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Abstract

In this paper we study the chaos exponent, the exponential growth rate of the out-
of-time-ordered four point functions, in a two coupled SYK models which exhibits a first
order phase transition between the high temperature black hole phase and the low temper-
ature gapped phase interpreted as a traversable wormhole. We see that as the temperature
decreases the chaos exponent exhibits a discontinuous fall-off from the value of order the
universal bound 27/ at the critical temperature of the phase transition, which is consis-
tent with the expected relation between black holes and strong chaos. Interestingly, the
chaos exponent is small but non-zero even in the wormhole phase. This is surprising but
consistent with the observation on the decay rate of the two point function [I], and we
found the chaos exponent and the decay rate indeed obey the same temperature depen-
dence in this regime. We also studied the chaos exponent of a closely related model with
single SYK term, and found that the chaos exponent of this model is always greater than

that of the two coupled model in the entire parameter space.
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1 Introduction and Summary

The SYK model |2 3] and its variants are useful toy models to study various aspects of quantum
chaos and its gravity dual related to the black hole dynamics [4, 5]. The SYK model is a
disordered quantum mechanical model where N Majorana fermions are coupled by g¢-body
interactions with random couplings Jj,4,..;,. This model is simple enough to study directly
at finite parameter regime. The perturbative expansion of the correlation functions simplifies
in the large N limit, where only the melonic diagrams survives. As a result one can resum
the perturbation series and write down the Schwinger-Dyson equation explicitly, with which
one can study the thermalization property (decay of autocorrelation function) and the chaos
exponent (out-of-time-ordered four point function) [0, [7] directly at finite coupling. We can
also study the fluctuation properties of the spectrum and the eigenvectors [8, 0] for finite N
by the exact diagonalization of the Hamiltonian as a 2V/2 x 2V/2 matrix for each realization of
Jiyiy-iy- Despite these simplicities the dynamics of the SYK model is highly chaotic. By solving
the Schwinger-Dyson equation at the strong coupling limit we find that the chaos exponent
saturates the universal upper bound [10] for ¢ > 4. The SYK model for ¢ > 4 also enjoys the
random matrix theory like level statistics [11], 12, [13] 14}, 15, 6], which are distinctive criteria

for the quantum chaos. For ¢ = 2 the SYK model is not chaotic.

Although there are no direct argument on the gravity dual of the SYK model, the SYK
model has in common with AdS, spacetime at finite distance from the boundary (which is
called nearly AdS, or NAdS,) in the following sence [17]. In the low energy limit the large NV
SYK model enjoys an emergent symmetry corresponding to the reparametrization of the time
variable. This symmetry is spontaneously broken to SL(2, R) by choosing a single solution to the
Schwinger-Dyson equation (or equivalently, a single reparametrization), and is broken explicitly
once we take into account the term of time derivative in the Schwinger-Dyson equation. The
low energy effective theory of the reparametrization modes is given by the Schwarzian action.
Whole these structures are same as what we encounter for the dynamics of the shape of the
cutoff boundary of NAdS,.

We can construct various models by using the SYK models as building blocks, often keeping
the aformentioned tractabilities of the original SYK model and play. Such models would play

the role of experiments to understand various phenomena related to the quantum chaos. For



example, we can study the thermalization process under various quantum quench caused by
SYK-like deformations [18], can introduce spatial directions [19] 20], can realize a model with
tunable chaoticity by coupling SYK,>4 with SYK, to compare different characterizations of the

quantum chaos [21] 22], and so on.

In this paper we consider the model of two SYK systems (which we call L system and R
system) coupled by a uniform quadratic interaction, where the random coupling of the two
SYK systems are completely correlated. This model was proposed [23] to be dual to the two
sided AdS, black hole or the global AdSs spacetime depending on the strength of the LR
coupling, where in the latter situation can be interpreted as a traversable wormhole created by
negative null energy due to the direct coupling between the two boundaries [24, 25]. Indeed
from the analysis of the large N free energy this model was found to exhibit a first order phase
transition between the low temperature gapped phase and the high temperature (or small LR

coupling) large entropy phase, which correspond respectively to the traversable wormhole and
the two-sided black hole [23].

Note that the thermodynamic quantities which characterize the black hole phase and the
Hawking-Page like phase transition mentioned above are not by themselves direct criteria for
the quantum chaos. However, since various holographic arguments suggests that the system
dual to a black hole spacetime is highly chaotic [26] 27, 28, 29, B0], it would be natural to
expect that the Hawking-Page like transition is indeed related to the quantum chaos [21]. This
motivate us to study in detail how the chaotic property of a system varies around the phase
transition. As the phase transition takes place only in the large N limit, in this paper we focus
on the chaos exponent which we can study directly in the large N limit by solving the real time
Schwinger-Dyson equation, rather than the level statistics which would require a non-trivial

extrapolation to address the large N limit [31].

Here we briefly summarize our results. First of all, at high temperature far from the phase
transition regime the chaos exponent of the two coupled model agrees with that for the single
SYK model. This is because the LR coupling is essentially a mass term and hence irrelevant in
the high energy limit. As the temperature is decreased the two results start to deviate; while the
chaos exponent for the SYK model monotonically approaches the upper bound %’r, for the two
coupled model Aj,/(27/5) starts to decrease at some temperature above the phase transition
temperature T.. This is in contrast to the behavior of the free energy whose temperature
dependence in the black hole phase is almost same as that for the uncoupled case even near T' =
T.. At T =T, the chaos exponent jumps due to the interchange of the dominant configuration

among the two distinctive solutions to the Schwinger-Dyson equation.

We have also studied the chaos exponent in the low-temperature wormhole phase in detail.

At first thought one may expect that the system is not chaotic at all in the wormhole phase. For



example if we consider the decay rate of a large N two point function, the decaying behavior in
the black hole phase can be understood as the fact that the infalling mode does not come out
from the black hole again [32]. In the wormhole geometry, on the other hand, the signal from
the right boundary reaches the left boundary and then reflects back to reach the right boundary
again, which seems to suggest that the two point function continues to oscillate and the system
never thermalizes. This is indeed the case for example for the confining phase of the 4d U(N)
Yang-Mills theory on S? [26] 33, 34]. However, it was found [I] that the two point functions
exhibit exponential decay even in the wormhole phase, although the decay rate is small so that
the signal can traverse between the two boundaries many times before it disappears [35]. We
have found that the chaos exponent in the wormhole phase is also small but non-zero, which
is consistent with the results in [I]. We have further discovered a simple relation between the

chaos exponent Aj, and the energy gap Fg,, holds in the low temperature regime:

4_2

Ap~e 7 BB (g = 4). (1.1)

We found this is true also when the LR coupling is sufficiently large so that the phase transition
does not exist any more [23 31], as long as the temperature is sufficiently low. This formula is
reminiscent of the low temperature limit of the chaos exponent for the weakly coupled matrix
field theory A;, ~ A2e~™" [36] where m is the mass of the matrix scalar field and X is the 't
Hooft coupling.

As a comparison, we have also studied the chaos exponent of the single SYK model with the
same quadratic deformation [37]. Although this single sided model is similar to the two coupled
model when the quadratic coupling is zero or large enough, it was found [38] that this model
does not exhibit phase transition in any parameter regime. We have found that as we decrease
the temperature the chaos exponent of the single sided model behaves qualitatively similarly to
that of the two coupled model in the black hole phase, while the temperature where Ar,/(27/0)
starts to decrease is slightly lower than that in the two coupled model. At low temperature, the
chaos exponent is significantly large compared with the two coupled model due to the absence
of the phase transition. We have also found that the chaos exponent of the single sided model
also obeys the same formula when the energy gap is significant compared with the thermal

fluctuations (i.e. when the spectral function shows well separated peaks).

This paper is organized as follows. In section [2| we introduce the models we will study:
the two coupled model [23] and the single sided model [37], and review their large N effective
descriptions by the bilocal fields (GX formalism). In section [3| we continue the GX formalism
to the Lorentzian real time to study the OTOC and the chaos exponent of the two models. In
section [4] after reviewing the phase structures of the two models, we display the results of the

real time numerical analysis. In particular, we display the chaos exponent of the two models
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in the whole parameter regime including the vicinity of the phase transition point in the case
of the two coupled model. We observe an interesting similarity between the critical behavior
of the chaos exponent and that of the specific heat. We also argue an analytic derivation of
the chaos exponent in the low temperature regime. In section [5| we discuss implications of our

results and propose future directions.

Although in section {4] we focus on the cases where the two models are built from the SYK
model with ¢ = 4, in appendix [A] we also display some results for the two models built from
SYKq:G or SYKq:S.

2 Models

In this paper we consider the following two models. The first model consists of the two SYK
systems with N/2 fermions per each side,ﬂ coupled with a simple quadratic interaction: coupled

with a simple quadratic interaction:

N N
2 2

Htwo - Z% E lezgzq(wi%j; o wz{; + (_1)%1/}5? 21;5 o 5) + Z:U’ E szl/}zRv (21)
11 <tg<-<ig =1

where {¢¢, 1’} = 6°°4;; and

J?-207 (g —1)! . :
(Jirigeig) = 0, ((J,;N-2...,-q)2> = TN (no sum over iy, 4, -+ , i) (2.2)
The second model is the single SYK system with N fermions with the same mass deformation:
N 7
Hsingle = Z% Z Jl'lliz..‘in’hXiQ U Xiq + Z,LL Z X2i—1X2i5 (23)
11 <t <-<ig i=1
where {x;, x;} = 0;; and
J?-207 (g —1)! — :
Ui =0 Uy = T2 02 o sumover iz, i) (24)

In the following sections we shall call these models respectively as “two coupled model” and
“single sided model”. These models show interesting thermodynamical properties [23, [38]. We
will review some of these properties in section [4] which are particularly relevant to the study of

the chaos exponent.

The two coupled model (2.1]) has a Z4 symmetry [31] that is generated by

e AR S (2.5)

L Here we put N/2, not N, fermions per each side, which is a different notation from [23].




2.1 GY formalism

In these models we can rewrite the partition function into an expression without disorder by
introducing new variables of bi-local fields. This formalism turns out to be useful for analyzing
the system in the large N limit.

2.1.1 Two coupled model

First let us consider the two coupled model (2.1), whose partition function is defined as

N/2
1
Zunol) = < [ Potwes [— Jau(z 3 Y veoue+ Htwo)} >J_ e
CL:L,R =1 1119+ iq
We can perform the disorder average first by writing it explicitly as the Gaussian integration

over J,,...i,, to obtain

(TR g = )N 07) (N/2)"'q )
2l = (M) d‘””‘?'"iqeXp[‘zjzzq—lm—1>!n<i;<z =

oo~ [a (1Zwaama+mwo)}

q7299=1(q _ g
R e S R R R R L)

- [z wowr + S vtor) | 7)

If we define the bi-local fields

N/2

Galu) = o7 P 28)

the last expression can be written as

Zul) = [ Dut x| S [ awtoar
—i—Z/dudu 22q :

where we have defined Gg(u,u’) = N/2 ZN/ 2o (u)y?(u') and also the following constant

(1 (-1t (01
Sab — ((_1)3 1 ) y €abp — <_1 0) . (210)

———— 8 Gap(u,u’) — %eabGab(u, u')o(u — u')H , (2.9)

matrices



If we further introduce Lagrange multiplier bilocal field X, (u, u')

1—/DGabuu H5< av(u,u) N/2 Z@Z)a )
_ /DGabDEabe4 fdUdu'(Eab(U,U')*iﬂeabfs(ufu/))(Gab(uyu')*ﬁ > o (w)lb(u')) (2'11)

to regard Ggu(u,u’) as an independent set of the integration variables from ¢ (u), we can

perform the inntegration over ¢¢ in (12.9)) explicitly asE|

[ putta exp[ [ wau (ve) v

(_5(u _ u/)au/ + ELL(U:UI);ELL(“/u“) ELR(“)“/);ERL(Ulvu) _ @,u(S(u _ ul) ) <¢ZL(u1)
(G

B ()Bup ) sy — o) —§(u— )0y + Zertr)—Sen'a ]| ey
_pp| [0 — w0 + erbemilen - Bl Balen) — gy — o) : 2.12
= Yrr(uu) =Y p(u,u) Fipd(u—u)  —8(u— )0 + Zrr(uu)-Yrr(w u) (2.12)
2 u 2
As a result we obtain [23]
Ziwo(B) = / DGy DS gpe Vot (2.13)

with

—5<'Ll, _ u')@u/ + Y (uu ) =2 (v ) Err(un)—Spp (v u) Z,LL(S(U _ ’U,,) )

1
SWO = ——logdet ’ ’ 2 2 ’ ’
t 4 ) ( ZRrr(uwu )QELR(“ u) + i,u(S(u B u/) _5(u . U/>@u’ + Zrr(uu );ERR(U ;u)

2

+ Z i /dudu/ (Eab(u, )G op(u,u') — %sab[QGab(u, u’)}q>. (2.14)
a,b

In the large N limit, the partition function is dominated by the contribution from the saddle

point configurations, which are the solutions of the following Schwinger-Dyson equations

5Stwo
0 ap(u, u')
Gap(u,u')

—1
Yrp(uu) =3 (u u Yrr(wu)—Zrn (W u .
—6(u — )y + 22t )2 Lo (w’u) L) Erp () g5y — o) ) (u, )
ab

=0 <«

—_— 1" 1" 2 1" 1"
( ERrr(uw,u );ELR(U u) + iué(u - u//) _5(u B u//)au” + YRR (uu );ERR(U u)

(2.15)

2 In this paper we do not impose anti-symmetry property on Ga(u,u’) in the GX formalism, and treat
Gap(u,u’) as four independent bilocal fields without any restriction on the wu,u’-dependence. This approach
allows, when we discuss variational problems, us to treat all of §Gup(u,u’) and 6%,5(u,u’) as independent
variational modes. Also note that here we have introduced the auxiliary field X, (u, v') with a shift by a fixed
configuration —ipeqpd(u — u') for later convenience in section
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2

% =0 < Yupud)= %sab[ZGab(u,u')]q_l. (2.16)
Note that in the GX formalism we do not impose the symmetry property Ggp(u, u') = —Gpa(u/, w)
which follows from the original way we have introduced them ({2.8]), and treat each of G ,(u, u’),
Yap(u, u’) as independent bilocal fields. This symmetry property, however, must be recovered
once we integrate out the auxiliary bilocal fields ¥.,(u,u'). Indeed, in the first line of the
equation of motion since the right-hand side is anti-symmetric under (u,a) <> (u/,b) it

follows that a saddle solution satisfies
Gup(u, ') = —Gpa(u', 1), Zap(u,u') = =Sy, (v, ). (2.17)

Here we have also recalled the second line of (2.16)) to obtain the latter result. Taking into ac-
count these relations we can rewrite the first line of the equations of motion 0 Siyo /0% (u, u') = 0

simpliy as

OuGap(u,u') — Z(—i,ueachb(u, u') + /du”Eac(u, u")G o (u”, u')) = 0g0(u—u'), (2.18)

C

which we will use to derive the real time continuation in the next section.

Lastly, note that the solution we are interested in is the one which we can indeed interpret

as the two point function of ¢¢(u) at finite temperaturd’|

N
1 d u
Gap(u, ') = N/2) D ATwd (b))
i=1
N - o P
) o L (e (0)e Ml b (0)e e 5 L (Refu] > Relu])
- o o (0, 7y 7y )
- (N1/2) o2 (tref b (0)e~H v 710%('1(0)67H“676H>Ji1i24..iq (Re[u] < Re[u'])
(2.21)
which obeys the following properties:
Gap(u,u)* = =Gop(—u", —u"), (2.22)
3 In this paper we adopt the annealed average
Dyt Qe J dulaviduwpi+H)y
(0) = {J DuiOc Vst (2.19)

([ Dyger S dulvitui b)),

iyigeiq
so that we can treat the random coupling in the same way as a constant field and integrate them in the partition
function (2.6). Although this is different from the quenched average

0 ) [ DYgOe [zl duui+H)
< ><1uenched = < fD’(/Jg€7 S du(ivgouyi+H) >

(2.20)

Jijig-ig

which was originally adopted for finite N, the two results agrees in the large N limit.



Gar(u+ B,u') = —=Gop(u, ') (if Re[u] < Re[u] < Refu + f]). (2.23)

Hence when we solve the equations of motions we should further impose these properties as
ansatze, although they are neither imposed on the integration measure DGy (u,u') in (2.13)
nor consequences of the equations of motion (2.18)),(12.16)).

2.1.2 Single sided model

One can do the same rewriting for the single sided model (2.3) by introducingﬁ

!/ !/ 1
Grr(u, U N/22X2z 1(u)x2i—1(u), GLR(U’U)_N_/Q

M=

X2i—1 (U)Xzi(ul),

=1

N
1 2
GRL(U U N/2 ZX& XQz 1( /), GRR(%U,) = N_/2 ;X%(U)X%(U,% (2-24)
as
1 N
Zsingle - </DXZ(U) €xXp |:_/du<§ ZXiguXi+Hsingle>:| >J/
=1 1142 1iq
= / DG oy DY e ¥ Ssinte (2.25)
with

. [ 2 2
Ssmgle - 4 log det ( Yrr(uu )QELR(u ) + Zﬂé( u/) —(S(U o u/)aul + Srr(uu)—Srr(u u)

2
1 / / / j22q GLL(ua ul> + GRR(“’? u,> 1
+ Z/dudu (; Yap(u, u")Gop(u,u’) — ( ) ) (2.26)

5(U /)a + Err(uu') =3 (v ,u) Srr(uw,w)—Ypp(vu) Z[L(S(U _ UI) )

q? 2

The equations of motion are

6Ssingle
5Eab

Gap(u,u')

=0 <+

4 Note that is redundant; one may also proceed by introducing only two bi-local fields G(u,u’) =
+ Zf\;l Xi(w)x:(v') and Gog(u, u') = ﬁ Zfi/f X2i—1(u)x2i(u'), as in [38]. Nevertheless we found it more con-
venient to introduce the four bi-local fields G4 (u, v') and the subsequent four auxiliary bilocal fields X4 (u, u)
as they allow a completely parallel treatment of the one-loop determinant contribution and the XG bilinear
term when we discuss the variations of the action Sgingle to derive the equations of motion , and the
ladder kernel for the four point functions .



Yo (uu )3 (v ) Srr(uu) =Yg (v ,u) . -1
(—5(u —u')0, + =LE 5 LI 5 —ipd(u —u') > (w1,
ab

- ERL(“v“/);ELR(UI:u) + z',ué(u B u/) _5(u . u/)aul + ERR(U’UI);ERR(UI:“)
(2.27)
5Ssingle
=0
5Cay <
/ / jz / / q_l ! /
Yrp(u,u') = Brp(u,u') = 7<GLL(u,u ) + Ggrr(u,u )> . Yrr(u,u’) = Xgp(u,u’) =0.
(2.28)

Similarly to the case of the two coupled model, from the equations of motion we immediately
find

Gab(u7 ul) = _Gba<ula u)7 Yab = _Eba(ulau)a
ELL(U,UI) = ERR(U, u’), ZLR(U, u’) = ERL(U, U/) =0. (229)

Using the last three equations of (2.29)), we can simplify the first line of the equaitons of motion

as
0,G (') — / Q"1 (u, ") G (1) + isG g (o) = 8 — ),
0uGrr(u,u') — /du”ZLL(u,u”)GLR(u”,u') + iuGrr(u,u’) =0,
0uG R (u,u') — /du”ZLL(u,u”)GRL(u”,u’) —ipGrp(u,u') =0,
9uG rr(u,u') — /du”ELL(u, u")Grr(u”,u') — ipGrr(u,u') = 6(u —u'). (2.30)

Remarkably, in the single sided model we can solve these equations of motion explicitly with

respect to Grgr, GrL
1
Grr(u,u') = —;(&LGRR(u?u’) - /du”ELL(u, u")Grr(u" u') — 0(u —u')),

Grr(u,u') = ﬁ(@uGLL(u, u') — /du”ZLL(u,u”)GLL(u", u') —d(u—u')), (2.31)
with which we obtain a closed set of equations only for G, Ggrgr, >XLL:

%/du”(é(u . u1/>au” . ELL(U7 u//)) [/ du"'(6(u" . u///)aum . ZLL(U”7 U”,))GLL(U”,, u/)

—o(u" — u')] —ipGrp(u,u') =0,

ﬁ/du”(é(u o u//>au” . ELL(“, u//)) [/ du’”(5(u” N u”/)au/// _ ELL('U”, u///))GRR(u///’ u/)

10



—o(u" — u’)] — iuGrr(u,u’) =0, (2.32)
together with the first equation of (2.28)).

Lastly, as in the case of the two coupled model, our interest is restricted to the solutions

which satisfies the following additional properties

Gap(u, ') = —Gop(—u*, —u'"), (2.33)
Ga(u+ B,u') = —Gup(u,u’) (if Re[u] < Re[u'] < Re[u + 8]), (2.34)

such that we can interpret Gup(u,u’) as

N

N1/2 Z<TX21'—1(U)X21'_1(U,)>7 GLR(U, u/) _ NL/Q

N

Gro(u,u') = (Txi-1(w)xai(w)),

)=

1

%

GRL(u u) N1/2 Z<TX2¢(U)X2F1(UI)>, GRR(U, u/) = NL/Q

M=

(Tx2i(uw)x2(u)).  (2.35)

=1

3 Chaos exponent

3.1 Two coupled model

The quantum chaoticity of the two coupled model can be characterized by the following four
point functions called the out-of-time-ordered correlators (OTOC)

(N}Q) ZW(% it )it (0 i)Yo (D) uio))

i1ig---iy

_ ﬁ Z<w(_ﬁ + tl)wb(ﬁ + t2)><w§(§)w?<o>>J n Niﬂfabcd(zl,@). (3.1)

i1ig--riq

When the system is chaotic, the connected part Fypeq(t1, t2) of an OTOC behaves at late time
as
A (t1+to)

Fuvealtista) ~e™ 2 (3.2)
where Ay is the chaos exponent which quantify the chaoticity of the system. Since the left-hand
side of (3.1) inside (--+), ,, ,, is written in terms of the bi-local field (2.8)) as Gup(8/2 +i(t1 —
t2))Gea(S/2), we can calculate this four point function as well as the connected part in the large
N limit within the GX formalism, with the Euclidean time variables continued appropriately.
Below we first demonstrate the analytic continuation and derive the real time Schwinger-Dyson
equations (3.21)),(3.22)), and then explain how to obtain the chaos exponent from the real time

two point functions.
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Figure 1: Left: Keldysh contour for the insertion of single operator. Right: Contours C',C’

used in ([3.4),(3.5)).

3.1.1 Real time Schwinger-Dyson equation

Our starting point is the Schwinger-Dyson equations (2.18)),(2.16|) together with the symme-

try properties (2.17) and ansatz (2.22),(2.23). To obtain the Schwinger-Dyson equation in
Lorentzian time ¢, we continue u to u = it. There are two different ways to continue G (u1, usg)

when Re[u;] = Refug] corresponding to the ordering in the operator formalism, which define

the following two independent components
G (t1,t2) = —iGgp(ity ity) = —i Jim Gap(€ +ity, —e +ity),

G5ty o) = —iGa(it] ity) = —i 13110 Gap(—€ + ity € + ita). (3.3)

When an operator is inserted at some u the forward/backward time evolution around u does
not cancel, which result in the Keldysh contour (see figure [1]) in the path integral formalism.
As a result we obtain the following two real time equations from the continuation of ([2.18)

iy, Gl ity itT) — Z(—meacacb(z’t;,z’t;) n / dufzac(it;,u/)acb(u',@'t;)> —0, (34
C

C

—i0y, Gap(it] ,ity) — Z (—weachb(z’tf, ity ) + /

C

du'S o (it v )G (W it;)) =0, (3.5)

!

where the integrations are over the contours depicted in Fig. |1l and can be rewritten as

—00

/ du'Zac(itf, u’)Gcb(u', Zt;) = —1 / dtg(EaRc(tl, tg)G;(tg, tg) + E;C(tl, tg)Gé(tg, tQ))
C

/ du'Zac(itf, u’)Gcb(u', ZtQ_) = —Z/ dtg(EaRc(tl, t3)G§7(t3, tg) + E;C(tl, tg)Gé(tg, tQ)) (36)

—00

Here we have defined the retarded/advanced component of the two point funcitons

GE(t1,t2) = O(t) — t2)(G” (t1, 1) — G=(t1,12)), (3.7)
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GA(t1,ts) = O(ta — 1) (G=(t1, t2) — G (t1,13)), (3.8)

and ¥E ¥4 in the same way. Taking the difference between (3.4) and (3.5), and using the
formulas ([3.6]), we obtain

— 0, Gl (b1, 12) = Y (—itpac Gl t2) - / dts(SE (0, t5) Gl (3, 12) — Tk (1, 1) G (83, 12) )

[

— —25(t1 - tg) . 2G§b<t1,t1) - —5ab6(t1 - t2) (39)

Here the second term in the integrand 2 (t1,t3)G% (t3, 1) vanishes for ¢; > t,, hence we end

up with the following set of equations:

— iathaRb(tl, tg) - Z(_iﬂpach(tlu tg) - /dthaRC(tl, t3)Gg)(t3, tg)) = _5ab5(t1 - tg),

[

(3.10)

ENE _
Yoty ta) = — SabGlop(t1, t2) ", (3.11)
Efb(tb tg) — 9(151 - tg)(Eib(tl, tz) —|— Eb>a(t27 tl)) (312)

Here we have also written the continuation of the second line of the equations of motion ([2.16|)
and the definition of the retarded component (3.8]) with X%, eliminated with the help of the anti-
symmetric property Yop(ur, ug) = —Xpa(ug, uy) [2.17). If we assume G2, (t1,ts) and GE (¢, t5)

depends only on t; — t5, we can write the two point functions also in the Fourier modes

> dw

fX(w):/:dteiwth(t), fX(t):/_oo W), (= Cur S X =3, < R A)
(3.13)

The first equation (3.10) can be written in the Fourier modes as

—(—w + EE (W)
(—w + 28 () (~w + SRR () — (SFp + i) (SE, — ip)
i?R(w) +ip
(—w + EF, () (~w + EBp (W) — (S, + i) (BF, — ip)’
éR (w) _ §~§L(w> — i _ _
(—w + 28 (@) (~w + SEp(w)) — (S +ip) (S8, — ip)
—(—w + 5F, (W)

Gapw) = ——= = L (31
(~w + S @) (~w + Dia(w)) — (SFp + i) (EE; — i)

éfL(W) =

éfR(“’) =

bl

Apparently the equations (3.10)-(3.12), (3.14), and (3.8)) are not closed by themselves as
GE does not completely determine G, throught (3.8). This problem is fixed by taking into

13



account the KMS condition (2.23) in the following way. First using the KMS relation in

Lorentzian signature, we obtain

Goy(tr 1) = 0t — 1) (Gt ta) — Gy (t, 12))
= 0(t; — t2) (G, (t1, t2) + G, (t1 — i3, 12)). (3.15)
Next we consider (GE (ta,11))*, use to rewrite (G, <)* in terms of G7,, and then do the
same rewriting as above:
(Gralta, 1)) = 0(ts — 1) (G, (o, 11)" — G, (t2,11)")
= 0(t2 — t1)(Gp(t2, 1) — G (t2, 1))
= 0(t2 — 1) (=G (t1, t2) + G (1, 1))
= 0(ty — t1)(—Gg(t1, t2) — G (t1 — 1B, t2)). (3.16)
Combining these relations, we obtain
Gyt ta) + G (ty — iB,t2) = GE (t1,ts) — (Gl (ta, 1h))*. (3.17)

In the Fourier modes this is written as
Gl (w) — (Gl (w))*

> —
ab (CL)) - 1 + e_ﬁw
Hence (3.10)-(3.12), (3.14) and (3.18) together form a closed system of the equations for GZ (¢)

which we can solve numerically.

(3.18)

Note that once we obtain the retarded component G% (¢), we can compute Gy (u) for general
u € C with 0 < Re[u] < 8 af]

, o fdw L GE(w) — (GE (W)
— > _ — o —wu ' ab ba
Gap(u) = iG,,(t = —iu) =1 5 ¢ Ty

, (3.19)

which we use to compute the chaos exponent in section [3.1.4] Also note that by setting u = 7
(0 < 7 < f) the formula reproduces the Euclidean propagator which we can obtain
relatively easily by solving the Schwinger-Dyson equations , on the real contour,
hence can be also used as a trivial check for the validity of the real time computation.

3.1.2 Further symmetry ansatz

We can further impose the following symmetry properties consistently with the Schwinger-
Dyson equations ([3.10))-(3.12)), (3.14)) and the physical ansatz (2.22))-(2.23)), (3.18])

GER(t) = GZL(t)v GEL(t) = _GER(t)v Z;R(t) = ZZL(t)’ EEL(t) = _EER@)- (3-20)

® We can also compute Gup(u) with —3 < Re[u] < 0 by using the anti-symmetry property Gup(u) =

—Gra(—u) 2.17).
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Note that this corresponds to imposing the Z, symmetry (2.5). Under these additional con-
straints, the Schwinger-Dyson equations (3.10)-(3.12), (3.14) reduce to the following set of

equations:

—(—w+Sf () SEr(w) + i

éfL(W): = 5 SR o’ éfR(W): SR 2 = RS
(moo+ SE @)+ (Chn(w) + i) (—o P, (@)? + (SFp(w) +in)

S7,(t) = ;]7 RG7, (07, Sia(t) = —%[mzR(mq—l,

S (1) = 0()(S70(t) + S70(—1), SEa(t) = 00 (S7a(t) — Sin(—1)), (3.21)

while the constraints of the physical ansatz are now written as

GEL(t)* = _GEL(_t)7 GER(t)* = GER<_t)a

~ 20Im[GFp (w)] iprr(w) 2Re[GTR(w)] pLr(w)
G> — LL — G> = LR = — . 322
re(w) 1 4 e b 14 e=Bw’ Lr(w) 1+ e b 1+ eBw (3.22)
Here we have defined the spectral functions
pri(w) = =2mm[GT ()], prr(w) = —2Re[GT,(w)]. (3.23)

As we see in section [4], these quantities are useful to characterize the gapped regime.

3.1.3 Four point function

We consider the following four point function which is written as the two point function in the
GY formalism:
N,
1 L 1

(N/2)? ;WJ?(u1)¢?(u2)¢;(u3)¢?(u4)> = 7 /DGabDEabGab(ubUQ)GCd(th)e—Nsw

(3.24)

In the large N limit we can evaluate this correlation function by expanding Siy, around a
solution of the Schwinger-Dyson equations (2.15)),(2.16)), G = GSZ) + N7 236G, Sap = ZSZ) +
N34 Yab AS

1
Stwo = St(\?vZ) + Z 8—N/du1du2du3du4
a,b,c,d
-1

(1 — ) Dy + SELC) D) ) B o
u

2 2
0 0
Eg%z (u,u’)ngl)% (u',u

(0) 1\ _x(0) o
) (= o) =8 — )y o Sl e

2 da
0% ap (U1, ug) — 0%pa (ug, ug)
2

) —ipd(u —u') (s, 1)
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-1

(0) N _(0) (s (0) n_s(0) ¢y
_5(“/ _ ul)au/ + ELL(uvu )QELL(U 7“) ELR(u,u )QERL(U 7“’) _ Z/,Lé(u _ ul)

Uy, U
Eg]z(u,u’)—Eéol)%(u’,u) Eggl)z(u,u’)—Eg})%(u’,u) ( 2 3)

5 +ipo(u—u')  —d(u—u)0y +
0 ca(us, ug) — 68 gc(ua, us3)

2
1
+ Z m/duldm
a,b

<5Eab(u1, 1) 0G gp (01, ) —

2 be

T2 g - 1)

3 5abG'D (w1, )20 Glap (s, u2)2> (3.25)

where the terms of O(0Gp, 0%,p) trivially vanish since we are expanding G, X4 around a
solution of the equations of motion. Note that the matrix elements in the first term can

be replaced with —Gyq(ug, 1) and —Gype(us, us) with the help of (2.15). Also noticing that
GO (u, ) = —G (! u), we obtain

1 Ggpu,u G(O)u,u —G(O)u,u G(O)u,u
Sewo = SO+ S S_N/duldUQdUSdU4 (u1, us)Gyq (u2 4)2 ad (U1, Ug) Gy (u2, us)

a,b,c,d

1
5Zab(u1, UQ)(SZCd(Ug, U4) + Z m / duldUQ
a,b

J?207 (g - 1)

<5Eab(u1> Ug)0G gp(uy, ug) — 5

SabG((l(z))) (u1, u2) " 20G o (us, U2)2>
1
= S+ D gy /dUdVgAB(U, V)6 A(U)85(V)
AB

J?207 (g - 1)

+ ; & (524(0)5GAW) - 2q

4G9 (U)H(SGA(UV) , (3.26)

where in the second line we have abbreviated the pair of indices/coordinates as A = (a,b),
U = (u1,usz), and denoted the kernel of 6% as G4(U, V):

0 0 0 0
G, (U, V)G 5, (U, Va) = G, (U1, Vo) G, (U, V1)
5 .
Since the inserted operator Ggp(uy, us)Geq(us, uy) does not depends on X, we can integrate

0% first, which is under the current approximation simply a Gaussian integration:

/ DY e Ve

Gap(U,V) =

(3.27)

:e_sév?/l/D(SEA exp [—Z%/dUdVgAB(U, V)X a(U)oxp(V)
AB

T2 (g - 1)
2q

_ i; / aU (5GAU)5AU) G )QQ‘SGA<U)2>]
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LT B / wav (54(0) = X [ dWGe(V)(G eaw. )
G0, (320() = - / aX (G sp(V; X)3Gp(X))
+3 / AUAV G 4(U) g(g”)AB(U, V)

+ wsAGg})(U)q_QéABé(U - V)>5GB(V)]

8q
_ Eg)oexp{_—;/dUdV(SGA )((g—l)AB(U,V)
j22q 1q(q— 1) ( V25,450 (U — V)>5GB(V)]- (3.28)

Expanding the inserted G qp(u1, u2)Geq(us, ug) also around the saddle configuration, now we are

left with the Gaussian integration in 0G 4(U) which we can perform as

N/2

(N}2)2 ZW%q(u1)w$(u2)¢;(u3)w§l(u4)> — G((z%) (u1,u2)G£2)(u3, ) +

1
(N/2) abcd(ulau2au37u4)

(3.29)

Swiching the notation back to A — (a,b), U — (uq, us), the connected part Fypeq(uq, uz, us, uy)

of the four point function is written as

]:abcd(uly Uz, U3, U4)

= =2[(6)an(U.V)

T?27q=1)  _0),rmg-2 -1 _ _
P 2O a0yt V)] (0= ),V = ()
= Z Fn,abcd(ulv Uz, U3, U4)- (330)
n=0
with
Fo,abed (U1 Uz, U3, Us) = —2G(qp) (c,a) (U1, uz), (v1,02))

= GO (w1, u3) Gy (uz, wa) + G} (w1, w) Gy (un, ug),

Foabed (U1, Ug, Uz, Uy)

=5 [av|-Gunattun ) TN w] (). v)

q (a,b),B

‘Fn7BlBQCd(‘/i7 ‘/27 us, U4)
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- Z / dvdv,lcabef(uly U2, v, v,)fn—l,efcd(va U,7 us, U,4),
e7f
J*20 (g 1)

7 G (us, Us)G,(,g) (ug, U4)SCdG£2) (uz, 1) 2 (3.31)

ICabcd(ula Uz, U3, U4) -

Here to write down the ladder kernel Kypeq(u1, ug, us, uy) we have used the fact that the matrix
on which K acts, Fp, apea(U1, U2, us, uq), is always anti-symmetric under (a,u;) <> (b, uz), which

holds inductively. Note that F.,.q obeys the following self consistency equation

Fabea(ur, w2, us, ) = Fo apea(U1, Uz, Uz, Ug) + Z / dvdv' K ape f (U1, g, v, V") Fefea(v, V', uz, us),

e,f
(3.32)
which we use in the next section.
3.1.4 Chaos exponent from OTOC at late time
Now we continue uy, us, us, uy in (3.32)) to
U = % +ity, Uy = g +ity, U3 = g, ug = 0, (3.33)

and take the integration contour of v, v’ as the following Keldysh contour.

v, v
U1 s
Cul Cu
2
Uus Uy

We are interested in the growing behavior of F(35/4 +ity, 8/4 +ite, 3/2,0) = F(t1,12) at late
time ¢1,t5 > 1, where the only relevant contributions in the right-hand side of are the
second terms with v € C,,v" € C,,; the integrations with v € C,, or v/ € C,, cancel by
themselves due to the regularity of the integrand, and all the other terms including the first
term Fo gpeq i are suppressed as they contain the two point functions evaluated at u with
Im[u] ~ t1,ts being large. For the same reason, since the integration over v € C,, v € C,,
is dominated only by the contributions from Im[v;] ~ ¢, Im[vy] ~ to, we can freely add to C,,

and C,, the infinite intervals Im[v], Im[v'] € (—00,0). Hence we can approximate the ladder
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relation (3.32)) as
Faea(tr,t2) = ) / dtdt' Kl s (tr, ta, 1, 1) Fepealt, 1),
ef

._722q_1 -1 . q—2
Khea(ti, ta, s, ts) = —¢G§?R(t1 — t3)Gi) (b — 1) 530Gy (é +i(ts — t4)> :

q 2
(3.34)

If we further pose the following ansatz

Ap(t1+to)

Fabcd(tla tZ) =e€ 2 fabcd(t12)7 (335)

we finally obtain, after a little change of the integration variables,

229 1(g — 1 Ap(tia—t_) .
fabcd(tu) ~ _j—(Q) Z/dt_e_ L 1t122 t |:/ dt”G[(lg)R(tu —t — t”)Gl(fj)c)R(—t”)e)\Lt
q
ef

5es G <§ + z't_>q2 fepea(t), (3.36)
The consequences of this equation are the followings. First suppose that Ay is less than or equal
to the actual value of the largest chaos exponent of the system. Then the mode indeed
exists and hence has a non-trivial solution f(¢) corresponding to that mode. On the
other hand, if \;, is larger than the largest chaos exponent, such mode does not exist and hence
(3.36]) can only have a trivial solution f(t) = 0. Regarding the operation in the right-hand side
of as a matrix, the former case is possible only if the largest eigenvalue of the matrix
is greater than or equal to 1. Therefore we can obtain the chaos exponent by varying the test
value A, and finding the point where the largest eigenvalue crosses 1. This procedure can be

implemented numerically by the power iteration method.

We cau further simplify the ladder equation (|3.36)) as follows. First of all, notice that the
indices cd of f3 4peq are not mixed through the operation of M;, M,. This implies that we have
only to consider a single choice of c¢d, say ¢d = LL, which hereafter we do not write: fu,, = farrr-
Next, using the symmetry properties G7,(t) = Gip(t), Gig(t) = —G7.(t) we have imposed
by hand , we can show that the kernel K (¢, ts,t3,t4) (3.34) is invariant under the

simultaneous replacement L <+ R in the four indices abed together with a sign multiplication

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
0 0 —1 0 0 0 —1 0

KR — KR , I=LL,LR,RL,LL 3.37

e I L % DA ( ) (337)
10 0 0/, 10 0 0/,
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which is equivalent to the following change of basis of F:

FiL 0 0 0 1\ [Fu
00 —10
Fir | Frr (3.38)
Frr 0 -1 0 0| Far
Frr 1 0 0 0/ \Fzar

Hence the ladder equation splits to the one for the F,, which is symmetric under the flip:
(.FLL,FLR,.FRL,FRR) = (.FLL,.FLR,—.FLR,FLL) and the one for F,, being antisymmetric:
(‘FLlnfLR;-FRL?fRR) = (.FLL,FLR,.FLR, —.FLL)- We can finally write the ladder equation for
the symmetric/anti-symmetric sector, which we denote by o = +1, as

fo,rr + 0 forr
f2,LR - Ufz,RL
_ ( My prrr +oMyrrir Mipoir — 0M1,LRLL> . (Mz,LL(fz,LL + 0f2,RR)> (3.39)

(Minor — oMy prer) Mipoon + oMy Lrir My 1r(fo.Lr — 0 fo.RL)

where o is the convolution (f o g)(t) = [dt'f(t —t')g(t') and

At
fr.an(tr2) = € 7 fav(t12),
My apea(t) = / dt' Gt — )G (—t)eM

TR (g1

MQ,ab<t) = q

—2
sanGQ (g +it) (3.40)

Note that M gpeq itself can also be written as a convolution: M zpeq = G((Z%)R o (@S;)Reht) with
~(0R 0
G((zb) (t) = ng)(_t)'

3.2 Single sided model
3.2.1 Real time Schwinger-Dyson equation

Thanks to the redundant G'3 formalism ,, the calculation for the single sided model
is completely parallel to those for the two coupled model; the only difference is in the form of
the potential term of Guy(u,u’) (right-hand side of (2.28)), which do not disturb the argument
on the analytic continuation in sectoin [3.1.1 and the derivation of the ladder equation in

section |3.1.3] Hence we obtain the following set of real time Schwinger-Dyson equations

— 00y, G (t1, ty) + ipGER, (t,ts) +/dtngL(tl,tg)GfL(tg,tg) = —6(t; — t),
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ZathLR(tl,tg) —f—ZIUGRR tl,tg + dthLL tl,tg GLR(tg,tQ) 0

_iathgL(tlth) Z,UGLL tlatQ /tS LL t17t3 RL(t?nt?) 0,

— i@thgR(tl,tg) Z/LGLR tl,tg dtg LL tl,tg RR(tg,tQ) = —5(t1 — t2), (341)
i9.7° q-1

St ) = =2 (Gt 1) + Gralt 1) (3.42)

Z}L%L(tb t2) = e(tl - t2)<EEL(t17 t2) + EEL(tQa tl))? (343)

where we have also used the fact YXggr(u,v') = Ypr(u,v') and Xpr(u,v') = Sgp(v/,u) = 0
(2.29). If we assume that G7,(t1,t2) and GE (¢1,¢2) depend only on ¢; — t5, we obtain from the

first four equations (3.41])
~(cw+ By )
(~w+ EF (@) — 2

AR () = —GR (W) = _ e .
Claw) = ~CRalw) = T o (3.45)

The greater components G, (t) are related to the retarded components as

> (w) = Gi(w) — (G (W)

Gl(w) = Gipw) = (3.44)

ab 1+ e—Bw ’ (346>
or explicitly
~ 26m(G ()] _ i) 2Re[G g (w)] pLr(w)
> LL > LR
LL(W) 1+ 67'8“) 1+ e,ﬁwv GLR(W) 1+ e*ﬁ‘*’ 1+ 67'&"’7 <3 7)
where we have defined the spectral functions ppr,(w) = —2Im[G.(w)], prr(w) = —2Re[GLr(w)]

in the same was as in the two coupled model (3.23). As we have already mentioned at the end
of section [2.1.2] the Schwinger-Dyson equations are decomposed into a closed set of equations
only for G%,, G7,, &, %7, (3.42),(3.43),(3.44),(3.47) and the rest which gives G¥, G7p

explicitly in terms of X%, (3.45),(3.47).

Once we obtain the retarded component G% (¢), we can compute Gqp(u) for general u € C
with 0 < Re[u] < 3 as

Gap(u) = iG2,(t = —iu) = i/d—wequab<W) — (Gpa(w))”

om 14 e bw ’ (3.48)

and Ggp(u) with —f < Re[u] < 0 by using the anti-symmetry property Gup(u) = —Gpa(—u)
@2.29).
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3.2.2 Four point function

The caculation for the four point functions is also in parallel. If we denote x2;_1(u) as x*(u)

and xo;(u) as x'(u), the four point functions are expressed in the large N limit as follows

N
1 a 1 '
5 > (un) X} (u2) X (us) X (wa)) = - / DGy DE G (un, ) G g, ug)e N Ssimse
(N/z) i,j Zsmgle
_ G(O) G(O) F
= U (Ul, U2) ed (U37U4) + =7 abcd(ul,um us, u4)

(N/2)
(3.49)

where G((lob) are a solutions to the Schwinger-Dyson equations. The connected part Fupeq is

Fabed(Ur, Uz, us, ug) = ifn,abcd(uh Ug, U3, Us) (3.50)
n=0
where
Fo.abed(U1, U, ug, Uuyg) = —GO(yy, U3)Gl()?i)(U2,U4) + Gfl?l)(ul, u4)Gl()g)(u2,u3),
Fabed (U1, Ug, Uz, uy) = Z/dvdv’lC((fbi:fle)(ul,ug,v,v’)fn1,abcd(v,v’,u3,u4), (3.51)
e.f
with
T2 (g —1)

(single) o
Kopea (1, uz, us, ug) =

2q (Z G (ur, US)GIEZ) (us, U4)>

(G(Log(ui% Uy) + Gg}z(“:ﬁ U4)>q_25 y

2

(3.52)

Here we observe an additional simplification which did not occur in the two coupled model:
due to the structure of the cd index in IC((fblcndgle) it follows that the recursive relation (3.52)
decomposes to the following recursive relation which closes only within Fgp(uy, us, ug, uy) =

Frrap(ur, ug, us, ) + Frrap(Ui, Uz, Uz, Us)

/ single / /
Frab(U, ug, ug, uyg) = /dvdv JCEEL) (g g, 0, 0) Foy (0,0, g, 1),

_J2 g - 1)

K(Single) (ula U2, U3, u4) - 2
q

(Z G (ur, uz)GYy) (us, U4)>
a,b

(G‘Loi(u:»n ug) + G (us, U4)>q‘2

5 (3.53)
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and the rest which explicitly determines the other components of Fypeq(us, ug, us, uy) in terms

of Fea(uy, ug, ug, uy):

J?20 g —1
Fn,abcd(ulau27u3>u4) = —%/dvdv’ <; Ggoe)(ubu?’)Gz(;g) (U27U4)>

<G(LO£(U37 uyg) + Gk (uz, us)

q—2
9 > fn—l,cd(vvvlau3>u4)- (354)

Therefore, for the purpose of determining the chaos exponent of the single sided model, it is
enough to proceed with only the recursive relation for F,,(uy, ug, us, uy) written in the form of

a self-consistency equation
Fap(tr, ug, uz, ug) = Foap(tr, uz, uz, ug) + /dUdU,’C(Single) (1, u2, v, v") Fap(v, V', uz, ug). (3.55)

where Fo qp(u1, U2, us, ws) = Fo,prap(W1, Ug, Us, Ua) + Fo, rRrap(U1, Ug, Us, Ug).

3.2.3 Chaos exponent

By continuing the ladder equation ([3.55]) to real time with u; = 358/4+ity, us = 5/4+ity, ug =
£/2, us = 0 and assuming a growing behavior of Fy(t1,t2) = Fop(368/4 + it1, /4 + ite, /2,0)

at late time t1,t, > 1, we obtain the following real time ladder equation
Fup(ti,ts) & / dtdt' KEmeOR (4 ) t ) Fop(t, 1), (3.56)
with the retarded kernel given as

’C(Single)R(tla t27 t37 t4)

J?20 (g -1
= _$ <Z GOty — t3)GL (1 — t4)>
a,b

GO (8 ity —ta) + GO (8 +ilts — t4))>q2

2
j22q_1 —1
_ —%(Gfﬁ(u 1) GOR(ty — t) + GOty — )G (ty — 1))

(g ity — t4)>q_2, (3.57)

where in the third line we have used the fact that Gg%R(t) = —GS-%R(IS) and Gg})%(u) = GS-JO}J(U)
(3.44)),(3.45)). If we further pose the exponentially growing ansatz

Ar(t1+to)

fab(tlatQ) =e€ 2 fab(t12)7 (358>
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Figure 2: Top/Middle: The diagrammatic representation of the ladder equation/ retarded
kernel (3.34]). Bottom: The diagrammatic representation of the retarded kernel (3.57]).

the real time ladder equation reduces to

j22q_1 - 1 _Ap(tig—t) 7 " "

fanltin) ~ —%/dta ; U dt" (GO (1 — t_ — "GO (—t")
" B q—2

+ GO (s — t- — "GO (—t")) et }sz(g it ) falt) (3.59)

We can also understand the structure of the retarded kernels and ladder equations using
diagrams (figure [2).

4 Results

In this section we display the numerical results for the real time two point functions and the
chaos exponent of the two coupled model and the single sided model. In all of the following
analyses we have chosen ¢ = 4 and J = 1 for both of the two models. Some results for different

values of ¢ are displayed in appendix [A]
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4.1 Two coupled model
4.1.1 Euclidean propagator G, (7), phase diagram and FEg,,

When the contour of w in (2.6) is taken as the Euclidean slice u = 7 € (0,5) with 7 ~ 7 4 3,

the partition function gives the thermal free energy

F(T) 1 Z _NS G(saddle) E(saddle)] _1
= ol T=5", (4.1)

saddles

where (GG 5362049y a6 the solutions of the Schwinger-Dyson equations (2.18),(2.10)).

By solving the Schwinger-Dyson equations numerically by using the iteration method [T we
found[] that when p is smaller than . ~ 0.177 [31], for each u there are two distinctive solutions
each of which varies continuously as the temperature is varied. One of these two solutions exists
only for T' > T, gy while the other exists only for T < T, wu with some 7. gu (), Tt wi (1) which
satisfies T, gy < T wu. For example for ;1 = 0.1 we have obtained T, gy = 0.032, T, wu = 0.04.
We call the solution exists at high temperature “the black hole (BH) solution” and the other
“the wormhole (WH) solution”. See Fig. 3| for the profile of these two solutions.

The free energies evaluated at these two solution intersect at some T.(p) which satisfies
Tepn < T, < T, wn hence the system exhibhts a first order phase transition at 7' = T,. See
Fig. |4] for the phase diagram together with the list of 7. gy and T, wn. Note that the values
of T.gn and T, wn we have obtained are respectively higher and lower compared with those
displayed in [23, [39]. These discrepancies are presumably because our criterion for a given
configuration to be the solution (4.2)) is more strict than that adopted in [39]. We have further

6 For the numerics we have discretized 7 as 7 = Bm/(2A) (m = 0,1,--- ,2A — 1) with A = 10°. As the
criterion for a configuration Gu,(7), Xas(7) to be a solution to the Schwinger-Dyson equations (2.16]),(2.18]) we
iy + Srr(vn) SLa(va)

have adopted the following condition:
A-1
(ivn + S L(vn))? + Spr(vn)? (ivn + S L(vn))? + Spr(vn)? }n_A

max{ € s éLR(Vn) -
<2x1079, (4.2)

Grr(vn) +

(Gap(v) = [V dre"™Gup(7) = (B/28) 200 evBm/ NGy (8m/(2A))) where vy, = (27/8)(n + 1/2). Note that
this convergence criterion is more strict than the one adopted in [23, B9] (see eq(104) in [39] which uses the

average of the elements in (4.2) instead of the maximum.
" Note that the numerical results of the Euclidean propagator (Fig. , the phase diagram (Fig. 4)) and the

energy gap Eg.p(1) (Fig. @ in this subsection as well as the real time propagator (Fig.[7)) and the first decay
rate I’ (Fig. |8) in the next subsection were already obtained in the literatures [23, [40] [T, [39] B5]. Nevertheless,
for completeness here we have repeated the same analyses in the current notation and displayed the results

obtained by ourselves.
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Figure 3: Euclidean propagators for the black hole phase (AT < 0) and those for the wormhole
phase (AT > 0).

evidence for the values of T, gy and T, wn: (i) for several values of u we ran the iterations with
AT = £0.0001 as well as AT = £0.001, and obtained the same values of (i gu, T,,wn); (ii)
we have obtained the same values of T, g, T, wn from the numerical study of the real time
Schwinger-Dyson equation. However, at present it is not clear which results are closer to the

exact values of T; gn, T wh-

We observe that the slope of the energy E(T) diverges as the temperature approaches
T gu in the black hole phase or T, wy in the wormhole phase, where we can define the critical

exponents vgyg, Vwy as

OF (T —T.pu) 8" (T =~ T.pu, black hole phase)

or (Town —T) Wi (T = T, wn, wormhole phase)

We have obtained vgy, vwu =~ 0.5 when g is not close to p., while vgy, vwyu approaches ~ 0.66
as f1 approaches p.. See Fig. 5] These results are consistent with the claim that there are
no phase transition in the micro canonical picture [23], where the black hole phase and the
wormhole phase are smoothly connected by a canonically unstable intermediate phase which
was called “hot wormhole phase” in [39]. Indeed, if T'(E) is infinitely differentiable with respect
to E at the canonical critical points E,.py = E(T,,wn) and E,wn = E(T., wn), we have T'(E) =
Tepn+ (- )(E—E.pn)™+ -+ and T(E) = Town + () (Eewn — E)" + -+ around these
points, with m, n being some integers greater than 1. Inverting these relations we find that the
possible values of critical exponents are 1 — 1/No; = 1/2,2/3,---. The critical exponents we

found for p < p. and for o — p,. are close to 1/2 and 2/3 respectively.

As we can see from Fig. [f] (left), the wormhole solution exhibits exponential decay G () ~

e~ Per™ which indicates that the system is gapped with the energy gap Eg.p,. Indeed when the
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Top left/top right/bottom left: free energy/energy/entropy for

the black hole

solution and the wormhole solution; bottom right: phase diagram of the two coupled model.

In the phase diagram we have computed 7T, gy, 1. and T, wnu for p = 0.07,0.08,0.09,0.1 and
> 0.16 with AT = +1077, Tepu for p = 0.01,0.015 and T, wy for 0.002 < p < 0.009 with
AT = £107*, while all the other data points with AT = 1073,
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g =4, calJ =1, critical exponent of ¢ = —T%; cr~ (T = Tepw) ™™, cr ~ (Tewy — D™
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Figure 5: The critical exponents vgy, vwy of the specific heat (4.3)) of the two coupled model
with ¢ = 4, J = 1. We have determined vgy, vwy by fitting (0E/0T)™! near the discontinuity
of E(T) (Fig.[4) by the ansatz (0F/0T)™' = ¢(T —T.pn)"®" and (OE/0T)™' = (T, wn —T)"W

with the fitting parameters (¢, vgy) and (¢, vwny)-

temperature is sufficiently low (( is large) the two point functions can be expanded as

WO = o Tre e it

_ 1 7 b —BEm+1(Em—Ey)
— 7/ 0\ m 2En En zEm
205 O Bl B BBl e

m,n

~ (Eol ¢ | Eo) (Eol0} | Eo) + (o[t |Ex) (Br[¢}| Eg)e™ 500 o (4.4

where the fist term is zero since the Hamiltonian of the two coupled model preserves parity
(fermion number) symmetry. See Fig. [6] (right) for the values of Eg,p (1) which we have obtained
by fitting the Fuclidean propagators at 7' = 0.001.

For p1 > p. there is only one solution with which both the BH/WH solutions in the suberitical
regime are smoothly connected.

4.1.2 Real time propagator G;,(t) and decay rates T’

By solving the real time Schwinger-Dyson equations (3.21)),(3.22) we found two distinctive
solutions for each single point on the p-7" plane around the line 7' = T,.(u) (see Fig. E| These

8 In the numerics for the real time formalism we have to introduce both the UV cutoff and the IR cutoff,
since ¢ is not compactified like 7 ~ 7 4+ . We have chosen the UV/IR cutoff as ¢t = T /(2AL)(m + 1/2)
(m=—Ap,—Ap+1,--- A — 1) with (A, Ty) = (10°,2000). As we mention later, in the wormhole phase we
have also performed the numerics with (Ap,77) = (2 x 10°,10°).
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Figure 6: Left: Euclidean propagator for the wormhole phase around 7 ~ 0 which show
exponential decay Gup(7) ~ e F&rT with a common exponent Ey,, for ab = LL, LR. Right:
Eq.p obtained by fitting Gup(7) of the wormhole solutions at 7' = 0.001.

two solutions correspond respectively to the black hole phase and the wormhole phase. Indeed,
by calculating the Euclidean propagator from the spectral function of each solution by ,
we have obtained precisely the same configuration as those obtained by directly solving the
Euclidean Schwinger-Dyson equations. We have also found that the real time BH/WH solution
stops to exist precisely at T = T.pu/T = T.wn as we decrease/increase the temperature
slowly, as we have mentioned in the previous subsection. In Fig. [7] we have displayed the
real time propagator G;(t) together with the spectral functions ppp(w) = —2Im[G L (w)],
prr(w) = —2Re[Grr(w)] of BH/WH phase for 1 = 0.1, T = 0.036. Note that these two

quantities (G, (t), par(w)) are not independent with each other; given one of them one can
construct the other through (3.8]),(3.22]).

Here are additional remarks on the wormhole solution. As shown in Fig. [7] the spectral
functions pgp(w) of the wormhole solution split into sharp peaks. We find that the position of
the peaks are same for p; 1 (w) and ppgr(w) and, in particular, the position of the first peak is in
good agreement with E,,, obtained by fitting the Euclidean propagator (see Fig. @ Indeed, if
pap(w) were given as ppr(w) = App(6(w — Egap) +0(w+ Egap)) and prr(w) = Apr(0(w — Egap) —
d(w + Egap)), then from (3.19) we obtain

A ¢~ FeanT ePeanT A
Gty = Aas (I s
m \1+4 e BEBap 1 4 ePleap T
iA ¢~ FeanT ePear™ iA
GLR(T) _ LR( . > —~ LR B_EgapT. (45)
m \1+ePBear 14 efEeap T

The situation is not completely same with the actual result of p,, where there are infinitely

many other peaks and each peak is of finite width. Each peak can be fit well with Adr(w — wp)

with dp(w) = —1Im[-—L—] (see Fig. , which corresponds to a particle of finite lifetime:

w—wo+1I’
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Figure 7:  Top left/right: propagators/spectral functions py(w) = —2Im[GE, (w)], pLr(w) =
—2Re[GE,(w)] for the black hope solution. Bottom left/right: propagators/spectral functions
for the wormbhole solution.
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results of fitting for the first three peaks of pyr(w), prr(w).
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0.89

Top left/top right/bottom left: first/second/third peak of the spectral function
prr(w) for g =4, F =1, p=0.1, T = 0.03 with (A, Tr) = (2 x 10°,10°). Red lines: fitting

Here we have determined A, w, separately as the integration of pyr around



prr(w) = ALr(0r(w — Egap) + 0r(w + Egap))
R JALL( e Tt et ) 1
e e e gy L
prr(w) = ALr(0r(W — Egap) — 0r(w + Egap))
_ALR( I il e
r \Tge B T4 )C

The decay width of each peak decreases as the temperature decreases. In order the finite

= Gip= (4.6)

IR cutoff |t| < T1/2 to be a good approximation to the reality t € (—o0,0), T has to be
sufficiently larger than the inverse of the decay rates so that G (¢), G, (t) ~ 0 at the IR cutoff
and the effect of compactification ¢ ~ ¢+, is negligible. For example, for u = 0.1, if we choose
Ap, Ty, as A, = 10°, T;, = 2000 we could solve the Schwinger-Dyson equation only for 7' > 0.03.
In general when we increase T}, we also have to increase the number of the discrete points Aj, at
the same rate to keep the UV resolution, which makes the numerics at low temperature difficult.
However, we found that the weight of the peak A is smaller for the higher peaks. In particular,
for = 0.1, T = 0.03 the total weight of the first three peaks of prr is 6.04, which is 96.1% of
the total weight [ dwppr(w) = 2mi(GF, (+0) — (GF,(=0))*) = 27; pyr, is well approximated by
the contributions of only first three peaks. We found this is the case also for other values of
1, T as long as the temperature is low enough so that the peaks are well separated. This fact
implies that the sufficient value of Ay relative to T is such that wy.x = (7/TL) (AL — 1/2) is
larger than the position of the third peak. This required value is much smaller than wy,,, = 157
for (A, Tr) = (10°,2000), hence we can improve the numerics at low temperature by just
increasing Ty, with Az kept the same. Indeed, by choosing (Ar,Ty) = (2 x 10°,10%), for u = 0.1
we achieved to reach down to 7' = 0.019.

We have displayed in Fig. [§] the fitting results for the first three peaks of the wormhole
solution at ;4 = 0.1, T' = 0.03. The results we have obtained are consistent with those displayed
in [I, B5]. We have also found that the decay rate of the first peak I'is obeys the following

relation with Egq,
N (47

up to some overall constant which is independent of T', as argued in [1]. See Fig. |§| Interestingly,
we have found that the chaos exponent A\, also obeys the same formula in the wormhole phase,

as we display in the next subsection.

4.1.3 Chaos exponent

We can compute the chaos exponent of the two coupled model by solving the ladder equation
(3.36) with the ladder kernel evaluated on the real time propagators obtained in the previous
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Figure 9: Left: Fitting of decay width of the first peak of prr, I'zr 15 for = 0.1 with ecr—c2B
Right: Comparison of the fitting coefficient c; with Fg,y,.

section. As we have seen in , the ladder equation decomposes into the two sectors which
are even/odd under the L <> R flipping , hence we can compute the chaos exponent for
each sector separately. We have observed that the chaos exponent of the even (o = +1) sector
is always larger than that of the odd (o = —1) sector (see Fig. [L0)), hence below we focus on

the even sector.

In Fig. [11] we have displayed the chaos exponent of the even sector for various p in the two
phases. It is remarkable that the chaos exponent is small but non-zero even in the wormbhole
phase. This is indeed consistent with the fact that the decay rate is small but non-zero in the
same phase, as we have seen in the previous subsection; the system thermalize, which is another
indication for the system to be quantum chaotic. Furthermore, we have found that the chaos
exponent obeys completely the same formula as the decay rate of the first peak when the

temperature is low enough
A ~ e~ 0B (4.8)

up to an overall factor which is independent of T'. See Fig. We have found this formula is
also satisfied for p > p. where there are no phase transition, if the temperature is sufficiently

low, as was the case also for I'i4.

We also observe that the slope of the chaos exponent of the black hole phase 0Ar, /0T diverges
as the temperature approaches T, pn (Fig. . Similarly, the slope also seems to diverge in the
wormhole phase at 7' = T, wy. From the detailed analysis close to T' = T. gy and T = T, wn

we have identified the critical exponent as

O\, (T —T.pu)™" (T =~ T,.pu, black hole phase)

Z2L (4.9)
oT (Town —T)™n (T ~ T, wn, wormhole phase)
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Figure 12: The chaos exponent of the two coupled model near ' = T, gy and 1" = T, wn (¢ = 4,
J =1). The data point in the black hole phase are generated with (A, 77) = (10°,2000) and
AT = —1073, —-107%, —10~°, while the data points in the wormhole phase are generated with

(Ap,Tr) = (2 x 10°,10%) and AT = 10%,10%, 10°.
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Figure 13: The critical exponent 1y and nwy of the chaos exponent (4.9) of the two coupled
model with ¢ = 4, J = 1. We have determined ngg, nwy by fitting (OrAz)~! by the ansatz
(OrAL) ™! = (T —T.pn)™" and (OrA) ™' = (T, wu—T)™H with the fitting parameters (c, ngg)

and (07 77WH) :

with npy and nwy displayed in Fig. [13} In particular, as p approaches p. = 0.177 the two
critical exponents almost coincide around 7 ~ 2/3. This agrees with the behavior of the critical
exponent vy, vwy defined by the specific heat , and is consistent with the fact that for
1 > p. the phase transition disappears and the two phases are smoothly connected. On the
other hand, for ; < 0.1 the critical exponents deviate significantly from those of the specific

heat vgp, vwu ~ 1/2, except npu(p = 0.1) and nwu(pn = 0.07).

4.1.4 Chaos exponent in quasi-particle approximation

In the wormhole phase at T < Ty, we can reduce the ladder equation (3.34]), which is originally
a set of integral equations, to a simple differential equation. This enables us to evaluate the

chaos exponent in this regime analytically in terms of Eg,, and the decay rate of the first peak
I.

The calculation goes as follows. When the temperature is sufficiently low, the spectral

function is dominated by the first peak and its mirror image

prr(w) = w(or(w — Egap) + 0r(w + Egap)),  prr(w) = 7(0r(w — Egap) — 0r(w + Egap)),
(4.10)

from which we obtain, via (3.22]),

. 3 3 BEga
GrL(t) ~ _%e(t)(e_zEgapt R N €7F) (g + it) e cos(Egapt)e M,
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BEgap

+z’t)x—e* 22 sin(Bgpt)e M. (4.11)

—1 7 — 6
Gilglt) ~ = 50(t) (e Pont — B T, Gy (]

By substituting these G¥,;, G¥p into the ladder equation ([3.34]) we obtain, under the assumption
Frr = —Frr, Frr = Fr1 (here we suppress the last two indices of Fypeq to which the ladder

kernel does not act, and we denote F,p.q simply as Fy;), the following equations

Fri(ti,ta) £iFLr(ti, t2)
T2 g - 1)
q

[GLL (g it — t’))q_2}"LL(t, ) +i(-1)3G 1z (g it — t’))q_Q}"LR(t, t’)] L (412)

/dtdtle(tl —1)0(ty — ) FiEsar D)D) (T 121

Now we differentiate both sides of this equation by 0;, +1'+iFE,,, and 0y, + 1" F i Fg,p. Since the
exponential factors in are eliminated by these differential operators, from the right-hand
side of only gain 0, 0,,0(t1 —t)0(ta —t') = 0(t1 —t)(t2 —t'), which cancel the integrations
and we obtain a differential equation
J?- 27 (g — 1)

q

[GLL<§ bl — t2)>q2]-"LL(t1, b) + i(_1)3GLR(§ bt — t2)>q2}"LR(t1,t2) (413)

(8,51 + I+ iEgap)(8t2 + T F 7 gap)(FLL(tla t2) + Z.FLR(tl, tg))

If we assume the t; +t, dependence of Fo,(ty,t2) as Fop = e (titt2)/2 fan(t1 —t2) and also assume
far € R, the ladder equation (4.13]) becomes (t = t; — t5)

[ 02+ B2+ (% + rﬂ Fro(t) + 2Egpdi fur(t)

j2 20-1( q—l GLL<6+Zt)q_2fLL(t),
[ 82+E§ap ( )2} frr(t) — 2B, fro(t)
_ (=13 JZ-;" l(q_l)GLR<§+it>q2fLR(t), (4.14)

For ¢ € 4N these equations simplify drastically with the following additional ansatzﬂ

fro(t) = cos(Egapt)g(t),  fra(t) = —sin(Egpt)g(t), (4.15)

as

[—@2 + (% + Fﬂg(t) _ I QQ:(Q Y, (g + it> ),

9 For q € 4N + 2 we could not find a way to simplify the differential equation where a non-trivial solution

still exists.
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o2+ (% + Fﬂg(t) _J zq_ql(q - 1)GLR(§ + it)q_2g(t). (4.16)

By assuming that g(t) varies slowly compared to the scale Ega}), we can replace cos?™? Eg,,t in
Grr(t)772 and sin?™? Eg,pt in Grr(t)?2 with their average over the period as

(q—2)!

22(( = DI

cos? 2 Egpt,  sin?™ 2 Byt — (4.17)

hence we obtain

)\L 2 2j2(q_1)! _(9_ (o
—0? —_— _ (2 l)ﬁEgap ( 2)F|t| _
{ O+ ( 2 +F) g(Z—1)n2° e }g(t) = 0. (4.18)

If we rescale t as t' = (¢ — 2)['t and use the expression for I" under the quasi-particle approxi-
mation I' ~ \/272(q — 2)!/(((g/2)!)2)e~@/2=D8E=/2 []  we finally obtain

0?2 1 AL 2 g(g—1) o o
[_at@ MVEDE (E 1) - TR “g(t) =o. (4.19)

It is not difficult to solve the differential equation (4.19)); the solution for ¢ > 0 and ¢ < 0
are separately given by Bessel function J[n,z] with n = 2(A;/(2I') + 1)/(¢ — 2) and z =

2v/q(q —1)/(q — 2)%2e1¥V2], and the value of A/T" is determined by requiring a smooth con-
nection of g(t') at ' =0, as

A

0J[n, z]
0z

— =0. (4.20)
#=2 ((Jqq*2)2

For ¢ = 4 this gives A /T’ & 2.706. Actually it is not easy to reproduce this value (as well as the

overall factor /272(q — 2)!/(((q/2)!)2) of T') precisely from the numerical analysis. However,
the remarkable point of this conclusion is rather that when the temperature is sufficiently low
the ratio A /T" is completely independent of the temperature and the other parameters of the
two coupled model 7, p.

4.2 Single sided model

In Fig. [14] we have displayed the Euclidean propagators and the free energy of the single sided
model for © = 0.1. This model does not exhibit a phase transition regardless of the value of
i [38]. When the temperature is sufficiently low, however, the Euclidean propagators exhibits
exponential decay, which indicates that the system is gapped. We find that Eg,, of the single
sided model is smaller than that of the two coupled model at same value of i and that it behaves

as Egap ~ p* at small g [38], which is in contrast to the two coupled model where Eg,, ~ w33

23].
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Figure 14: Top left: Euclidean propagator Gg,(7) of the single sided model with g = 0.05,
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Figure 15: Comparison of the chaos exponent between the two copuled model and the single
sided model.

The real time propagators also behave similarly to those in the two coupled model both at
high temperature and at low temperature. In particular when the temperature is sufficiently
low the spectral functions split into sharp peaks, which corresponds to the fact that the system
is gapped. The height of the first peak is lower than that for the two coupled model. This is
not because the weight A is smaller but rather because the decay width I' is larger. Indeed we
have found the decay width of the first peak for the single sided model again obeys the formula
(4.7) when the temperature is sufficiently low

o ~ e 2PBsw, (4.21)

Here Fg,, is the energy gap of the single sided model. See Fig. .
Lastly we display the chaos exponent Ay in Fig. [I7} The overall behavior of the chaos

exponent is qualitatively same as that of the two coupled model except the absence of the
phase transition. We also observe that Ap for the single sided model is always greater than
that of the two coupled model at the same values of (u,T") as displayed in Fig. . At low
temperature we again found that \; obeys

AL ~ ¢ 2P Psap. (4.22)
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Figure 16: Top left/top right: propagator and spectral function of the single sided model
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at sufficiently low temperature where the first peak is well separated from the second peak and
the mirror of the first peak at w < 0. Bottom right: Comparison of ¢ with Ej,, of the single

sided model.
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As E,, for the single sided model is smaller than that of the two coupled model, this
explains the fact that A, for the single sided model is greater than that of the two coupled
model. For the same dominance persisting at higher temperature we do not have such clear

explanation, but we argue a possible interpretation of it in section [5]

5 Discussion

In this paper we have studied the chaos exponent of the Maldacena-Qi model [23] in detail. The
analysis of the level statistics at finite N [31] suggests that there is a quantum chaos transition
below p = p. = 0.177 where the Hawking-Page like transition in the Maldacena-Qi model
disappears. This motivate us to study the chaos exponents, which can be analyzed in the large
N limit using the G, ¥ formalism. Since the Hawking-Page like transition originates from the
exchange of the dominance of two different saddles, one may think that the coincidence of the
thermal phase transition and a chaos transition is not so surprising. However, it is still non
trivial how both phases are characterized from the view of quantum chaos. We have found that
when the system goes to the wormhole phase from the black hole phase, the chaos exponent

jumps to extremely small values, which is consistent with the expectation in [31].

Another motivation of our analysis is to study the chaos exponent in the gapped phase,
which we expect to be an integrable phase. Surprisingly, however, it was found [1] that
the two point function shows an exponential decay, which indicates that the system is still
chaotic even in this regime. Indeed, we have found that that the chaos exponent is small
but non-zero also in the wormhole phase. Moreover, we have found a quantitative rela-
tion between the chaos exponent and the decay rate which was found to behave as
T =~ T/ (¢ —2)!/(2((g/2)!)2)e~@/2-DE=B/2 []. Note that these formulas imply that both
the decay rate and the chaos exponent vanishes non-perturbatively in the large ¢ limit with qu
and g7 kept ﬁxedﬂ which is consistent with the fact that we did not observe these chaotic

properties in the direct large ¢ analysis [23]. Also note that such a simple relation would not

hold in general. For example, in a general conformal field theory the two point function is
completely determined by the conformal dimension of the two operators, while to calculate
the four point function, which encodes the chaos exponent, we also have to know the OPE
coefficients. It would be interesting to understand how the simple relation between the

chaos exponent and the decay rate, if it exists, will be generalized in other chaotic systems.

We have also found that the slope of the chaos exponent drAp(T') diverges at the end of the

10° Although the prefactor /(g — 2)!/(2((g/2)!)?) grows exponentially in g as ~ 29, the exponential decay of
e (4/2=1)BEsap/2 i5 even faster due to the rescaling of T'.
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Figure 18: Schematic picture for the expected behavior of the chaos exponent in the unstable

hot wormhole phase for u < p..

two phases "= T. gu, 1" = T, wu. These divergent behaviors resemble that of the energy E(T')
and the entropy S(T), rather than of the free energy F' whose slope is finite (almost constant) in
each phase even near T, gy, T wn. In [23] it was claimed that for T, gy < T' < Ti. wn there exists
another canonically unstable phase throught which the energy varies completely smoothly in
the all parameter regime [39]. Although we could not reach the unstable phase in the current
analysis, we expect that the chaos exponent shows a similar behavior as the energy, as sketched
in Fig. |18 This would be confirmed by solving the Kadanoff-Baym equation of the two coupled
system coupled to a cool bath and evaluating the chaos exponent by using the propagators at
each time t; + ¢ before it reaches the equilibrium with T}., [39) 4T, 42].

We have also considered a model with single SYK with a mass deformation ({2.3)) [37]. While
the single sided model is qualitatively same as the two coupled model in the limit of  — 0 and
/1t — 00, in contrast to the two coupled model, this model does not exhibit a phase transition.
Correspondingly, the chaos exponent we have obtained varies smoothly at all (u, 7). We have
also found that the chaos exponent obeys the same exponential formula \; ~ e~ (9/2=1)8Egp/2
as the decay rate of the first peak [I]. As displayed in appendix for the single sided
model we have reached the low temperature regime also for ¢ = 6,8, where we have confirmed
the formula holds also for ¢ = 6, 8.

We have further found that the chaos exponent of the single sided model is always greater
than that of the two coupled model in the whole parameter regime. Though in this paper
we have regarded the two models in independent ways, we can treat the two models as two
different parameter points of a unifed model, where the direct comparison would be more
reasonable. We can consider a generalization of the two coupled model with the correlation be-
tween the random couplings of the two sides being incomplete (J%, . JE ) < ((JE, . )?) =

11%2++1q Y1112 +1g 1192°+1q

((JE. .2, where (JE, . JE . V/((JE, . )?) is a new tunable parameter of the theory. As

11%2°1q 1192++1q Y1112+ 1q 1192-+1q
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we have commented in [38], the single sided model is equivanlent to this model with
(Jhigig I inei )/ ((Thiy i )?) = 0 at the level of the large N G¥ formalism.ﬂ Hence this model
unifies the two coupled model and the single sided model, and our observation can be rephrased
that the model is less chaotic when JiL”-,[,,iq and ing.,,iq are more correlated. It would be inter-

esting to study the chaotic property of this unifying model and see whether the chaos exponent
monotonically decreases with respect to 0 < (J&, . JE V/((JE. )% <1 [43)].

1112-+1q Y1192+ 1q 1112+ +1q

Acknowledgement

The numerical analyses in this paper were performed on sushiki server in Yukawa Institute
Compute Facility and on Ulysses cluster v2 in SISSA. T. Nosaka is also grateful to the online
conference “4th INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE on HOLOGRAPHY, STRING THEORY
and DISCRETE APPROACH in HANOI, VIETNAM” where he presented the preliminary

results of this work.

A Numerical results for ¢ =6,8

A.1 two coupled model

Below we display the results for the phase diagram obtained by solving the Euclidean Schwinger-
Dyson equations, and the chaos exponent obtained by solving the real time Schwinger-Dyson
equations. See Fig. [[920f In contrast to the ¢ = 4 case in the real time analysis we could
not reach the convergence in the wormhole regime even with the method of taking A/T} small
explained in the end of section [4.1.2]

A.2 single sided model

Below we display the results for the chaos exponent of the single sided model with ¢ = 6, 8. See
Fig. 21} As in the case of ¢ = 4, there are no phase transition. At low temperature we found

that the chaos exponent obeys the following formula

Ay ~ e L BBean, (A.1)

11 Precisely speaking, the GX effective action and its first variation are identical for the two models after
imposing the ansatz G, = Grg, while the second variation of the effective action is not the same even after
the substitution of the solution to the equations of motion with G, = Grgr. One can show, however, that this

discrepancy does not affect the leading chaos exponent [43].
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Figure 19: Phase diagram (left) and the chaos exponent (right) of the two coupled model with
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Figure 21: Top left/right: The chaos exponent of the single sided model with ¢ = 6, J =1

and ¢ = 8, J = 1. Bottom left/right: The energy gap E,,, and its comparison with the decay

exponent c of the chaos exponent \;, ~ e~ at low temperature regime.

Interestingly, this behavior is completely same as that of the decay rate of the first peak [1].
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