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We construct a sign-problem free variant of the complex Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model which
keeps all the essential properties of the SYK model, including the analytic solvability in the large-

N limit and being maximally chaotic.

In addition to the number of complex fermions N, our

model has an additional parameter M controlling the number of terms in the Hamiltonian which
we take M — oo with keeping M/N constant in the large-N limit. While our model respects
global U(1) symmetry associated with the fermion number conservation, both the large-N limit and
the sign-problem free nature become explicit in the Majorana representation. We present a detailed
analysis on our model, i.e., the random matrix classification based on the symmetry analysis, analytic
approach, and the quantum Monte Carlo simulations. All these analysis show that our model exhibit
a non-Fermi liquid (NFL) physics, a gapless fermionic system lying beyond the conventional Fermi

liquid picture.

I. INTRODUCTION

The non-Fermi liquid (NFL) is a gapless fermionic
matter that goes beyond the conventional Fermi liquid
picture due to strong interactions. While understand-
ing such strongly interacting systems is highly desirable
as it contains interesting phases of matter such as the
strange-metal phase in high-T, superconductivity [1], the
infamous sign-problem [2] dictates the fundamental diffi-
culty of the problem. With only a few exceptions [3-14],
general tools to understanding the NFL physics remain
elusive so far.

The Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model is an interacting
fermionic matter showing a non-Fermi liquid and having
non-trivial holographic dual [15-17]. The model is solv-
able via analytical methods [18-21], which is the large-N
limit with N being the number of fermions. In the large-
N limit, the model features the emergent reparametriza-
tion symmetry at the strong coupling limit. Further-
more, the model is shown to be maximally quantum
chaotic [20, 22] due to a pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone bo-
son described by Schwarzian low energy effective action
which is originated from the spontaneous and explicit
breaking of the emergent reparametrization symmetry.

In the gravity system, black holes are shown to satu-
rate the chaos bound [23, 24]. But, in the field theory,
few models have been proven to saturate the chaos bound
which makes the SYK model special. Since the SYK
model does saturates the chaos bound as the black holes,
it suggests that the SYK model could be holographically
dual to a black hole. Indeed, it was shown [25] that
the two-dimensional Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity de-
scribes the low energy sector of the SYK model.

Having all these nice features, the SYK model and
its extensions have been extensively studied in the lit-
But almost all of the works are based
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on either the exact diagonalization method or the large-
N approach, which do not go beyond the framework of
the original studies [15—17]. In this regard, we addition-
ally employ numerically unbiased quantum Monte Carlo
(QMC) method to tackle the SYK physics, applying to
a sign-problem free model we introduce in the following.
The QMC simulations not only confirm the predictions
from the analytical approach but also probe the physics
beyond the regime of the analytical approach.

Before proceeding, we would like to comment on previ-
ous QMC studies on the SYK model [32, 33]. The model
presented in Refs. 32 and 33 involves both fermions and
bosons, whereas our model is written purely in terms
of fermions and therefore we are able to simulate with
larger number of fermions. Nonetheless, both the model
in Refs. 32 and 33 and our model show non-Fermi liquid
(NFL) behaviors without any fine-tuning in the coupling
constants.

II. MODEL

Our model is an interacting model of complex fermions
in (041)-dimension, similar to the usual complex SYK
model. In terms of fermion creation and annihilation
operators, the Hamiltonian is given by
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where M gontrols the number of terms in the Hamilto-
nian and S, = —i ka:l Ja;jkc;ck with J, ;1 being real
Gaussian random variables. Each J,;, with 7 > k is

drawn from the Gaussian distribution P(z) x exp | —

N%f and then we impose anti-symmetry condition
Ja:kj = —Ja;jk- The anti-symmetricity on J, implies that

S, is a Hermitian operator. Note that unless (¢, j) equals
(k,1) or (L, k), the coupling constants —3 Zi\il JasijJaski



follow a distribution having zero mean and finite vari-
ance. This observation highlights the similarities between
our model and the (particle-hole symmetrized) complex
SYK model with real coupling constants, while the differ-
ence seems essential in making the model sign-problem-
free.

Though not obvious in the complex fermion represen-
tation, Eq. (1) is free from the negative-sign problem.
The sign-problem-free nature becomes explicit in the Ma-
jorana representation [11-13] as Eq. (1) and its proper
deformations are in the “Majorana class” [13] or satisfy
“Majorana reflection positivity” [12], where more details
can be found in Appendix A. In the following sections, we
provide the random matrix classification by analyzing the
symmetries of our model, the scaling solution from the
large-N limit with fixing the ratio M/N constant, and
the temporal Green’s function from the quantum Monte
Carlo simulations. Rather surprisingly, the analytic ap-
proach is also manageable in the Majorana representa-
tion, similar to proving that the model is sign-problem
free.

III. SYMMETRY ANALYSIS

Let us now discuss the symmetries of Eq. (1)'. An ob-
vious one is U(1) symmetry associated with the fermion

number conservation Q = 3. ¢l ¢;.
The second one is the time-reversal symmetry T

T@)T=—i
T(Cz‘)T*l =¢ (2)
T(HT =

which maps the vacuum state to the vacuum state
T|vac) = |vac). Since T2(¢;)T 2 = ¢; and 7‘2(03)7'*2 =
cj, T squares to 1 at the single-particle level. T squares
to 1 in the many-body Fock space as well.

The final symmetry is the chiral symmetry S

S(i)S™t = —i
S(c)8 1t = o (3)
8(01)871 =C;

which maps the vacuum state to the completely filled
state S|vac) = (Hf\;l cj) |vac). As expected for the chiral
symmetry, S squares to 1 at the single-particle level, i.e.,
SQ(Q)S*2 = ¢; and 82(01)8*2 = c;-f hold. But as an
operator on the many-body Fock space, S? = +1if N =
0,1 (mod4) and 8% = —1 if N = 2,3 (mod 4). Following

I By symmetry, we always mean either unitary or anti-unitary
operator that commutes with the second quantized Hamiltonian.

2 One can combine 7 and S to get the particle-hole operator, which
is also a symmetry of Eq. (1).

the notation in Ref. 38, two distinct notions of the square
of § are encoded as the single-particle phase vs, = 1 and
the many-body phase ymp = £1 where the sign of the
latter depends on N. Note that the many-body phase
Ymb = —1 cannot be gauged away [38].

Having presented the symmetries of the model, we
now discuss the random matrix theory (RMT) classi-
fication [29, 38, 39]. To this end, we first decompose
the Fock space into different symmetry sectors of unitary
symmetries. The Hamiltonian in each symmetry sector is
then classified by the presence or absence of three oper-
ators: an anti-unitary commuting with the Hamiltonian
(T), an anti-unitary anti-commuting with the Hamilto-
nian (7_), and a unitary anti-commuting with the Hamil-
tonian (A), where we can make gauge choices in such a
way that (T)? and (T_)? are either +1 or —1 while
A? = +1. Note that the presence of two operators im-
plies the third operator via A = T, T_. These operators
in total give 10 different symmetry classes [40, 41].

In our case®, we employ the U(1) symmetry to de-
compose the Hilbert space into charge-q sectors (¢ =
0,1,---,N). The chiral symmetry & maps the charge-
q sector to the charge-(N — ¢) sector, whereas the time-
reversal symmetry 7 remains as an anti-unitary operator
commuting with the Hamiltonian in each charge sector.

This suggests that the charge sector with ¢ = % is dis-
tinguished from the ones with ¢ # &. Using T} = T,
the Hamiltonian of the charge- (q # %) sector is classi-
fied as the symmetry class Al and follows the Gaussian
orthogonal ensemble (GOE) level statistics.

On the other hand, the classification of the charge-(q =
%) sector depends on the parity of %, i.e., whether N =
0 (mod4) or 2 (mod4). Note that the chiral symmetry
S on the charge- (q = %) sector becomes an anti-unitary
commuting with the Hamiltonian, i.e., US(H*)Ug =H
where the chiral symmetry & and the Hamiltonian are
represented as Ug/C and H on the charge- (q = %) sec-
tor. Combining 7 and S, we get a unitary symmetry Ug
acting on the charge-(q = &) sector. We therefore have
to consider an individual symmetry sector of Ug for a
complete RMT classification.

When N = 0 (mod4), (Us)? = 1, so we divide the
charge-(q = %) sector into the symmetric (S) sector sat-
isfying Ug = 1 and the anti-symmetric (A) sector satis-
fying Us = —1. In both sectors, we have Ty = T which
squares to 1. Therefore, the Hamiltonian in the charge-

_ N . Hg 0
(q = 3 ) sector is represented as ( 0 H, ), where Hg and

Hi, are two distinct real symmetric matrices following the
GOE level statistics.

When N = 2 (mod4), (Us)? = —1, so we divide the
charge-(q = %) sector into Ug = +i sector (+ sector)

oz

3 We consider the case with M > 1 in Eq. (1) since M = 1 Hamil-
tonian is equal to a non-interacting Hamiltonian squared, which
is not generic.



and Ug = —i sector (— sector). Having divided into sym-
metry sectors, the time-reversal symmetry 7 no longer
becomes the symmetry of each symmetry sector. Instead,
T now maps + sector to — sector, and vice versa. There-

fore, the Hamiltonian in the Charge-(q = %) sector is
represented as (1{; P?: ), where He and H§ are Hamilto-

nians on + and — sector and are related by the complex
conjugation. Since no further symmetries exist, Hc¢ fol-
lows the Gaussian unitary ensemble (GUE) level statis-
tics.

IV. ANALYTIC APPROACH

Similar to the usual SYK models, our model Eq. (1)
is also solvable in the large-N limit, where we take both
N, M — oo while % = r is held fixed. Since the random
coupling constant J,. ;i is real and anti-symmetric in ex-
changing j and k, our model will have emergent O(N)
symmetry after the disorder average. Therefore, the Ma-
jorana representation would be a more natural choice for
the analytic approach.

Using the complex fermions, Majorana fermions x; »
with j =1,2,--- , N and ¢ = £ can be written as

X+ = o5 (¢ + ) . )
Xj— = ﬁ(cj - C;)

In terms of Majorana fermions, we have S, =
-5 Z;Yk:l Jajk (Xj,+ Xr,+ + Xj,— Xk, ). Before proceed-
ing, we would like to comment on the symmetries of
Eq. (1) relevant for the large-N approach. First of
all, we consider the following anti-unitary symmetry 7 :
T ()T = —iand T4 (xj,4) 7o ' = Xy, which is noth-
ing but the time reversal symmetry 7 Eq. (2) up to
a unitary transformation. And from the fermion num-
ber conservation, we have SO(2) = U(1) symmetry:
Xjo = 2., OapXj,ps Where Og, is an SO(2) matrix. Fi-
nally by combining the time-reversal symmetry 7, and
SO(2) symmetry, we get O(2) symmetry which will play
a crucial role in constructing bi-local collective fields.

For the large-N limit, we introduce a bosonic field ¢,
for each a € {1,--- , M}. Using the standard Hubbard-
Stratonovich transformation, the Hamiltonian can be
written as

1 A
H = §(¢a)2 - ZSa¢a7 (5)
where the corresponding Euclidean action is given by
1 1 2 A
S = dT iij@TXj,a —+ i(d)a) — ZSa¢a . (6)

We then define bi-local collective fields W(7y,01; T2, 09)
and ®(11,72) as

N
1
U(r1,01;72,02) = ZXj,m(Tl)Xj,az(TZ) (7)

N <

j=1

LM
(I)(TMTQ) EM ;¢a(71)¢a(72)- (8)
By integrating out the random coupling con-
stants according to the Gaussian distribution

2
P = [ljspexp [—W], the collective action

in terms of the collective fields Eqs. (7) and (8) is given
by

col N/dT |:

rN
+ 5 Trlog\IJ — TtrlogCD

J2N
4

0.V (1,057, 0) |y + <I>('r'r)

/dTldTQ O (11, 72) [¥ (71, 01572, 09)]
9)

where Tr and tr denote the trace over (7,0) and 7 space,
respectively. The saddle point equations of the collective
action leads to the Schwinger-Dyson equation for the two-
point functions

01,02

— 0, V(71,015 72,02) + 6(112)005, 0, — J? Z/dTch)(Tl,Tg)\I’(Tl,0'1;7'3,0'3)\1/(’7'3,0'3;’7'2,0'2) =0, (10)

(p(Tl’TQ) — ’I"(S T12

01,03

In strong coupling limit J — oo, we consider the follow-

J2 Z /dT3 7'1,0'1,7'3,0’3)] @(7’3,7’2) =0. (11)

(

ing scaling ansatz:

bo,o,580 (T12)
(2 P5ers
by
\712\2A‘1’

Uo(T1,01;T2,02) =

@0(7’1,7’2) (12)



where bs,,, and bg are constants and A, ,, and Ag
are scaling exponents. Note that the classical solution is
the (time-ordered) two point function of the fundamental
fermion.

Wo(71,01572,02) = (T [Xj,00 (T1)Xj,05 (T2)])- (13)

While Wo(71, £; 72, £) are anti-symmetric function in 719,
Uy (71, £; 72, F) are not anti-symmetric for generic Hamil-
tonian. However, our model has O(2) symmetry where
the only O(2) invariant two point function is given by

1 b
5 [o(r1, 172, 4) + Vol =7, )] = bsgn (Ti2)

‘TIZPA‘P

(14)
and the time reversal symmetry implies that

) N bq,sgn (7‘12)

\IJO(Tla+;T2a+) :\IJO(Tla_;T2a_ - |7_ |2A\p (15)
12

The reparametrization invariance of the action (with
the kinetic term ignored) gives the relation between con-
formal dimensions:

Ap +2Ag =1 (16)

Using the scaling ansatz Eq. (12), the Schwinger-Dyson
equation reduces to

50‘10’2 = J2 Z balagbo'gagb@CA(Aé + A‘I/)CA(A‘IJ)

o3

X ‘w|4A\p+2A¢—2

> [boros]*bacs (2Au)cs(Ag)

01,03

J2
7’:?

% |w‘4A\p+2Aq>—27 (17)
where c4(A) and c¢g(A) are defined by

ca(A) =2icos(mA)T(1 — 2A)

cs(A) =2sin(rA)T(1 — 2A) (18)

with I' being the Gamma function and we used the fol-
lowing identities

/ dr eiwr sgn (T)

Tan =ea(B)sen (w)wl* !

— 00

> TwWT 1 —
/ dr e Mﬁ :CS(A)|U)|2A 1. (19)

Further simplification is possible if we employ the iden-
tities
2w cos A
(1 —=2A)sinTA
2msinwA
(1 —2A)cosTA’

CA(A)CA(l - A) = —

cs(Aes(1—A) =— (20)

which reduces Eq. (17) into

21w cos Ay
— J2b5b =1
VP (1= 2A¢)sintAg
omsin mA
— TR by T2 r. (21)

(1 -2Ag)cosTAg -
Using the above equations and Eq. (16), we get

(1—-4Ay) 1
(1 —2Ag)tan Ay tan27Ag 7

(22)

For a given r, the conformal dimension Ay can be deter-
mined, and accordingly, the coefficient b% b is also fixed.
In the range Ay € [0, 3] where both Ay and A, are
non-negative, there are two solutions of Eq. (22). If we
consider the limiting case r — 0, which we explore more
in Appendix C, one of them approaches 0 while the other
goes to % Hence, among two solutions of Eq. (22), we
take the smaller one for Ay.

We defer additional large-N analysis to Appendix E.
In Appendix E1, we consider the generalization to ¢-
body interactions, and in Appendix E 2, we evaluate the
Fuclidean four point function and read off the confor-
mal dimensions of operators which flow in the interme-
diate channel of four point function. Moreover, in Ap-
pendix E 3 we evaluate the real-time out-of-time-ordered
correlator (OTOC) and prove that the Lyapunov expo-
nent Az is 2%, implying that our model is maximally

ﬁ k)
chaotic.

V. QUANTUM MONTE CARLO SIMULATIONS

In this section, we present numerical results from quan-
tum Monte Carlo simulations of our model Eq. (1). In
particular, we show that our model shows a non-Fermi
liquid (NFL) behavior, confirming the analytic result dis-
cussed in Sec. IV. To this end, we employ the determinant
quantum Monte Carlo (DQMC) method [3-8], which is
a standard method in simulating interacting fermionic
systems. We emphasize that the DQMC method pro-
vides a complementary approach to the exact diagonal-
ization (ED) and the analytic large-N approach. This
is due to the fact that the DQMC method can access
larger system sizes than what ED can access and at the
same time contains all the non-perturbative effects in
1/N which could be overlooked in the analytic approach.
Moreover, DQMC simulations can compute physical ob-
servables which cannot be computed from the large-IV
approach. Below, we compute the charge susceptibility
by introducing the chemical potential term to the Hamil-
tonian.

In our DQMC simulations, we always take the
quenched average, i.e., first compute the physical ob-
servables in each disorder realization and then take dis-
order average. This is in contrast to the analytic ap-
proach where the annealed average is used by assuming
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FIG. 1. Computation of tr[G(7)], /N from 1000 disorder
realizations with various (N, M) at 5 = 16.0 using the Trotter
time step A7 = 0.5. (Inset) The same plot with range 7 €
[4.0,12.0]. We see that the value tr [G(O)Lv/N decreases as
r = M/N increases. The statistical error from the Monte
Carlo simulations is smaller than the size of the dot.
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FIG. 2. Disorder averaged average charge [(Q}]av —1/2 as
a function of the chemical potential p at § = 16.0 using the
Trotter time step AT = 0.5. The statistical error from the
Monte Carlo simulations error is smaller than the size of the
dot. Since the charge changes as a function of p, it implies
that the charge compressibility is non-zero and our system is
gapless.

the replica diagonal solution. It is known that taking
a sufficient number of disorder averages is important in
the random disordered systems [12, 43]. Here, we find
1000 disorder averages are sufficient for our purpose, so
we take 1000 disorder averages in all of our simulations.
For more details on the DQMC simulations including the
error analysis, please refer to Appendix A and B. We set
J =1 in the remaining section.

Our main observable of interest is the disorder aver-
aged temporal Green’s function, which can easily be mea-
sured in the DQMC simulations. We first compare the
disorder averaged Green’s function for various r = M/N
in Fig. 1. From the figure, we notice that the Green’s
function decreases as the ratio r increases. This is con-
sistent with the observation made in the previous section
that the conformal dimension Ay increases as r increases

since the scaling regime (7 &~ (/2) is dictated by the con-
formal dimension.
In Fig. 2, we compute the disorder averaged average

charge [<Q>]av —-1/2 = %(Zf\il [(c}cﬂ]w) —1/2 as a
function of the chemical potential u, where av denotes the
disorder average and we add the chemical potential term
—u Zi\il cgcl- to our Hamiltonian Eq. (1). Note that the
average charge can be directly accessed from the Green’s
function via (Q) = tr[G(0T)]/N. As can be seen from
the figure, our model has non-zero charge compressibil-
ity K = %%, confirming the non-Fermi liquid behavior
predicted from the analytical approach.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we present a variant of the complex SYK
model which is free from the sign-problem. While keeping
all the analytic solvability in the usual SYK model, the
sign-problem free nature allows one to understand a fully
interacting system in an unbiased way. Using extensive
DQMC simulations, we indeed confirm an exotic non-
Fermi liquid behavior of the model as predicted from the
analytical approach.

Before conclude, we would like to mention interest-
ing future directions. It is known that the SYK model
have non-zero entanglement entropy [34, 44—46] at T =0
if we take N — oo first and then take the zero tem-
perature limit. We can confirm the same feature in our
model using both the large-N limit and the DQMC simu-
lations. This would reveal additional physical properties
of our model. Also, we can study the phase transition
in the eternal traversable wormhole suggested in Ref.
directly via the quantum Monte Carlo by preparing two
independent systems and couple them using random hop-
ping terms. Moreover, our model could be used in study-
ing exotic quantum phase transitions between the NFL
phase and other phases such as superconducting phase
and paramagnetic phases [30, 33, 36]. Again, quantum
Monte Carlo simulations would provide unbiased confir-
mations on the results from analytical approach and can
go beyond the regime where the analytics apply.

Apart from the SYK models, it would be interesting to
consider other classes of strongly interacting models us-
ing our approaches. In particular, fermionic tensor mod-
els without random coupling constant have been spot-
lighted recently because of the dominance of the melonic
diagrams similar to the SYK model, and therefore those
models are solvable at strong coupling limit [28, 48-52].
Due to the similarity of the four point function, those
tensor models are most likely maximally chaotic as in the
SYK model. However, since the collective action for the
tensor models in the large-N limit is not known? unlike

4 A collective action for a subsector of the gauge invariant opera-
tors was found in Ref.



the SYK model, rigorous derivation for the saturation
of chaos bound and investigation of phase transitions is
not fully achieved®. Since much less is known about ten-
sor models, it would be highly desirable to use quantum
Monte Carlo as an additional tool to study the tensor
models.
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Appendix A: Determinant Quantum Monte Carlo

1. Trotter decomposition and observables

In this section, we show that our model Eq. (1) is free
from the negative-sign problem. To demonstrate that our
model can be simulated using the standard determinant
quantum Monte Carlo (DQMC) [3-8], we consider the

5 The rank-3 tensor model can be considered as D numbers of
N x N matrices, and its phase diagram was investigated in N >
D > 1 limit in Refs. and

following partition function:

_ N
Z ="Tr e_BH} = Tr[He_ATH}
N T=1
Nr M

Nt . .
—Tr Hef%rzi‘zlsﬂ “TY[H Hef%sz}
Tr=1 T=1a=1
Nr M

~n[[[1] G 3 evams)]

r=la=1 * z4,=%1

1 Nr M .
ONT M Z TT{HHezw[hawhi,j)ciﬂ

{fa,,r:il} 7=1a=1

= 21\7% Z det []IN + He[h“’*]},

{xq,r==%1} T,a

(A1)

where N7 is the number of Trotter steps, A7 = 3/Nr,
[hq -] is an antisymmetric N-by-N matrix with its (¢, j)th
entry being \/ExayTJa;ij.

The main physical observable of interest is the tem-
poral Green'’s function G(r1,72) = <7;CQ(T1)CE(TQ)> =
G(1 — 72) with the convention:

T 2> T2 (A2)

To > T1

CalT C]L T
(Tocalr)el(m) = {< a(r)eh(m)

—(ch(m2)ea(n),

The temporal Green’s functions are evaluated using the
standard methods in the DQMC [4, 5].

2. Proof of absence of negative sign-problem

In the following, we use two different methods, the
first one is based on the symmetry principle [13] and the
second one is based on the Majorana reflection positiv-
ity [12], to show that Eq. (A1) is free from the negative-
sign problem. We then consider deformations preserving
the Majorana reflection positivity, where the deforma-
tions often break several symmetries so that the remain-
ing symmetries are not strong enough to fulfill the sym-
metry principle.

Our goal is to show that the determinant appearing
in the last equation of Eq. (A1) is non-negative for every
assignment of {z,_ - }. To this end, we recall the Majorana
representation:

1T (A3)

¢ = 75 (Xj+ +ixs-)
¢ = \/§(va+ —iXj,-)

where x4+ and x;,— are Majorana fermions which square
to 1/2. Using the Majorana representation, we get

N N
1
Z [ha,r](j,mcjck 9 Z [, ) Gy (X5 Xk, X, Xk, )
jk=1 jk=1

(A4)



where we used the fact that [h, ] is an antisymmet-
ric matrix. It is immediate to show that Eq. (A4)
respects three mutually anti-commuting anti-unitaries®,
where the first two 71 are given by:

Te(@)(Te) ™t =i
Te(G+) (Te) ™ =£x5- (A5)
T (G- ) (Te) ™ = x5r
and the last one 77 is given by:
TL(N(T) ™" =
TO0GH)(TD ™ =x (A6)
T OG- )T = —x-
Note that 7, and 7 (7-) square(s) to 1 (—1) at the

single-particle level.
Using the symmetry principle [13], the presence of
three mutually anti-commuting anti-unitaries completes

the proof that Eq. (A4) is sign-problem-free. Majo-
rana reflection positivity [12] of Eq. (A4) is immediate,
$[ha,r] 0
since it can be written as X 0o 1ipn ]) X, where
3 a,r

XT = (X1,+7"' 7XN+7X1,77"'

anti-symmetric real matrix.
In the remaining section, we consider two deforma-

tions which preserve the Majorana reflection positiv-

ity. The first deformation is adding a chemical poten-

. N N .

tial term —p " cie; = —pd i,y (ixj+Xj— + 3) =

Y3
—pu 4+ X7 (iﬁl 102 1) X. The first deformation breaks
2

T_ so that the remaining symmetries 7, and 7] are not

strong enough to apply the symmetry principle. But the

deformation still respects the Majorana reflection posi-

tivity since —51 is either positive or negative definite

Hermitian matrlx depending on the sign of y. Note that

this deformation preserves the U(1) symmetry.
The second deformation is a (random)

. N .
deformation Zj’kzlsz’k(xj’Jer,Jr — Xj,lec,f) =

xT (i[éq 71'([)1(}) X, where [K] is an anti-symmetric (ran-

dom) real matrix. This deformation breaks 7 but pre-
serves T4, hence the Hamiltonian after the deformation
belongs to the “Majorana-class” [13] and is sign-problem-
free. The Majorana reflection positivity also follows im-
mediately and note that this deformation breaks the U(1)
Symimetry.

,XN,—) and [hg -] is an

mass

Appendix B: Details on DQMC Simulations
1. Trotter error

In our DQMC simulations, it is crucial to take enough
Trotter steps N in order to ensure that the error

6 Here, we denote that operators anti-commute if they anti-
commute at the single-particle level.

— -Exact

0.228¢ @ Trotter

/N

50.226
G
£0.224
0222075
log,(AT)

FIG. 3. Computation of tr[G(0)] /N for a single disorder real-
ization with (N, M) = (8,8) and p = 1.0 at 8 = 1.0 using the
exact partition function (denoted as “Exact”) and the approx-
imate partition function (denoted as “Trotter”) in Eq. (Al).
Upon decreasing A7, the result from the approximate parti-
tion function converges to the exact result.

-@- Trotter
-9~ Quantum Monte Carlo

0 5 10 15
T

FIG. 4. Temporal Green’s function computed from the Trot-
ter approximated partition function Eq. (A1) for a single dis-
order realization with (N,M) = (4,4) and ¢ = —0.01 at
B = 16.0, where we take A7 = 1.0. Exact evaluation (de-
noted as “Trotter”) and the computation using the DQMC
simulation (denoted as “Quantum Monte Carlo”) give identi-
cal results. In the DQMC simulation, we take 10° number of

measurements and the Monte Carlo error is smaller than the
size of the dot.

from the Trotter discretization is vanishingly small. To
demonstrate how the approximated partition function in
Eq. (Al) converges to the exact partition function, we
compute the Green’s functions using the approximate
partition function as a function of the Trotter time step
A7 = /N7 and compare that with the Green’s function
using the exact partition function. In Fig. 3, we compute
the trace of the Green’s function tr[G(0)] /N for a single
disorder realization of a small system (N, M) = (8,8) and

=1.0at g = 1.0, where we include the chemical poten-
tlal term NZZ 1 ZcZ appropriately. Since the number
of particles is rather small, the Green’s functions are eval-
uated exactly using finite-size numerics. As expected, the
Green’s function from the approximated partition func-
tion indeed converges to the exact one as At — 0. Fur-
thermore, we confirm that our DQMC simulations cor-
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FIG. 5. The DQMC computation of the temporal Green’s
function as a function of the Trotter time step A7 for a single
disorder realization with (N, M) = (32,32), 8 = 16.0, and
= 0.0. We present the data near 7 = /2 at which the dif-
ferences between various A7 become maximal. The statistical
error from the Monte Carlo measurements is smaller than the
size of the dot.

rectly reproduce the results from the (Trotter approx-
imated) partition function Eq. (Al), which is demon-
strated in Fig. 4.

2. Choice of Trotter time step

While taking smaller Trotter time step A7 decreases
the Trotter error, the computation time increase ac-
cordingly. It is therefore important to take an optimal
A7 in the DQMC simulations. In Fig. 5, we compute
tr[G(7)] /N for various values of A7 for a single disor-
der realization with (N, M) = (32,32), u = 0.0, and
B = 16.0. From the figure, we see that the results with
A7 < 0.5 lie almost on top of each other, where the dif-
ference becomes only noticeable near 7 = 3/2. Guided
by the figure, we take AT = 0.5 as our optimal A7, which
is the value we used in all of our simulations presented
in the main text.

3. Disorder average and Monte Carlo error analysis

In our DQMC simulations, we take the quenched av-
erage on physical observables, i.e., compute the physical
observables for each disorder realization and then take
the disorder average. To be specific, we consider the fol-
lowing the disorder averaged physical observable

Nais N

1 1
~ Nais 2_(O)i = NawNom YD 0ij (BY)

i—1 i=1 j=1

where O;; is the jth measurement outcome of ith disor-
der realization and (O); is the Monte Carlo estimation
for physical observable O of the ith disorder realization.
Note that the disorder average and the Monte Carlo mea-
surement commute with each other for the observables
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FIG. 6. Disorder average of the Green’s function tr[G(0)] /N
as a function of the number of disorder averages for (N, M) =
(32,32), p = 0.0002, and S = 16.0. For each disorder real-
ization, we take N, = 10* number of Monte Carlo measure-
ments. The statistical error is estimated using the bootstrap
error analysis described in Sec. B 3.

of the form given by Eq. (B1), which includes the dis-
order averaged temporal Green’s function, our main ob-
servable of interest. This suggests that we can compute
the statistical error using (O);=1,... n,,. only. To be spe-
cific, we think of each (O); as “binning” of N,, samples
{O;j}j=1,.. n,,, and use the resulting uncorrelated (O);
to estimate the statistical error using the standard boot-
strap analysis.

In Fig. 6, we present how the disorder averaged Green’s
function and its error change as a function of the num-
ber of disorder averages. Guided by the figure, we take
N,, = 10* Monte Carlo measurements for each disorder
realization and take Ngj; = 10® disorder averages in all
of the results presented in the main text.

Appendix C: M =1 Case

In this section, we analyze M = 1 case of our model
Eq. (1). Microscopically, M = 1 case is different from
other cases since the Hamiltonian of each disorder realiza-
tion is given by a non-interacting Hamiltonian squared.
When it comes to the large-N limit, M = 1 case would
reveal the behavior of r = M/N — 0 limit.

The collective action for M = 1 case can be written as

N N
Scol = — ) /dT 0.V (1,0,7,0) s + ?Tr log ¥

+ J4N Z drdry ¢(11)P(12) [¥ (11,015 T2, 02)]2
+ % /dr [p(7)]2. (C1)

In the large-N limit, we expect that the classical solution
¢c(T) = (¢(7)) vanishes, and therefore the saddle point
equation for ¥(7y, 72) is reduced to that of free case. This
implies that the correct conformal dimension Ay should
approach to 0 in the limit 7 — 0 as discussed in the main
text.



Appendix D: Exact Diagonalization Analysis

In this section, we present numerical results obtained
from the exact diagonalization (ED) approach. While the
ED approach is limited to a small number of particles, it
can access useful observables such as the level statistics
and the spectral form factor (SFF) which cannot be ac-
cessed from other approaches. In the remaining section,
we first focus on our main model Eq. (1) and analyze
its level statistics and the SFF in each U(1) charge sec-
tor. We then mix charge sectors by considering a mass
deformation which breaks the U(1) symmetry.

1. Level statistics

In Sec. ITI, we have classified each U(1) charge sector
of model Eq. (1) according to the random matrix the-
ory (RMT). As a demonstration of our classification, we
focus on the level statistic below. In each symmetry sec-
tor, we consider its spectrum {Ej, Es,---} in ascending
order, i.e., £1 < Fs < ---. According to the “Wigner-
surmise” [39], the ratio r, = $,/sn+1 of nearby energy
spacing s, = E,+1 — E,, follows the Wigner-Dyson level
statistics:

1 (r+7‘2)5
p(r):f 1+23°
Z(14r+r2)tts:

(D1)

where (8,Z) = (1,4 ) for the gaussian orthogonal en-
semble (GOE), (8,2) = (2, sf\%) for the gaussian uni-

tary ensemble (GUE), and (3,Z) = (4, 72‘&@) for the

gaussian symplectic ensemble (GSE).

In Fig. 7, we compute the level statistics for the differ-
ent number of fermions and fillings. Our results indeed
confirm the classification analyzed in Sec. III.

2. Spectral form factor

The spectral form factor (SFF) is known to capture the
chaotic behavior of the system [27]. The SFF is defined
as

'ef(ﬂfit)Ej 2
Tevney

DRI

where  is the inverse temperature, t is the real-time,
and ( - ); denotes the average over the random coupling
constants. Also, its behavior has been reproduced by
non-perturbative effects in 2D gravity [56-58].
Traditionally, the quantum chaos, which is based on
the random matrix theory via the BGS conjecture [59],
can be captured by the late time behavior of the SFF [27].
Note on the other hand that the out-of-time-correlator
(OTOC) measures the quantum chaos at early time be-
fore the scrambling time. The relation between two defi-
nitions of chaos, one from the random matrix theory and

9:(t, B) = <

FIG. 7. Level statistics of a single disorder realization of the
model Eq. (1) for various total number of orbitals N and
number of fermions Ny, where we set M = N and denote
(N, N¢) in upper left corner in each plot. Two solid curves in
each plot are from the exact level-statistic Eq. (D1) for GOE
and GUE. When (N, Ny) = (14,7), N = 2 (mod 4) and Ny =
N/2 hold, so the corresponding U(1) charge sector further
splits into 4+ and — sectors as discussed in Sec. III. Since the
spectrum of two sectors are identical, we present the level
statistics of one of the sector in (d). When (N, Ny) = (16, 8),
N = 0 (mod4) and Ny = N/2 hold, so we consider level
statistics for (e) the symmetric (S) sector and (f) the anti-
symmetric (A) sector, where S sector and A sector are defined
in Sec. III. All cases except (d) follow the GOE level statistics
while (d) follows the GUE level statistics, in accordance with
the classification presented in Sec. III.

the other from the OTOC, was investigated in Ref. 60.
The SFF of the SYK model exhibits the same feature as
that of the random matrix [27].

In Fig. 8, we numerically evaluate the SFF Eq. (D2)
for various charge sectors. We see a random matrix be-
havior, where the SFF shows an initial decay, followed by
a dip, and then saturates to a plateau. If we evaluated
the SFF for the whole system, the random matrix ensem-
bles of each charge sector would be mixed. This leads to
an oscillation of the SFF during the initial decay. But
after the dip time, the behavior of the SFF of the whole
sector exhibits the universal behavior as in the random
matrix in spite of the mixture of ensembles, and it will
be interesting to reproduce this universal behavior even
from the two dimensional JT gravity together with U(1)
gauge field.
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FIG. 8. Spectral form factor (SFF) of the model Eq. (1) using
100 disorder disorder realizations at 8 = 1.0 for various total
number of orbitals N and number of fermions Ny, where we
set M = N and denote (N, Ny) in upper right corner in each
plot. Please refer to the caption in Fig. 7 for how we define the
spectrum in the half-filled cases (d)-(f). The overall shapes
of the SFF in all cases agree with that in the random matrix
theory.

3. Mass deformation

In this appendix, we consider the mass-deformations
of the Hamiltonian Eq. (1) given by

H... =

7

ik (X5 Xkt — Xj—Xk,—) - (D3)

N
k=1
where K is a random coupling constant drawn from
Gaussian distribution and anti-symmetric in j, k. Such
a deformation makes the system less chaotic, and thus
changes the characteristic of the system from maximally
chaotic to a localized phase [30, 31, 60]. When it comes
to the holography, the mass deformation would provide
an interesting phase diagram of the black holes. How-
ever, it is difficult to study this phase transition via the
analytic method because the scaling ansatz for the two
point function is not valid with the deformation. In the
following, we discuss the random matrix behavior of the
mass deformed Hamiltonian by analyzing symmetries.
In terms of the complex fermion, the mass deformation
= Z?fk:l iK i (cjen — ch;f). Hence the
mass deformation breaks the U(1) symmetry, the time-
reversal symmetry 7 Eq. (2), and the chiral symmetry
S Eq. (3), but respects the particle-hole symmetry TS.
Since the total fermion number is no longer conserved, it

is given by H,,...
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is convenient to introduce the fermion parity operator P:

P = (=20 x1,4X1,— * XNAXN,— (D4)

which squares to one P? = 1 and commutes with the
Hamiltonian. We then introduce two unitary operators

P— N/2 ...
Py 2N/2X1,+X2,+ XNt (D5)
P_ =25y _Xx2,— " XN,—
where we have
+1 if N=0,1 (mod4)
P.)?=(P.)? = ’ D6
(Pr)” = (F-) {—1 if N =2,3 (mod4) (D6)
and
Pa ia Pa71: _1N71 ia
(X.% )( ) . ( ) N va (D?)
P, (Xj,—a)(Pa) = (_1) Xj,—a
with @ = 4. In fact, P; preciesly implements the

particle-hole symmetry 7S. In our convention, the com-
plex conjugation K acts as IC(Xj,i)IC_l = *x;+. Fi-
nally, we consider the following unitary operator

U — ei%N(l - 2X1,+X1,—) o (1 - 2XN,+XN,—>
! V2 V2
(D8)
which satisfies

{Uf(Xj7+)(Uf)1 = Xj,— (D9)

Up(xj,—)Up) ™t = —xj+

Note that (Uy)? equals the fermion parity operator P.
Now, two anti-unitary operators 71 Eq. (A5) are real-
ized in the many-body Fock space as

T+ =UsK (D10)
and
PLU:K if N is odd
_ = D11
—1 _ i is even
T {( )NP e fN ’ ( )

where the phase factors are chosen such that 7, |vac) =

lvac) and 7_|vac) = clel - c}r\,|vac> hold. In the many-

body Fock space,
(T3)? = +1. (D12)
Two anti-unitary operators 71 and 7_, equivalently
an anti-unitary 7; and a unitary P;, commute with the
mass deformed Hamiltonian. Note also that the Hamil-
tonian is block diagonal in the parity even (P = +1) and
the parity odd (P = —1) sectors. While 7} remains as
an anti-unitary operator commuting with the Hamilto-
nian and squares to +1 in each parity sector, P, (anti-
Jcommutes with P when N is even (odd). So for even N,
one can further block diagonalize the Hamiltonian using



P, eigenspaces. After a straightforward computation,

one gets

P, T, =iNPT, P, (D13)
which can be used to identify whether 7, changes P,
eigenvalue or not.

When N is even, We divide even N case into two
subcases N = 0 (mod4) and N = 2 (mod4). When
N = 0 (mod4), (Py)? = +1, so its eigenvalues are +1
and —1. Soon P =1 (P = —1) subspace T, (anti-
Jcommutes, and therefore 7, preserves (changes) the Py
eigenvalue. When N = 2 (mod4), (P;)? = —1, so its
eigenvalues are +4 and —i. Soon P =1 (P = —1) sub-
space T anti-commutes (commutes), but due to anti-
unitarity of 7., 74 preserves (changes) the Py eigen-
value.

To summarize, we get the following random matrix
classification. Let us first represent the Hamiltonian us-
ing a Fock space basis as

_(Hy O
()
where Hy (H_) is the Hamiltonian of the parity even
(odd) sector.

When N is odd, H; and H_ are real symmetric matri-
ces related to each other via P, and thus have the same
spectrum. Since 71 commutes with H,, H. follows GOE
level statistics.

When N is even, Hy = (Iék H/> and H_ = (}é“ }?L),
where Hr and Hy are distinct real symmetric matrices
commuting with 73 and thus follow GOE level statistics.
Also, Hc and H(. are two complex Hermitian matrices
following GUE level statistics. Hc and Hg are related
by 7+ and thus have the same spectrum. Note that Hg
and Hc (Hp and H{) are Hamiltonians on Py = +1
(Py = —1) subspace when N = 0 (mod4) and on P, =
+i (Py = —i) subspace when N = 2 (mod4).

(D14)

Appendix E: Additional Details on Analytic
Approach

1. Generalizations to higher order interaction

One can generalize the Hamiltonian Eq. (6) with higher
order interaction. Defining

Ja;jl“'jq (Xj17+ © Xigot + Xjr— qu’*) ’
.j1>"'>jq

(E1)
|

11

the action can be written as follows

S = /dT [1%7 OrXj,o + %(%)2 fi%S‘a} . (E2)

where the random coupling constant Jyj,...;, is drawn
from the Gaussian distribution
NI IM [Ty,
P = - T E3
[T oo |-t (E3)

1> >

After the disorder average, the collective action [
found to be

col —N/dT |:—

rN
+ 5 Trlog\IJ — —trlog@
J2
2q

] is

¥r 057, + 50007

+ /dTldTQ (I)(Tl,TQ)

$ (W4 72, 4] + (W71, =372, )
(@1, 4572, )] + (B, =572, +)]° ) (BA)
In the same way as in ¢ = 2 case, the scaling ansatz (12)
for the classical solution of the bi-locals gives the equa-

tions for the conformal dimensions Ay, A and the co-
efficients by, bg.

Ap + qu/ =1 (E5)
21 cos TAy
—J%bd =1 E
T bybe (1 —2Ag)sinTAyg (E6)
2w sinTA r
By ® q (E7)

(1 —2As)cosmAg T2

and we have an equation determining the conformal di-
mension Ay

1 - 2¢Ay 2

(1 —2Ag)tan7Ayg tangrAy  qr

(E8)

Demanding that the conformal dimensions are positive,
we obtain the range of the Ayg.

1
O<Aq,<5. (E9)

In this range of Ay, there exist two solutions of Eq. (ES8).
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2. Four Point Function

We will study Euclidean four point functions F,, Fy , and Fye defined by

Fo(T1,01;72,02; T3, 03; T4, 04) E%(ij (T1)Xj,02 (T2) Xk (T3) Xk, 04 (T4)) (E10)
Foyn(71,72,73,73) = 5680 (1) (72) Xk (7)., (72) (E11)
Fyol(r, 72,7, 78) = 23 (60 (10)00 () (7)) (£12)

For this, we expand the bi-local fields ¥ and ® around the classical solution in large N, M:

1
(11, 01;72,02) =Vo(71,01;72,02) + ﬁnalaz(’]—l?’rz) (E13)
1
T1,T2) =%0(T1, T2 —F—=P\T1, T2
B, 72) =B0(r1,72) + (71, 72) (E14)
Accordingly, from the large-N expansion of the collective action in Eq. (E4)
0 2 1 L
Seor = NS 4+ 52 —\/ﬁsiog T (E15)
we can read the quadratic action
(2) 1 -1 -1 1 -1 -1
S = - Z’I‘r (\IIO AL *17) + Ztr (<I>0 *px P *(b)
(q — 1)‘]2 q—2
e > Do(r, 7)o (X1, X2)]9 (X1, Xa)n(X1, Xo)
X1,X2
J2
+ 72\/F/d7'1d7'2 [\PO(Xl,XQ)]q_1¢(Tl7Tg)?’](Xl,Xg) , (Elﬁ)

where X denotes a collective coordinate of (7,0) and the summation over X denotes the integration over 7 together
with summation over o. For the Schwinger-Dyson equation for the four point functions, we will use the following
path integral identity.

- 0 -5
0= /DUD¢ m [U(XB,X4)@ } (E17)

1 1 _ _
= 5 [0(X36)0(Xa5) — 6(X35)0(Xao)] + 5 D U (X, X1) UG (X, Xe) Fyy (X1, Xo, X3, Xy)
X1,X2
(q - 1)‘]2 q—2 J2 g—1
+ T@O(TSaTﬁ)[\PO(XSaXG)] Foy (75,76, T3, Ta) + ﬁ[‘l’o(X&Xes)] Fy (75,76, X3, X4) . (E18)
By multiplying Z U(X1, X5)¥(Xe, X2), we have the Schwinger-Dyson equation for the four point function.
X5,X6

J? _
Fon(X1, Xo, X3, Xy) — 7 Z Wo (X1, X5)Wo(X2, X6)[Vo(Xs5, X6)]9™ " Fyn(Ts, 76, X3, X4)
X5, X6
—(g—1)J? Z Wo(X1, X5)Wo(Xa, X6)Po(75, 76) [ Vo (X5, X6)]? 2 Fyy (X5, X6, X3, X4)
X5,X6
=Wo (X1, X3)Wo (X4, X2) — Uo(X1, X4)¥o(X3, Xa) . (E19)

In the same way, one can generate other Schwinger-Dyson equations.

J? _
7 Z o (X1, X5)Wo(Xa, X6)[Wo (X5, X6)|9 " Fo (75, T6, T3, T4)
X5,X6

—(g—1)J? Z o (X1, X5)Wo(Xa, X6)Po(75, 76) [Wo (X5, X6)]? 2 Fpe (X5, X6, 73,71) = 0, (E20)
X5,X6

Fpo (X1, X2, 73,71) —
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J? _
Fyn(m1,72, X3, X4) = 7 Z D (71, 75)Po (72, 76) [P0 (X5, X6)] 7! Frp (X5, X6, X3, Xa) (E21)
Xs5,X6

Foo(m1,72,73,74) =Po(11,Ta)P0 (72, 73) + Po (71, T3) Lo (T2, T4)
J? _
== ) @11, 7)o (T2, 76) (W0 (X5, Xe)|7 ™ Fo (X5, Xo, 73, 74) - (E22)

T
X5,X6

Those four Schwinger-Dyson equations can also be written in the following compact form.

Fyy Fn¢) <F0 m 0 > <K7m Kn¢> (an F17¢)
_ , + * , E23
<F¢n Fy 0 Fogs Koy 0 Fyn Fog (E:23)

This can be a matrix geometric series where the common ratio K’s and the initial term Fj’s are defined by

Koy (X1, Xo, X5,X6) =(q — 1)J*Uo (X1, X5)Wo (X2, X6)Po(75,76) [ o (X5, X6)]9 2, (E24)
Kyo(X1, Xo, X5, X¢) :jjj\IjO(XhX5)\P0(X27X6)[\IJO(X5;X6)]q1 ; (E25)
Ky (X1, X2, X5, X6) = — j;@o(Tl,Ts)@o(Tz,Tﬁ)[‘I’o(X&s,Xcs)]q1 ; (E26)
Kpp(X1, Xo, X5, X) =0, (B27)

and
Fom (X1, Xo, X3, X4) = Wo(X1, X5)Wo( X4, Xa) — Wo(X1, Xa)Uo(X3, Xa) | (E28)
Fo,06(T1, 72,73, T2) = P@o(71,74)P0 (72, 73) + Po(71,73)Po (T2, T4) - (E29)

Using the classical solution of the bi-locals, the kernels K’s can be written as follows.

sgn (713)sgn (724)

Ky (X1, X2, X3, X4) =(q—1)J*b%bs for (01,00,03,04) = (£, +,4,4), (E30)

|13 ToaTdy 2|22 754|200
J?  gi158n (T13)sgn (T24)sgn (734)
Ky (X1, X2, X3, Xy) :Wb?y P T for (o1,00) = (&,4) , (E31)
J? 1 sgn (734)
Kup (X1, Xo, X3, X4) = — =02 12 f = (+,+ E32
drq( 1, 22,43, 4) \/; v ¢|T§4_1‘2A‘11|7'137'24‘2A<I> or (0'370'4) ( ) )a ( )
Koo (X1, X2, X3, X4) =0. (E33)

Now, we diagonalize the kernels K’s by the conformal partial wave function to evaluate the four point function. For
this, we consider operators O, of conformal dimension h which appears in the decomposition of bi-local operators.
Then, we define TZ’¢(71, T9) by the overlap between the bi-local operator and the operator Oy,.

TZ(Tl,Tg) ~ (U(11,+;72,+)0n) + (¥(11,—;72,—)Oh) Tﬁ(ﬁ, To) ~ (®(71,72)O0p) . (E34)
Using the universal form of the three point function, they can be written as follows with suitable normalization.

" ~ sgn(712) o B 1
T ) = e T = s

(E35)

Note that Y} and Tﬁ diagonalize the conformal Casimir operator by construction, and they also simultaneously
diagonalize the kernels K’s because the kernel and conformal Casimir operator commute.

(KYIW*TZ)(leXQ) :knnTZ(leXQ) ) (E36)
(K¢W*TZ)(XDX2) :kqﬁn’ri(XlaXQ) ) (E37)
(K * YP) (X1, Xo) =k YT (X1, Xo) (E38)
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To evaluate the eigenvalue k,,,, k¢, and k4, we use the following integral identities

[ee]

(g— 1)J2b‘{l,b¢/ drydry 20 (T13)sgn (T24)sgn (T34)

—o0 713|280 [ T04|2A % | 734]2 28w —h
. w(2Ag—h
=(q—1)J*bjba r*L(2Ay — h)sin 251 sgn (T12) (E39)
Y sin? Ay sin TEATRT(2 _9Ay — B)[D(2Ay)]2 [T12PAY
J2 B 0o 1
_ 27bq 1[72 / drad
\/; v Y . T304Ty |7_13|2Aq,‘724‘2A¢|734|2—2Aq,—h
T(2Ae—h
_ 2£bq_1bé m°T(2A¢ — h) cos % sgn (712) (E10)
Vi cos? mAg cos TEAEEMT(2 — 2Ag — h)[D(2A4)]2 [T12[2A7h
J? sgn (713)sgn (724)sgn (734)
I gt /d d
\/,T,, v T3ATY |7_13|2A\p|7—24|2A\p‘7—34|272A\y7h
= ﬁbqﬂ 2T (2Ay — h) sin M sen (112) )
NG v sin® Ay sin WF(Q —2Ay — h)[[(2Ag)]2 |Tyg|28w—h
Then, we obtain
21(2A ¢ — h) sin ~2Aw—h)
ko =(q— 1)J2b?pb¢> mT(2Ay )sin 2 (42)

sin? Ay sin TE2EFM P2 _ 9Ay — h)[D(2A4)]2

720(2A4 — h) cos W (F43)
cos? mAg cos MI‘@ —2A¢ — W)[T(2A0))2

o = ﬁqu 72T(2Ag — h)sin w (B4d)
VY sin® Ay sin TCAYEI (0 oAy, — h)D(2Ag)2

J? .
bon =27 0470}

\/;

In the basis T} and Tﬁ, the common ratio of the geometric series for the four point function can be represented by

(k”" k8¢> (E45)

kaﬁn

and the conformal dimensions of the operators which appears in the OPE limit of four point function can be found

by the following equation:
T L Oy _
det [(kqbn o) \lo1)|= 0 (E46)

For ¢ = 2 and r = 1, the dimensions of the operators in the intermediate channel of four point functions are
h=1, 2, 3.05788---, 3.85483---, 5.08416, --- (E47)

Note h =1, 2 mode will lead to divergence in the strict conformal limit.

3. Out-of-time-ordered Correlator

In this appendix, we will evaluate the Lyapunov exponent of the out-of-time-ordered correlator (OTOC)

N
1 _BH _BH _BH _BH _BH
Fop(t1,t2) =~z Z Z tr {e T XGo(t)eT T Xk p(0)e” T xjo(t2)e” T g ,(0)e” T } , (E48)
i,j=10,0=%
Fy(t1,t2) =UN Z Ztr[e4¢a(t1)e4Xj7,7(0)64¢a(t2)e4xj7,,(0)e4} , (E49)
i=1 o=t a=1
]_ M BH BH BH BH BH
Fyglti ta) =~ tr{e4¢a(t1)e4¢b(0)e4¢a(t2)e4¢b(0)e4} : (E50)
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by using the retarded kernel in the real-time formulation [20]. For this, we calculate the retarded two point function

and Wightman function by a proper Wick rotation.

Ag

\I’R(X17X2) =2 cos 7TA\1; o109 ( 6(t12) )

[ sinh ”“2 )

Ag
‘I)R(tl,tg) = -2 5111 7TA¢> ( sinh 7Tt12> H(tlg) s

\Ijlr(le X2) :bamg (ﬂco&h i )
A

2A5
™
@, (X1, Xo) =b .
l( 1 2) <I>(ﬂ(x)shﬂ'tm)

Using them, we can obtain the retarded kernels [20].

KE (X1, X2, X3,X4) = —(q— 1)J%b,be4 cos®(nAy)

2A\p QA\I, 2Aq> 2A\p(q—2)
iy i i iy
T T T T B(t15)6(¢
8 (ﬂ sinh —”%13 ) ([3 sinh —“?4 ) (5 cosh —“?4 ) <5 cosh —”ﬁ“ ) (t13)6(t24)

for (&,+,+,+),
R J? q+1 2
Kn¢(XlaX27X3aX4) = _Wb\l, 4 cos (ﬂ'A\I})
28w 28v 284 (g-1)
T T T
N Gam ot Do miaa i 0(t13)0(t
(ﬂsinh 77313 ) <Bsinh ’”f@?“ ) <5cosh ”%34> (t13)0(t24) ,
J?
Kfn(XlaX27X35X4) = —quq, 1b?{,4$in2(7TAq>)
20¢ 2Ag 2A g (g—1)
s T T
N Gam mts D1 whaa i 0(t13)0(t
(ﬂsinh”%”’) <ﬂsinh”;§4> (ﬂcoshmﬁm) (t13)0(t24)

for (£,+),
Kf¢(X1aX27X3aX4) =0.

And the Schwinger-Dyson equation for the OTOC is given by
<Fm7 FW) — (Krzn Kﬁb) * (Fﬂn Fn¢) ,
Fon Fyo Ky, 0 Fon Fyo
We take the following ansatz for the OTOCs

- )
En Fw) e~ B (itte
~ Th t1,t2) = )
<F¢77 qu ( ) [Cosh m} 2A4—h
B

where the function T (¢, t2) diagonalizes the retarded kernels.

(K * Th)(t, ta) =k Tt ta)
(KJ, *Th)(tr,t2) =kl Thlty,ta)
(K5 % o) (tr, ta) =k Tty ta)

(E51)

(E52)

(E53)

(E54)

(E55)

(E56)

(E57)
(E58)

(E59)

(E60)

(E61)
(E62)
(E63)
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Using the conformal dimension Ay from Eq. (E8), we can obtain the eigenvalue kft’s.

[[(1—2A¢)T(2Ag — 1)

R _ _ 2149 2
kpy = — (@ —1)J7bgba4 cos™(mAy) T2 —h—2Ay) , (E64)
J? 7\ A2 T (1 = 2A4))°T(2A — h)
R _ 97 34-132, : 2 n P b
kgy = 2\/;1)\1, b4 sin”(1Ag) (ﬁ) T2 h—24g) , (E65)
J? 7\ TR D(1 - 2A)PT(2A¢ — h)
R _ qg+1 2 n ) w
kpo = —\/;bq, 4 cos*(mAy) (5) T2 = h—2hg) , (E66)
ks =0 (B67)

For a solution of the Schwinger-Dyson equation for the OTOC with retarded kernel, the common ratio of the matrix
geometric series should have the eigenvalue 1 [20], and we can confirm that

ki kD 10
det kan’; "0%> — (o 1)] =0 for h = —1. (E68)

This implies that the OTOC Y},(¢1,t2) grows exponentially in time

x 1
YThe—1(t1,t2) ~ eFt  where t= §(t1 +t2) , (E69)

and one can read off the Lyapunov exponent A; = %’T This proves that our model saturates the chaos bound.
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