()™ (@)™ ), = nlg" b, nTnT €N, (3.5)

As is usual in quantum field theory, we use this equation to define a transformation for
arbitrary ¢t*, ¢, which could be independent complex numbers or even formal variables.
We then extend the operation, by linearity, to

(g2t 7)) — Z[lgl]- (3.6)

By expanding the exponential, we see that the transformation (3.4) continues to hold. We
continue to write the transformation in the form of a Gaussian integral as in (3.2) (without
specifying the range of integration) even when ¢ and ¢~ are independent variables.

Finally, we extend the process inductively to any number of coupling constants labelled
by g = (91,92, --.). The averaging operation acts on power series f(t*,t7) in the infinite
set of variables tT,t~ as

H/d;kdgtk e Wk f(6t 67, or (), = <<"'>292>gl' (3.7)



With this set up, it is now easy to see that the integrals in (1.1) and (3.1) are related as

(Zn >g — Zn(g). (3.8)

In the language of partitions

The relation (3.8) can also be understood directly from the presentation of the re-
spective integrals as a sum over partitions as in Section 2. Say we have an infinite set of
variables t = (t1,t9,...). We define the functions

tA

Su(t) = Y =XV, (3.9)
PR
where, in the notation used in Section 2,
o o= [[rti, A =172 (3.10)

1

Note that if t is given by the power sum symmetric functions of an alphabet x = (1, z2, .. .),
ie.if t = ixf, the functions (3.9) are the Schur functions of x. This will play a role in
the following (see Appendix B). With an abuse of notation, we will therefore call the S, (t)
Schur functions. Now, using similar manipulations as those needed to reach (A.4), we ob-
tain the following statement (which, as the author learned from [BOO00], is part of Gessel’s
theorem [Ges90]),

Zn(tt, 6 Z Su(tt) Su(t7). (3.11)

The N = oo partition function is given by

5 t+)\ tf)\/
Zoo(67,67) = D Sut) SultT) = 33, = XN
Iz BN (3.12)
= L grr g ex —tht
R p<,; 7)

where we use the orthogonality relation (2.3) in obtaining the third equality.
It is easy to see that the H-S transformation (3.7) acts on a product of the Schur
functions as

A
(Sult")Su(t) )y = D0 XM, (3.13)
A

Upon putting together the equations (3.13) and (3.11) we obtain
=~ g 2
(Zv) =35 3 oz, (3.14)
& X N

and recalling from Equation (2.1) that the right-hand side of the above equation is pre-
cisely Zn(g), we are led once again to the relation (3.8).

~10 -



4 The determinant expansion

In this section we present an explicit formula for the partition function Z NET,t7) as a
sum over Fredholm determinants. This whole section is a review of [BO00] where such
a formula was presented based on the ideas of random partitions and the infinite wedge
representation [OkoO1] in Vertex Operator Algebras [Kac90]. We stay close to the original
presentation of [BO0O0], but with some linguistic variations, partly because of the author’s
mother tongue, and partly because of his feeling that this beautiful work is not sufficiently
known in the physics community.”® We will thus use the physics language of free chiral
fermions, bosonization, and their associated conventions, e.g. as summarized in [Pol07].
Furthermore, when the matrix model arises from Yang-Mills theory, it is clear that the
underlying chiral fermionic quantum field theory should really be thought of as the theory
of the BPS subsector of the gauge theory. It would be interesting if there are precise
relations with [LLMO04] and with [BLL"15].

A review of free fermions

First we need to set up the formalism of free fermions. We consider a complex chiral
fermionic field (¢, ) on the complex plane. (Here v is the Hermitian conjugate of 1, and
the chiral property in this context means that they are both meromorphic functions of z.)
The fields have a Laurent expansion (corresponding to the NS sector),

ve) = Y N e = Y (1)

res+i res+a

In the quantum theory the fields are interpreted as vertex operators obeying the algebra

— 1

P(z) Y(w) ~ +0(1), ¥()¢(w) = O(z—w), P(z)P(w) = O(z—w) (4.2)

Z—w

as z —w — 0, |w| < |z| Equivalently, their Laurent coefficients obey the Clifford algebra,

{wTaas} = 57’+S,O7 {wT’aws} = 07 {@ra@s} = 07 T7S€Z+%7 (43)

and obey the Hermitian conjugation relations wl = _,.

The Hilbert space is a representation of the algebra (4.3) and is constructed as follows.
For each r € Z + % (called the energy level), we first construct the two-dimensional repre-
sentation of the Clifford algebra given by setting s = —r in (4.3). We denote the two basis
states at every energy level as an electron | @), or a hole |Q), (the lack of an electron)
with the fermionic operators acting as

O)r 25 @) ~2510), rEZ4L. (4.4)

" Aspects of random partition theory have been used very productively in obtaining the powerful results
on N = 2 gauge theory [Nek03, NOO6], as well as in the ideas of quantum foam. See also [BP20]. However,
the particular matrix model we study here does not seem to have received too much attention in the physics
literature.

8We refer the more mathematically minded reader to the original references [Kac90, Oko01] with the
agreement of meeting again at the end of the section.
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The full Hilbert space (fermionic Fock space) is the infinite-dimensional wedge product of
the two-dimensional representations associated to each k € Z + %, constructed as follows.
There is one special state of the system called the Dirac vacuum |0)

¥ [0) =0, ¢, [0) =0, r>0. (4.5)

In the electron/hole picture, the vacuum state is populated by electrons at all negative
energy levels and holes at all positive energy levels, because of which it is also called the
Fermi sea of electrons. The states of the Hilbert space are states of the form

m

m
71 s T ) = [ [[9r, 100, m7 >0, (4.6)
i=1 j=1

for some values of m,m > 0. The inner product of two states |a) and |b) in the Hilbert
space is denoted by (a|b), and the Dirac vacuum is taken to obey (0] 0) = 1. The
algebra (4.3), together with the Hermitian conjugation relation, implies that the basis
vectors (4.6) are orthonormal.

The states (4.6) are finite excitations around the Fermi sea—one can remove a finite
number M of electrons (or, equivalently, create m holes) inside the Fermi sea, and excite a
finite number m electrons at the levels above the Fermi sea. (In the following, we will only
be concerned with states with an equal number m = m of excited electrons and holes.) We
will say that an energy level is part of a state if it is excited in that state, i.e., for r € Z + %
and |1 ) of the type (4.6),

r €ly) &  r=r;orr=Tr;, for some i. (4.7)

At any energy level, the occupation-number operator at level r € Z + %

Yoty >0,
N, = QYT (4.8)
w—'l’ wr Y r < 0 9y
measures whether that level is excited or not compared to the Dirac vacuum, i.e.,
1, relyy,
Ny |v) = { (4.9)
0, r¢ly).

Partitions as free fermionic states

Now, what is the relation between free fermions and our main problem? The starting
point, as introduced in [Oko01], is that there is a bijection between partitions and states
in the Hilbert space of the free fermion. In order to introduce this bijection, recall that
the Frobenius coordinates of any partition g = 1 > g > ... (modified as in [Zagl6] by
adding a half) are defined as

o = pi—i+ 3, Bi = pi—i+3, i=1,2,...5s, (4.10)
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Ve

Electron
excitations

Fermi sea with
hole excitations

0000000

Figure 1: Each partition is associated with a state in the free-fermion Hilbert space. Here
the partition (5,3,1,1,1) (rotated by 45°) is associated with 1_3 1_o Y 11 o [0)
2 2 2 2

where s is the length of the largest principal diagonal of the Young diagram corresponding
to u, and p' is the partition conjugate to p. These coordinates obey

ap > > > a5 >0, B1>0y>->08:>0. (4.11)

We now associate to such a partition the fermionic state
S
1) = [[ e & 10). (4.12)
i=1

It is an easy consequence of the orthonormality of (4.6) that the states (4.12) are also
orthonormal. In the Fermi sea picture, the state | ) corresponds to excitations at levels «;
(electrons) and at §; (holes), i = 1,...,s, and has the intuitive understanding shown in
Figure 1. ? In this basis, r €| u) simply means that r is one of the modified Frobenius
coordinates of p.

The auxiliary matrix model and the determinantal expansion

We are now ready to translate our problem to the language of free fermions. For
any t = (t1,%2,...) as in Section 3.7, we define the following state in the fermionic Fock
space,

) = > Sult) n), (4.13)
m

where S, is the Schur function defined in (3.9), and the sum runs over all partitions as in
the previous sections. The inner product between two such states is

(67167) = S Su(t) Su(t7) = Zuolt™.67), (1.14)
"

9We rotated this picture by 90° compared to [OkoO1] so as to represent the Fermi level horizontally.
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Figure 2: There is no hole in the bottom of the sea. For finite N, we can excite any
number of holes at depths less than N in the Fermi sea and can excite the same number
of electrons at arbitrary heights above the sea. Some allowed configurations are shown
for N = 3.

which is precisely the infinite-N partition function (3.11) of the auxiliary model.

Now we come to finite N. Firstly, we note that inserting the occupation-number
operator (4.8) at level r between the two states introduces restrictions on the sum over
partitions as follows,

(EFINt7) = Y Su(tT)Su(t™) & (tT[(L=N)[t7) = Y Su(tT) Sut?).
relu ré|m)
(4.15)

The restriction ¢(x) < N in the sum (3.11) translates to by < N in the Frobenius coordi-
nates, which is to say that we sum over all partitions that do not contain any excitations
around the vacuum of depth greater than NV inside the Fermi sea (Figure 2). From (4.15),
we have

Zn@he) = 30 SutN)Sut) = (7] [ A-N) e, (4.16)

Lpu)<N r<—N

Upon expanding the infinite product, and using the expression for the number opera-
tor (4.8), we obtain

Zn@heT) = D D™ Y (T e, O, (). (4.17)

m=0 N<r1<-+-<rm

It now remains to calculate the 2m-point correlation functions in the expansion (4.17).
Let’s first recall a much simpler problem, namely the evaluation of the same expectation
values in the Dirac vacuum state. This is an elementary exercise involving moving all the
positive energy modes to the right using the commutation relations (4.3) as summarized
by Wick’s theorem, and it leads to the m x m determinant of 2-point functions, which can
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be evaluated in free field theory. Thus, the only non-trivial feature here is the dependence
on the states |t*). As it turns out, this can be reduced to a free field calculation using
another piece of the formalism—also very familiar to physicists—namely the bosonization
of the two-dimensional complex chiral fermion. We review and summarize the main steps in
Appendix B, and present the final answer for Zx which is written as sum over determinants.

Theorem 4.1. [BO00] (Determinantal formula for Zy)
With the notations as above, we have

Zy(tTt7) - ~ et ey
m Z Z det(K(Ti,Tj,t ,t ))’L',j=17 (418)
m=0 N<ry<--<rm
TZ'GZ+%

where K (ri,rj; tT,t7), r, € Z+ % are given by the generating function

- _ ~ _ _ J(z; tT,t7) ew
.+t — .+t r s ) l
K(z,w; tT,t7) = E K(rys;tT,t7 )2z w™?® = Tt .t) z—w’ lw| < |z],

r,sEZ-i—%
(4.19)
where
: - — + - -
J(z;tT,t7) = exp<; Etkz —; Etkz > (4.20)

The expressions (4.19), (4.20) make it clear that K(r,s; t*,t7), which is the 2-point
function in the fermionic theory, has minimal degree at least r + s in the variables t*,t~
and, therefore, the m'" terms in (4.18) have minimal degree at least 2mN + m(m + 1).
Since Z,o has only non-negative powers of tki, k > 0, the previous statement about the
minimal degree of the m'™ term also holds for Zy (tT,t™). Consequently, the coefficient of
any given monomial in the variables (t,¢F,...) in the left-hand side receives contributions
only from a finite number of terms on the right-hand side and therefore is well-defined.

5 The giant graviton expansion

In this section we return to the original problem posed by the integral Zy(g) defined in (1.1)
and the specialization (1.3). Let us first take stock. We saw in Section 3 that Zy(g) is
related to the auxiliary integral Zn(t*,t7) defined in (3.1) as

Zn(g) = <ZN >g , (5.1)
where we recall the averaging operator (-) g acts on power series f (t*,t7) as
o —
dtf dty, .+ = Jk
— k Tk oty b SRg g £ . 5.2
M kH/ Sk FE8) (52)
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At N = oo, the two integrals reduce to

=~ 1 ~ N <1 .,
Zoo(g) = H s Zoo(tt,t7) = exp(zktgtk>, (5.3)
k=1 k=1

for which the relation (5.1) can be easily verified.

For finite N we have the formula (4.18) for the auxiliary matrix integral, in terms
of the 2-point function K(r,s; t*,t7) given by (4.19). Now we need to calculate the
average (5.1). Note that, if we have tf to be complex conjugate variables, and if the
states |t~ ) span a complete basis of states, then the required average is the expectation
value

Zn(g) = Tr (T ey (1= V) pg) (5.4)

of the operator in the right-hand side of Equation (4.16) in the quantum statistical state
defined by the density operator

pg = exp(—tTt™/g) [t )(tT], (5:5)

with the trace and the exponential defined by the conventions in (5.2).
It is convenient to define a normalized transformation acting on each term in (4.18) as

follows,
1

Z(8)
We reach the formula for Zy(g) by summing (5.6) over all m-tuples of points in Z + % as

Kém)(rl,...,rm) =

<Z>o det(k(ri,rj))zlj:l >g . (5.6)

in (4.18), and then summing over m = 1,2,.... We have already seen that the m'" term
in the expansion for Zy (t*,t~) has minimal degree in (t*,t7) at least 2mN + m(m + 1).
From the action (3.5) of the H-S transformation on monomials, and the fact that Z(g) has
only non-negative powers of gi, we see that the m* term in the expansion for Zy (tt,t7)
has minimal degree in g at least mN + m(m + 1)/2, and therefore the sum over m is
convergent in the power-series sense. We have proved the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1. (A systematic expansion for Zy)
The unitary matriz integral

Zn(g) = / dU exp( Z 1gk TrU* TrUk> , (5.7)
U = r

s given by the expansion

ZN(8) = (m)
Zoo(g) - ";)GN (g)v (5'8)

with Gg\?) (g) =1 and

ngfn)(g) = (_1)771 Z Kém)(’l“l,...,’l"m), m = 1527"' ) (59)
N<r1<-'-Trm
Ti€Z+§

where the functions Kém) are given in Equation (5.6). The minimal degree of the se-
ries G%n) (g) is not less than mN +m(m +1)/2.
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We call the GE\T) the contribution from m giant gravitons for reasons explained in
the introduction. The above proposition gives a well-defined expansion for Zy(g) with
each term being the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation of a determinant of two-point
functions in our auxiliary theory. Performing the integrals involved in the transformation
leads to further simplification. We now demonstrate this for the first non-trivial term in
the expansion (5.8), namely the contribution of one giant graviton.

The contribution of one giant graviton is given in terms of the H-S transformation of
the two-point function K (r,s; t*,t7),

<Zoo K(r,s) > with r = s. (5.10)
g

We consider the generating function of (5.10), with one variable which tracks the power

of r(= s). Recalling from (3.5) that the H-S transform vanishes when the power of t*

and t~ are not equal, we see that one can sum over all values of (7, s) with two corresponding

variables, and the resulting function should only depend on one combination of the two

variables. With this in mind, we consider

Z z’"w78<z,ok(r,s)>g = <200E(z,w)>g

dt;" dey; 1, 7t
k k "k — k k —r.—k —k
27Tkgk (k<_ o +t;tk —}—t;(z —w )—tk (z7% —w ))) ,

(5.11)

where we have interchanged the order of sum and averaging operations, and used (4.19).
Using the Gaussian integral formula (3.4) we obtain, for |w/z| < 1,

Z Zhw™? <Z/ool~((r,s)>

Z+3 ¢
r,8€ 5
2 (5.12)
v/ w\k wy —k
- 2 (=2+(3) +(2) )
(g)l_w/zeXp<Zk% o)+
where we have defined a new set of coupling constants,
9k
gl T (5.13)

As anticipated above, the final expression for the transformed generating function (5.12) is
diagonal. After dividing through by Z.(g), we obtain the generating function for Kél)(r),

S ) = exp(Z 24+ ¢k 4 <k)> : (5.14)
k=

reZ+i

We now see that the sum that we need in (5.9),

Ve = - S K0, (5.15)

N<r
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is equal to the negative of the (™ coefficient of the left-hand side of (5.14) multiplied
by +/C/(1 — ¢). Multiplying the right-hand side with the same factor thus gives us the
corresponding generating function. We have thus proved the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2. (Contribution of one giant)
The generating series

K¢y = =Y VeV, (5.16)

NEeZ

for the contribution Gg\lf) (g) of one giant-graviton to the expansion (5.8), equals
Sy € — 1 ko ok
K(¢y) = sexp( > = (24 +¢7F) ), (5.17)
-0 “P\ &k
where v = (1,72, ... ) is given by vx = gr/(1 —gr), k =1,2,....

Specialization to g, = f(¢*)

The index (1.3) is now easily evaluated by specializing the above considerations to
couplings given in terms of a power series gr = f(¢*). Proposition 5.1 leads to a convergent
expansion for a power series in ¢, and Proposition 5.2 naturally leads to a new set of
couplings and power series,

Ak Y f(a)
@ Fo = (518)
and the generating function
Ki(¢.q) = K(G:(f(a). F(@).-..)). (5.19)
We summarize our findings in terms of the following theorems.
Theorem 5.1. (Giant graviton expansion for the index)
For any power series f(q) =Y poq ag q* of order «, the matriz integral
1
I (q) = / du exp< >~ f(d") Ut TrUk> (5.20)
U(N) —k
admits a q-expansion
q 00 (m) ; B 00 1
o G L) =l +—F 7 (5.21)
é;q mZ:O e ,gl—f(qk)

where Gg{nj\){(q), m = 0,1,2,... is given by the formula (5.9) with g = (f(q), f(¢?),...),
and has order at least amN + am(m + 1)/2 as a power series in q.
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Theorem 5.2. (The contribution of one giant)
With the set up of Theorem 5.1, we have that G;lj)v(q) is the coefficient of (~N in the
expansion of

o0

> _ L (1—q")? o
Koo = goga-ig 1l ((1 00 qn/o) ’ (5.22)

n=1

in the range |q| < |(| < 1, where the integers a, are summarized by their generating
function f(q) =3 72 anq™ given by

f(q)

flo) = = fg)

(5.23)

Comments and implications'®

1. The expansion of the infinite product (5.22) should be performed first in ¢, as con-
sistent with the range. The coefficient of ¢™ is seen to be a polynomial in (,1/¢ of
order m. We can then reinterpret the expansion as a Laurent series in (, where the
coefficient of (" is a g-series (which has order at least |n|).

2. The bound given on the order of G%\),(q) is not strict. For m = 1 the order is in-
deed (N + 1), but the bound can be improved in general. Recall that the bound
was derived by calculating the smallest power in t*,t~ in the elements of the ma-
trix (IN( (ri,rj; tT, t_))zz.zl and then translating the consequent bound on the deter-
minant to powers of ¢ after the integral transform. The point is that there can be
cancellations in the determinants for m > 2. Indeed, the lowest term in the above

aN+a(i+j)/2);T;

process is the determinant of the matrix (q _,» which vanishes. The

),

order of chn}\),(q) is, therefore, at least a(mN +m(m +1)/2 + 1) for m > 2.

3. It is clear from the above considerations that the contributions of multiple giants will
be Taylor coefficients of certain infinite products whose multiplicities are determined
by f(¢), in a manner similar to Theorem 5.2.

4. The formula (5.21) is an exact formula which means that the full index is captured
by bound states of giant-gravitons and gravitons. This is quite surprising from the
AdS/CFT viewpoint, and is reminiscent of similar phenomena in AdS3 space [Ebe21].

5. The gauge theory index [ ]{,(q) at finite N can be interpreted holographically as fol-
lows. Say f(q) = a1q+ a2q¢®>+ ..., a1 # 0. Then the first N coefficients are given by
the multi-graviton formula Igo, the next N coefficients are given by the contribution
of one giant graviton (with multi-graviton fluctuations on top), and so on.

6. The formula (5.22) is similar to the formula for the superconformal index with the

~

power series f(q) playing the role of the single-particle index. It should be interpreted

OFurther aspects of the above results, including some of the points below, are being studied in more
detail in work in progress by the author with P. Benetti-Genolini, G. Eleftheriou, and S. Garoufalidis.
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as the single-particle index of the giant gravitons, following the ideas in [AT19, Ima21,
GL21]. The map f + f should be accounted for by the curvature of the D-branes in
AdS space, but it would be nice to understand this in detail.

7. The structure of the expansion in Theorems 5.1, 5.2 points to a duality which in-
terchanges m <> N. This duality should be regarded as a manifestation of the
open-closed-open duality of [Gop10] in the BPS sector of the theory.

8. The final formula (5.21) expresses a microscopic quantity—the gauge theory parti-
tion function—as an ensemble average in a free fermionic theory or, equivalently, an
average over matrix model theories. It may serve as a good example to test ideas in
the physics literature relating such averages to black holes [MS16].

6 Examples

The statements in the theorems 5.1, 5.2 hold for an arbitrary power series f(q) of the type
considered therein, and it is illuminating to check it numerically for a given power series of
interest. In this section we illustrate the consequences of the theorems for the BPS indices
of the N/ = 4 super Yang-Mills theory given in (1.4).

We use the following notation for the Pochhamer symbols,

H 1_(] )oo = H(l_qk)7 (x;Q)oo = H(l—qu). (61)
k=1 k=1 k=0

%—BPS index

Here we specialize to f(q) = fi/2(¢) = ¢- It is well-known that I ( ) = 1/(¢)n, and
this was also presented as a motivating example in [GL21]. We quickly work through the
formula from the perspective of random partitions that we take here. The formula (2.5)

gives

142(g qu LS e (6.2)

Z(M)SN

We now perform the sum over A for a fixed weight |A| = n and a fixed length ¢(u) = k to

Z > x = P(n,k), (6.3)

Al=n = lp)=k

where P(n, k) is the partition of n into k parts. This leads to

N?(q ZZPn k)q (1 (6.4)

=0 k=0 Q)N

obtain

which is a well-known formula.
In this case the giant graviton expansion can be fully understood. Firstly, we have

1

1542(41) = m

, (6.5)
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which is indeed the multi-graviton index. Then we have

09 (@
Il 2 -

N+1,
Fo ~ (@ $ Q) oo - (6.6)

We use the identity (see e.g. [Zag07] Chapter 2, Proposition 2)

[eS) m)
Z ™ (6.7)
m=0
to obtain the complete giant-graviton expansion
1/2 m+1
0@ _ 5~ oma)
A= . (6.8)
IOO (Q) m=0 q)m
Now let us check our formula. We have
~ q > (Q’ Q)2
fipld =——=> ¢, Ki(Gq = 22200 : 6.9
V2 1—gq nzl K60 (G @)oo (1/¢5 @) (69)
We expand K in powers of ¢ and then (, as explained above, to obtain the giant-graviton
contributions
-NA 1)
% => ¢ Gy lg| <|¢|<1. (6.10)
NezZ
We find
N=1
V@) = - -2 P
27
1/2 (6.11)
I, (q
11/2( ) 1= =P =4+ + P+ ¢ =g
1:57°(9)
N=2
1
G(%,)z(Q) = ¢ - -"-¢"-2¢" - "+,
21/2(‘1) = P =P =P+ P42 2 2B M
1:57(9)
N=3
1
G(%;(q) _ _q4_q5_q6_q7_q8_q10_q12_q14_q15_q16_~_“_7
II/Q(Q) 4 5 6 7 8, 11 12 13 14 15 1
1o —1=—¢"-¢-¢"—¢ -+ "+ +2¢" +2¢" +2¢" +2¢"° + .. ..
157(q)
(6.13)

We see that G(ll)N(q) has order N + 1, and agrees with the expansion (6.8) (recall
3
that G&O)N = 1), up to O(¢?N**) as predicted.
27
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%-BPS index

Here we have f(q) = 2¢/(1 + ¢), for which the superconformal index is called the Schur
index [GRRY13]. This index has been studied in quite some depth, including from the
point of view of modular transformations [Raz12, BRS21, PP21]. The following explicit
expression for the Schur index was obtained in [BDF15],

Ia) = (q;q)oo?q; %) m:(_l)m <<N;m> " <N +J7\771 . 1)) 6

Firstly, we note that the prefactor in (6.14) is indeed equal to

1 ad 14 q” 1/8
(43 D)oo (€5 4?) 0 H 1—qn @) (6.15)

n=1

where the last equality follows from the formula (2.6) with f1/8(¢) = 2¢/(1 + q). Thus we

have
- S (O (e

which is in the form of the giant graviton expansion.

Now let us check our formula. We have

> 2q - - 1 (¢;9)
figle) = —— ==2) q", Ki(¢,q) = = :
(D) = 724 2 HO9) = T200-1/0 Gk (@/G ok
(6.17)
We find, upon expanding K 1 the contributions of N = 1,2, 3:
G'M(g) = —3¢% —5¢° — 74" — 9¢*° + O(¢*")
87
—4¢” — 6¢° — 8¢"° + O(¢*'), (6.18)

(9) = —5¢* — 7" — 9¢" + O(¢*").

Q

~
2T

= o — = —

—

=

~—

I

oc\»—-’: 00|

We can check that Gg\lf)(q) has order N + 1 and agrees with the expansion (6.16) up
to O(¢?N*4) as predicted.

1—16-BPS index
Here we have

1—¢%)>3 (34 4q + 2¢*
f1/16(Q):1_( )" _ q Q)’

(1—¢%)? (1+q+ ¢?)?
— 32 nq?)nfl _22 q3n_32 nq3n+1’
n=1 n=1 n=1
7 ola) = (1-¢* . ¢B+4¢+2¢%)
R e R S I
o 5o (6.20)
= > (M*+2)¢" =Y nn-1)¢"".
n=1 n=1
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In this case no explicit formula (e.g. of the type (6.14)) is known which does not involve
the evaluation of multi-dimensional contour integrals (1.1) or the evaluation of symmetric
group characters (2.5). Using the latter method the index up to O(q"™°) was calculated
in [Mur22]. Here f/16(q) = O(¢?), so that o = 2 in the notation of Theorem 5.1. This

means that G (i) N(q) = O(¢*W+1D), and so the non-trivial check with the first 70 terms can
16°

be made for up to N = 34. We have verified the statement of our theorem that G(i) N(q)

16’

agrees with the expansion (6.16) up to O(¢*V*®) up to this rank. We present the first
three cases below. We note that the functions K1 ((,q) are infinite products of terms of
16

the type (1 —¢")" and (1 — q")”z, generalizing the MacMahon function, such functions are
being studied in work in progress by the author with S. Garoufalidis and D. Zagier.

N =
GY (q) = —6g" +64° —3¢° — 647 +21¢° — 36¢° + 27¢'° + 30" ~148¢'2 + 270"
16°
—336¢ 4 202¢"° + 348¢'% — 1392¢'7 + .. .,
Il/lG(q)
11/16 —1 = —6¢* +6¢° — 3¢5 — 6¢" + 21¢® — 36¢° + 27¢"° + 304" —92¢'? + 132¢"3
I (q)
~90¢"* — 106¢"* + 369¢'° — 444¢'" + . ...
(6.21)
N=2
G\ (9) = 104 +12¢7 — 9¢° + 21¢™° — 54¢™ + 83¢'? — 102¢" + 724 + 128¢"°
167
—585¢%0 +1122¢'" + .. .,
11/16( )
21/16 —1 = —10¢° 4+ 12¢" — 9¢® + 21¢"° — 54¢"" + 83¢*? — 102¢"3 + 72¢'* + 128¢"°
147 (q)
—459¢"0 4 74441 + ...
(6.22)
N=3
G .(q) = —15¢° +20¢° — 18¢'0 + 12" + 10¢'2 — 54¢™ + 111¢™ — 1904"® + 279¢'°
16’
— 288¢'7 + 49¢"® + 630¢"°—1905¢%° + 3658¢>" + ...,
1.1/16( )
21/16( ) 1 = —15¢°% 4+ 20¢° — 18¢'% + 12¢* 4 10¢'% — 54¢*® + 111¢™* — 190¢° + 279416
14 ' (q

— 288¢'7 + 49¢"® + 630¢'?—1653¢%° + 2790¢%' + .. ..
(6.23)
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A The matrix integral as a sum over partitions

We use the notations and conventions of [Macon]. We denote partitions as A = (A1, Ag,...)
with Ay > Xy > ..., or in the frequency representation as [[,~,i" = 1" 2™ .... The
number of parts of a partition (or length) is the number of non-zero A; or, equivalently,
£(A) = ;7. The weight of the partition [A| =3 ,51 Aj = > ;51 iri. The first step is to
expand the exponential in (1.1), which gives a sum of products of traces of powers of the
unitary matrix and powers of its inverse. Each such product [, (Tr Ui)rj is labelled by
the partition A = [[,~; ¢" written in the frequency representation, and we denote such a
product by Ox(U) (and similarly we have Oy(U~1).) Next we write these powers in terms
of U(N) group characters [FH04]. Recall that the representations of U (V) and those of the
symmetric group Sy are both labelled by partitions of N. We denote the corresponding
characters as X, and x*, respectively. We then use the Frobenius formula for U(N),

OAU) = D Xull)x*(N). (A1)
{p)<N

Here, and below, all sums over partitions run over all partitions with any restrictions being
indicated (as in the sum over p).
Using the first orthogonality relation of the group characters of U(N), i.e.,

[ DU R0 = b (A.2)

we obtain

[promow ) = ¥ 0 Em = 3 e0r. (ag)

Here the second equality is a consequence of the fact that the characters of the symmetric
group are real (actually integers). Upon putting these steps together, we obtain

A
Zute) = [ DU S E 0\0) 0U')
A

2 (A.4)
=> > > xHN?,
X A N
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where, for any partition X as above, we use the notations

gt = H 9\ = H g, Z) = H rild". (A.5)
i

i>1 i>1
B Review of bosonization and fermionic correlation functions

We first recall the basic ideas and equations of bosonization that we need here [Gin88] (we
use the conventions of [Pol07]). We introduce a real chiral bosonic field X (z) which obeys
the operator product expansion

1
0X(z)0X ~ — 4+ 0(1). B.1
(20X () ~ sy +O() (B.1)
The field is expanded in oscillator modes as
. On,
0X(2) = =iy —i7. (B.2)
nez

The oscillator modes obey oy = a_y, and the OPE (B.1) is equivalent to the commutation

relations
[an, am] = Nntmo0- (B.3)

We call a,, bosonic creation operators for n < 0 and annihilation operators for n > 0. The
bosonic vacuum is defined to be the state

a, [0) =0, n>0. (B.4)

States in the bosonic Fock space are spanned by an arbitrary number of creation operators
acting on the vacuum state. The mode ag corresponds to the momentum in field space
and needs to be quantized separately. As it turns out, we do not need to deal with this
zero mode for our purposes, and therefore we will only discuss the modes n in Z* = Z \ {0}
in the formulas below. We will also not discuss cocycles in any of the vertex operators, as
we do not need them for our purposes.

The basic statement of bosonization is that the free complex chiral fermion discussed
in Section 4 is equivalent to the free chiral boson with the relations

Y(z) =: et X D(z) =: e XE) (B.5)

where the : - : indicates normal ordering. Equivalently, we can present the relation between
the fermionic and the bosonic modes,

oy = Z Uy U nez". (B.6)
TGZ"P%

The bosonic vacuum maps to the Dirac vacuum. We will also need the commutation
relations of the bosonic oscillator modes with the fermions, which follow from (B.5),

[an, ¥(2)] = 2"P(2),  [an, ¥(2)] = =2"9(2), neZ. (B.7)
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Next we write the state |t) defined in (4.13) in terms of the bosonic variables. This
needs some basics of symmetric function theory [Macon]. An important role in the following
is played by the following vertex operators

=1
Li(t) = eXp(Z 7 th aik) ; t=(t1,t2,...), (B.8)
k=1

which are Hermitian conjugates of each other I'y (t)! = I'_(t). They obey the relations

DL (¢ —exp(z 0t ) D) T ), (8.9
and

L0 0) = op( 3 40t ) v Tal),
k=1
Ty (t)(z) = exp< =S % b zik) D) TL(t).
k=1

Note that the factors appearing in the equations (B.10) are related to the complete

homogeneous symmetric functions as follows,

exp<§:1tkz> Zz H,( (B.11)

k=1

Here H,,(t) = hy,(x) for t, = >, 2¥ k =1,2,..., with h, being the complete homogeneous

[
symmetric functions in the alphabet x [Macon]. It then follows from the relations (B.10)

that the state .
= Hiﬁ—ai @—bi ’0> ) (B.12)
i=1

as defined in (4.12), obeys

(p|T_(t) [0) = det(Hpu—ivj(t)) = Su(t). (B.13)

The functions Sy (t) appearing on the right-hand side are the Schur functions of x when
we substitute ¢, = >, ¥ and the last equality in (B.13) is the Jacobi-Trudy identity.
The functions Sy, (t) are precisely the functions defined as
tA
Sult) = 30 T xtV), (B.14)

z
Iy A

n (3.9), as discussed below that equation.
Upon combining (B.13) and the definition (4.13), we obtain the statement that the
wavefunction of the state I'_(t) |0) in the partition basis is the Schur function, i.e.,

) = S5u(t) 1) = T_(1)]0). (B.15)
m
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Next we derive the expression (4.18). Firstly, we notice that the t*-dependence of
the state in (4.17) can be transferred to a t*-dependence of the operators. From the
relations (B.15), (B.4), (B.9), and the identification (3.12), we obtain

1

+ - - -\ _ T T
ZOO(tJF,t) (t7| (UMY (| LI [t™) (0|0, W_,, ...¥,, W_,. |0), (B.16)
where we have defined the dressed fermions
U, = U.(tT,t) = Gy, G L, U, = U, (tht) = G, G,

G = G(t+7t) — F+(t+)F_(t*)*1, (B.l?)

It is easy to check that ¥, and U, anicommute when r # s, and therefore the right-hand
side of (B.16) can be evaluated as usual by Wick’s theorem to give the determinant of
2-point functions. We have

P N J— m
(0| U, T_,, ... 0, T_, [0) = det<<0| v, 0, |o>) . (B.18)

ij=1
Thus the problem has reduced to evaluating the 2-point functions
K(r,s; t4,t) = (0] ¥, (tT,t7) U_,(t+,t7) |0), (B.19)
which we collect in the generating function
Flz,w; tT,t7) = Z I?(r,s; tTt7) 2w,
T8 EZ-‘:—% (B20)
= Vzw (0] G(t*,t7) 9 (2) d(w) G(tT,£7) 7 0),

where we have used the definitions (B.17) in going to the second line. From the quasi-
commutation relations (B.9), (B.10), we obtain

TR _
e t467) = Va3 (0] 0G) ) [0 (B.21)

where - -
J(z tt,t7) = exp(z %t,‘: = %t,; zk) . (B.22)

k=1 k=1

The fermionic free-field correlator in (B.21) is standard and follows easily from the original
algebra (4.2) or (4.3), so that

J(z;tT,t7) ezw

Rz w t7,67) = :
Rz w; €7,¢7) J(w; ttt7) 2z —w

lw| < |2]. (B.23)

Upon putting these formulas together, we obtain the formula [BO00] for Zn as a sum

over determinants,

Zn(tT,t7) > ~ _\m
—_— = (=)™ det (K (ry,ry; t7,67))0 . (B.24)
Zoo(tJrvti) 'r;) N<T1<Z<rm K !

T‘iEZ‘F%
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