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Abstract

In this work, we study the information scrambling and the entanglement dynamics in
the complex Brownian Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (cBSYK) models, focusing on their dependence
on the charge density n. We first derive the effective theory for scramblons in a single
cBSYK model, which gives closed-form expressions for the late-time OTOC and operator
size. In particular, the result for OTOC is consistent with numerical observations in [1].
We then study the entanglement dynamics in cBSYK chains. We derive the density
dependence of the entanglement velocity for both Rényi entropies and the Von Neumann
entropy, with a comparison to the butterfly velocity. We further consider adding repeated
measurements and derive the effective theory of the measurement induced transition which
shows U(2)L ⊗ U(2)R symmetry for non-interacting models.
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1 Introduction

Understanding the dynamics of quantum information is of vital importance for revealing the
universal picture of quantum many-body systems in both high-energy physics and condensed
matter physics. For example, motivated by gravity calculations, the out-of-time-order corre-
lator (OTOC) 〈W †(t)V †(0)W (t)V (0)〉 was introduced to describe the quantum information
scrambling in generali quantum systems [2–5]. At the early-time regime with t ≪ ts, it shows
an exponential deviation behavior 1 − #eκt/N in systems with large Hilbert space dimen-
sions, which defines the quantum Lyapunov exponent κ. It has been proved that the quan-
tum Lyapunov has an upper bound κ 6 2π/β [6], which is saturated by holographic systems
dual to semi-classical black holes. The study of information scrambling largely benefits from
the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) models [7–10], which describes randomly interacting Majorana
fermions. The SYK model can be solved using the 1/N expansion. The early-time OTOC in the
SYK model is known to show maximally chaotic behavior in the low-temperature limit [7,9,10],
while its late-time bahavior t & ts is described by an emergent bulk scattering with a complex
phase shift [11, 12]. Moreover, a series of works study the entanglement of the SYK model,
where the Rényi entropies are computed exactly to the leading order of 1/N using the pertur-
bation theory or numerical simulations [13–20], which is closely related to replica wormholes
in gravity [21–23]. In special limits, results for the Von Neumann can also be obtained by
performing the analytical continuation [24–27].

Time scales in quantum information dynamics play an important role in understanding
“Planckian” transports in strongly correlated materials [28–34]. Although the original SYK
model is defined for Majorana fermions with all-to-all interactions, a number of generalizations
have been proposed to study quantum transports, including models with Brownian couplings
[35,36], charge conservations [37–41], or at higher dimensions [42–47]. As an example, authors
propose bounds for the Lyapunov expoenent in systems with charge conservations motivated
by the calculation in complex SYK models [41]. In particular, the Lyapunov exponent and
butterfly velocity are computed exactly in the complex Brownian SYK (cBSYK) model. Later,
there are attempts to understand the information scrambling in the cBSYK model beyond the
early-time regime [1]. By generalizing the mapping from the Majorana Brownian SYK model
to the effective bosonic model in [36], authors are above to perform numerical simulations for
the OTOC in systems with finite but large N , where a data collapse for OTOC with different
charge density n has been observed.

Motivated by these developments, here we push forward the understanding of the quantum
information dynamics in the cBSYK model by studying its information scrambling and entan-
glement dynamics. In section 2, we derive closed-form expressions for the late-time OTOC,
which is consistent with numerical observations. We also introduce the idea of finite density
operator size and compute its distribution function in the late-time regime. In section 3, we
study the entanglement dynamics of cBSYK chains, including the density dependence of the
entanglement velocity, and the effective theory for the measurement induced transitions . We
conclude our paper in section 4, with discussions for a few future directions.

2



2 Quantum Information Scrambling at Late Time

In this section, we study the information scrambling of the cBSYK model, focusing on its de-
pendence on charge density n. Adapting the methodology developed in [11, 48, 49], we derive
analytical results for the late-time OTOC and operator size distribution by summing up con-
tributions with multiple scramblons. In particular, our results explain the n dependence of
OTOC observed in recent numerics [1].

2.1 Model and two-point functions

The complex Brownian SYK model with q-body interactions (cBSYKq) is described by the
Hamiltonian:

H(t) =
∑

i1<i2...<i q
2

∑

j1<j2...<j q
2

Ji1i2...i q
2
j1j2...j q

2

(t)c†i1c
†
i2
...c†i q

2

cj1cj2...cj q
2

. (1)

Here the random interaction parameters Ji1i2...i q
2
j1j2...j q

2

(t) are independent Brownian variables

with

Ji1i2...i q
2
j1j2...j q

2

(t) = 0, Ji1i2...i q
2
j1j2...j q

2

(t)Ji1i2...i q
2
j1j2...j q

2

(t′)∗ =
Jδ(t− t′)

q
2
!( q

2
− 1)!N q−1

. (2)

For the main part of this paper, we assume q > 4 and the system is many-body chaotic.
The time-dependent Hamiltonian (1) has no energy conservation. Consequently, its steady

states are at infinite temperature. Taking U(1) charge conservation into account, the steady-
state density matrix reads ρ = 1

Z e
−µQ in the grand canonical ensemble, with total charge

Q =
∑

i c
†
ici. The density of fermions is related to µ by

n =
〈Q〉
N

=
1

eµ + 1
∈ [0, 1]. (3)

We employ the Keldysh path-integral approach with partition function Z = tr
(
U(T )ρU(T )†

)

and U(T ) = T e−
∫ T/2
−T/2

H(t′)dt′ . The path-integral contour includes two branches (u, d), which cor-
responds to the forward/backward evolution (U, U †). A pictorial representation for T → ∞
reads

∞u

d

−∞
ρ

(4)

The fermion fields ψs
i and ψ

s

i on the Keldysh contour are labeled by branch indices s ∈ {u, d}.
We first consider the fermion two-point functions Gss′(t) = 〈ψs

i (t)ψ
s′

i (0)〉. In the UV limit
t→ 0±, Gss′(t) can be determined by the density as

Gud(0) = −n, Gdu(0) = 1− n, Guu(0±) = Gdd(0∓) =
1

2
− n± 1

2
. (5)

To the leading order in 1/N , the self-energy receives contributions from melon diagrams.
The Schwinger-Dyson equation then reads

(
∂t − Σuu −Σud

−Σdu −∂t − Σdd

)
◦
(
Guu Gud

Gdu Gdd

)
= I, Σss′ = . (6)
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Working out the details, we find

Σuu(t) = −Jδ(t)Guu(t)
q
2 (−Guu(−t)) q

2
−1 = −Γ

2
(1− 2n)δ(t) = Σdd(t),

Σud(t) = −Jδ(t)Gud(t)
q
2 (−Gdu(−t)) q

2
−1 = −Γnδ(t),

Σdu(t) = Jδ(t)Gdu(t)
q
2 (−Gud(−t)) q

2
−1 = Γ(1− n)δ(t),

(7)

with the decay rate of quasi-particles Γ = J (n(1− n))
q
2
−1 [41]. This gives

G(t) =

(
1
2
− n+ 1

2
sgn(t) −n

1− n 1
2
− n− 1

2
sgn(t)

)
e−

Γ|t|
2 . (8)

Comparing to results in [41], (8) contains no running phase eiµt, since our evolution Hamiltonian
(1) does not include the chemical potential term. It is also useful to work out the retarded and
advanced Green’s function as

GR(t) = −iθ(t)tr
[
ρ{ci(t), c†i(0)}

]
= −iθ(t)(Gdu(t)−Gud(t)) = −iθ(t)e−Γt/2 = GA(−t)∗. (9)

The dependence of density is only from the decay rate Γ. The result indicates the spectral
function A(ω) = −2ImGR(ω) is Lorentzian, with a single peak near ω = 0.

2.2 Wightman function with sources

Now we turn to the study of OTO-correlations. Our final goal is to derive analytical expressions
for the out-of-time-order correlators:

OTOC1(t1, t2; t3, t4) = − 1

N2

∑

ij

tr
[√

ρci(t1)cj(t3)
√
ρc†i(t2)c

†
j(t4)

]
,

OTOC2(t1, t2; t3, t4) = − 1

N2

∑

ij

tr
[√

ρc†i(t1)cj(t3)
√
ρci(t2)c

†
j(t4)

]
.

(10)

with t1 ≈ t2 ≫ t3 ≈ t4. Here we choose the convention to equally split the density matrix ρ,
while results with other conventions can be computed straightforwardly using our results since
ρ commutes with the Hamiltonian. The OTOC can be understood as probing the perturbation
distribution excited by operators in the past (t3, t4) using operators in the future (t1, t2) [50]. A
trick proposed in [11] is to replace the actual source with a mean-field perturbation and solve
the Wightman function to determine the perturbation generated by a pair of operators, which
gives an effective theory of scramblons. OTOCs are then given by combining two Wightman
functions.

We first study non-linear equations of Wightman functions on the double Keldysh contour
in this subsection. Compared to the traditional Keldysh contour (4), it contains four branches,
including two forward evolutions and two backward evolutions. We introduce a ”world” label
w ∈ {1, 2} in additional to s ∈ {u, d}, as indicated in the pictorial representation:

∞u

d

−∞
√

ρ
u

d√
ρ

world 1

world 2
(11)
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We can introduce Green’s functions Gss′
ww′(t) = 〈ψsw

i (t)ψ
s′w′

i (0)〉. For w = w′, Gss′
ww(t) match

the single Keldysh result (8) due to the unitarity. For w 6= w′, the unitarity implies Gss′
ww′(t) is

independent of s and s′. Explicitly, we have

Gss′
21 (t) ≡ GW,0

21 (t) =
√
n(1− n)e−

Γ|t|
2 ≡ G(t), Gss′

12 (t) ≡ GW,0
12 (t) = −G(t). (12)

Now we add mean-field sources to probe the perturbation created by fermion operators. We
choose a source that does not affect single-world observables, such as Gss′

ww(t):

δS =s2
∑

i

(ψ
u2

i (t0)− ψ
d2

i (t0))(ψ
u1
i (t0)− ψd1

i (t0))

+ s1
∑

i

(ψu2
i (t0)− ψd2

i (t0))(ψ
u1

i (t0)− ψ
d1

i (t0)).
(13)

With the source term, the Wightman Green’s functions GW
12/21(t, t

′) show explicit dependence

of two time variables, which satisfies the Schwinger-Dyson equation [50]

∫
dt3dt4 G

R(t13)Σ
W
12(t3, t4)G

A(t42) = GW
12(t1, t2),

∫
dt3dt4 G

R(t13)Σ
W
21(t3, t4)G

A(t42) = GW
21(t1, t2).

(14)

Here we have introduced tij = ti − tj for conciseness. The self-energies receive contributions
from source terms:

ΣW
21(t, t

′) = Jδ(t− t′)GW
21(t, t)

q
2 (−GW

12(t, t))
q
2
−1 − s2δ(t− t0)δ(t

′ − t0),

ΣW
12(t, t

′) = Jδ(t− t′)GW
12(t, t)

q
2 (−GW

21(t, t))
q
2
−1 + s1δ(t− t0)δ(t

′ − t0).
(15)

Using the explicit form in (9), we can inverse the retarded and advanced Green’s functions and
obtain differential equations

(
∂t1 +

Γ

2

)(
∂t2 +

Γ

2

)
GW

ww(t1, t2) = ΣW
ww(t1, t2). (16)

Here we have introduced w 6= w. The right-hand side of these equations only contains delta
functions, which separate the solution into different regions as in the Majorana Brownian SYK
case [11]. Since the equations (and initial conditions) are symmetric with respect to t1 and t2,
we assume





GW
ww = e−

Γ
2
t1fww(t2) + e−

Γ
2
t2gww(t1), (t1, t2) ∈ A,

GW
ww = e−

Γ
2
t2fww(t1) + e−

Γ
2
t1gww(t2), (t1, t2) ∈ B,

GW
ww = (−1)w

√
n(1− n)e−

Γ
2
|t12|, (t1, t2) ∈ C ∪D,

GW
ww(t

+
0 , t

+
0 ) = GW

ww(t
−
0 , t

−
0 )− (−1)wsw.

t1

t2

A
B

C

Dt0

(17)
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For the third line, we use the fact that the source (13) can be neglected due to the cancellation
between u and d branches for either t1 < t0 or t2 < t0. For the fourth line, we integrate the
equation (16) over a small square surrounding (t0, t0) and use the continuum condition without
the source term GW

ww(t
+
0 , t

−
0 ) = GW

ww(t
−
0 , t

+
0 ) = GW

ww(t
−
0 , t

−
0 ).

To determine the solution of fww and gww, we match the boundary condition near the AC
and AB boundary. Near the AC boundary we have

(∂t2 +
Γ

2
)fww(t2) = 0, fww = ae−

Γt2
2 . (18)

We could always fix a = 0 using the redundancy of (fww(t), gww(t)) → (fww(t)−ae−
Γt
2 , gww(t)+

ae−
Γt
2 ). The boundary condition near AB gives

(
d

dt
+ Γ

)
zww = Γz

q
2

wwz
q
2
−1

ww , gww(t) = (−1)w
√
n(1− n)e

Γ
2
tzww(t). (19)

The solution can be parametrized as

z12 =
C

(1 + zeκ(t−t0))
1

q−2

, z21 =
C−1

(1 + zeκ(t−t0))
1

q−2

. (20)

Here κ = (q − 2)Γ is the quantum Lyapunov exponent [41]. The initial condition gives

1− s2√
n(1− n)

=
C−1

(1 + z)
1

q−2

, 1− s1√
n(1− n)

=
C

(1 + z)
1

q−2

. (21)

For small s1 and s2, we expand δC = C − 1 and z as

δC =
s2 − s1√
n(1− n)

, z =
q − 2

2

s2 + s1√
n(1− n)

. (22)

We are interested in probing the distribution of scramblons perturbations. As a result, the
trick is to take si = pie

κt0 with t0 → −∞. The final result is

GW
ww(t1, t2) =

GW,0
ww (t12)

(1 + z̃eκ
t1+t2−|t12|

2 )
1

q−2

, z̃ =
q − 2

2

p2 + p1√
n(1− n)

. (23)

Note that the result is symmetric under p1 ↔ p2 and w ↔ w, which suggests the OTO-
correlations are symmetric for particles and holes. This leads to OTOC1 = OTOC2 = OTOC
in (10). As a result, one may set one of pi to be zero (we set p1 = 0 and p2 = p), and derive
scramblon data using a single source term. This will be explained in the next subsection.

2.3 Scramblon diagrams and OTOC

In the late-time regime, information scrambling is mediated by collective modes named scram-
blons [10]. In this subsection, we utilize results derived in the last subsection to extract the
effective theory of scramblons in the cBSYK model. The OTOC can then be obtained by
computing scramblon diagrams.
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We begin by examining GW in the effective theory of scramblons. The result (23) is derived
to the leading order of 1/N with − log p2 ≪ κt≪ logN , which can be identified with diagrams:

GW
21(t1, t2) =

p

p

p

t1

t2

=
∑

n

1

n!

(
−2pNeκ

t1+t2
2 ΥA,1(0)

C

)n

ΥR,n(t12). (24)

Here each insertion of the source term (13) create a scramblon, giving rise to a propagator
−eκt/C with C ∝ N . The factor of 2 comes from two possible OTOCs generated by the
source term and the factor of N is due to the summation over indices in (13). ΥR/A,n(t) is the
vertex function in the future/past between a pair of fermions and n scramblons. Due to the
time-reversal symmetry, we have ΥR,n(t) = ΥA,n(t).

Noticing (24) is invariant under C → λ2C and ΥR/A,n → λnΥR/A,n, which reflects an
arbitrary rescaling for the definition of scramblons. For simplicity, we fix the convention that

2N

C
ΥA,1(0) =

q − 2

2
√
n(1− n)

, (25)

which leads to

f(x, t) =
∑

n!

(−x)n
n!

ΥR,n(t) =
G(t)

(1 + xe−
κ

2
|t|)

1
q−2

. (26)

Performing the Taylor expansion, we find

ΥR,n(t) = G(t)
Γ( 1

q−2
+ n)

Γ( 1
q−2

)
e−

nκ

2
|t| = ΥA,n(t). (27)

Together with the convention (25), this fixes

ΥR,1(0) = ΥA,1(0) =

√
n(1 − n)

q − 2
, C =

4Nn(1 − n)

(q − 2)2
. (28)

The late-time OTOC is defined for the time regime with κt ∼ logN . To the leading order
in 1/N expansion, we have

OTOC(t1, t2; t3, t4) =
t1

t2

t3

t4

=
∑

n

(−λ)n ΥR,n(t12)Υ
A,n(t34). (29)

Since f(x, t) is analytic expect a branch cut along the negative real axis, we could introduce
its inverse Laplace transform h(x, t) as in [11]:

f(x, t) =

∫
dy h(y, t)e−xy, ΥR,n(t) =

∫
dy h(y, t)yn. (30)

Using (26), we have

h(y, t) =
√
n(1− n)

y
1

q−2
−1

Γ( 1
q−2

)
e−ye

κ

2
|t|
. (31)
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This leads to several equivalent expressions for the OTOC:

OTOC(t1, t2; t3, t4) =

∫
dyAdyR h(yA, t12)h(yR, t34)e

−λyAyR

=

∫
dyA h(yA, t12)f(λyA, t34) =

∫
dyR f(λyR, t12)h(yR, t34).

(32)

In this first line, the result can be understood as each pair of operators creates perturbations
in the future/past with distribution h(yR/A, t), which interact through an Euclidean action
Seff = λyAyR. In the second line, we integrate out yR (or yA), and the pair of operators in
the past (future) serves as a probe of perturbations in the future (past), with a probe function
f(λyA/R, t). Finally, performing the remaining integral explicitly, we find

OTOC(t1, t2; t3, t4) = G(t12)G(t34)

[
e

κ

2
(|t12|+|t34|)

λ

] 1
q−2

U

(
1

q − 2
, 1,

e
κ

2
(|t12|+|t34|)

λ

)
. (33)

Here we have introduced λ = eκ
t1+t2−t3−t4

2

C
. The result shows that the charge density dependence

of OTOC(t1,t2;t3,t4)
G(t12)G(t34)

only comes from λ, consistent with the numerical observations in [1]. This
extends previous discussions on information scrambling in the cBSYK model to the late-time
regime [41].

2.4 Late-time operator size distribution

Finally, we consider the operator size distribution of the cBSYK model. The operator size is
defined unambiguously at infinite temperature in the full Hilbert space. In this subsection, we
first explain our proposal for extending the definition to systems with charge conservation in
the grand canonical ensemble with µ 6= 0, which is an analog of the finite-temperature size
for systems with energy conservations [48, 51, 32]. We then derive a concrete formula for the
late-time operator size using scramblon diagrams.

We begin with the µ = 0 case. To be concrete, we consider the Heisenberg evolution
ci(t) = U(t)†ci(0)U(t). The definition of the operator size is basis dependent. Here we choose
the local orthonormal basis {Oa

j } = {I, cj + c†j , i(cj − c†j), 2c
†
jcj − 1}, and define their operator

size as {na} = {0, 1, 1, 2}. The operator basis for the total system is given by a tensor product
of local basis Oa1

1 O
a2
2 ...O

aN
N with an operator size S =

∑
j n

a1
j . This definition matches the

convention for Majorana fermions [52]. The operator size distribution P (S) of ci(t) is then
defined by

ci(t) =
∑

{an}
ca1a2...aNO

a1
1 O

a2
2 ...O

aN
N , P (S) = 2

∑

{an}
|ca1a2...aN |2δ∑j n

a1
j ,S. (34)

At late-time regime, we take the continuum limit of the operator size by introducing s ≡ S/N ∈
[0, 2] and P(s) ≡ NP (sN). It is straightforward to show

∫
ds P(s) =

∑
S P (S) = 2〈c†jcj〉 = 1.

To compute the operator size distribution, we use the trick by introducing an auxiliary
system with N complex fermions ξj. We first prepare the initial state as a maximally entangled
state between cj and ξj . On the occupation basis, we have

|I〉 =
∏

j

⊗ 1√
2
(|01〉j + |10〉j). (35)
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The state satisfies (cj−ξj)|I〉 = (c†j+ξ
†
j )|I〉 = 0. This motivates us to measure the perturbation

of |I〉 using operator

QS =
1

2

∑

j

[
(c†j − ξ†j )(cj − ξj) + (cj + ξj)(c

†
j + ξ†j )

]
. (36)

It is straightforward to show that

QS|I〉 = 0, QScj|I〉 = cj|I〉, QSc
†
j|I〉 = c†j|I〉, QS(2c

†
jcj − 1)|I〉 = 2(2c†jcj − 1)|I〉. (37)

This shows that the eigenvalue of QS matches the definition of operator size. As a result, the
generating function of the operator size distribution can be expressed as

S(ν) =
∫
ds P(s)e−νs = 2〈I|c†j(t)e−

νQS
N cj(t)|I〉. (38)

Now we generalize above arguments to finite µ. We first consider applying
√
ρc ≡

√
ρ ⊗ I

to |I〉, which leads to a bias in the Hilbert space

|Iµ〉 =
√
ρc|I〉 =

1√
Z
∏

j

⊗ 1√
2
(|01〉j + e−

µ
2 |10〉j). (39)

Tracing out the auxiliary system leads to the correction density matrix of trξ(|Iµ〉〈Iµ|) = ρ. To
probe deviations from |Iµ〉, we ask which operator annihilates the state. We take a symmetric
convention with

(e
µ
4 cj − e−

µ
4 ξj)|Iµ〉 = (ρ

1
4
c cjρ

− 1
4

c − ρ
1
4

ξ ξjρ
− 1

4

ξ )|Iµ〉 = ρ
1
4
c ρ

1
4

ξ (cj − ξj)|I〉 = 0 (40)

Here we have introduced ρξ ≡ I ⊗ eµ
∑

j ξ
†
j ξj/Z and used ρξ|I〉 = ρc|I〉. Similarly, we have

(e−
µ
4 c†j + e

µ
4 ξ†j )|Iµ〉 = 0. As in the µ = 0 case, we introduce the positive semi-definite operator

QSµ ≡ cosh µ
2

2

∑

j

[
(e

µ
4 c†j − e−

µ
4 ξ†j )(e

µ
4 cj − e−

µ
4 ξj) + (e−

µ
4 cj + e

µ
4 ξj)(e

−µ
4 c†j + e

µ
4 ξ†j )

]
, (41)

and define the finite density operator size of cj(t) by the generating function

Sµ(ν) =

∫
ds Pµ(s)e

−νs ≡
〈I|c†j(t)ρ

1
4
c ρ

1
4

ξ e
− νQSµ

N ρ
1
4
c ρ

1
4

ξ cj(t)|I〉

〈I|c†j(t)ρ
1
2
c ρ

1
2

ξ cj(t)|I〉

= 2 cosh
µ

2
〈I|c†j(t)ρ

1
4
c ρ

1
4

ξ e
− νQSµ

N ρ
1
4
c ρ

1
4

ξ cj(t)|I〉.

(42)

In the late-time regime with κt ∼ logN , only contributions from scramblon diagrams are
important due to the suppression of 1/N . As in [48], the result can be derived by arguments
similar to that of the OTOC: We imagine the insertion of cj and c

†
j creates the perturbation in

the future, whose strength is described by the distribution function hR(y, 0). This perturbation
is probed by the size operator QSµ is the past, which has a probe function

QSµ ≈ N
(
1− 2 cosh

(µ
2

)
f(λy, 0)

)
= N

(
1− 1

(1 + λy)
1

q−2

)
, λ = eκt/C. (43)
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Here we take the expectation value over |Iµ〉 for terms without OTO-correlations. This leads
to the result

Sµ(ν) = 2 cosh
µ

2

∫
dy h(y, 0)e−ν[1−(1+λy)

− 1
q−2 ] =

∫
dy

y
1

q−2
−1

Γ( 1
q−2

)
e−ye−ν[1−(1+λy)

− 1
q−2 ]. (44)

Performing the inverse Laplace transform, the distribution P(s) is given by

Pµ(s) = |y′(s)| y(s)
1

q−2
−1

Γ( 1
q−2

)
, s = 1− (1 + λy)−

1
q−2 ∈ [0, 1]. (45)

In the early-time regime with λ ≪ 1, the operator size grows exponentially with exponent
κ. In the long-time limit, cj(t) approaches a maximally scrambled operator, which leads to
P(s) = δ(s − 1), sinece the standard deviation of the operator size can be neglected to the
leading order of 1/N . Moreover, as for OTOC, the density dependence only comes from the
propagator λ of scramblons 1. This generalizes previous results for the late-time operator size
distribution of Majorana SYK models [48].

3 Entanglement dynamics and transitions

In this section, we consider the entanglement dynamics of complex Brownian SYK chains. We
first consider the unitary evolutions and study the charge dependence of the entanglement ve-
locity for both the Von Neumann entropy and the m-th Rényi entropy. We then add repeated
weak measurements, where measurement induced phase transitions [53–66] exist for both in-
teracting and non-interacting models. We derive the effective theory for the transition, with a
comparison to its Majorana counterparts [67–70].

3.1 Model and set-up

We extend the cBSYK model (1) to 1-D chains by introducing multiple copies and adding
Brownian hopping terms [71]. The Hamiltonian reads

H(t) =
∑

x

∑

i1<i2...<i q
2

∑

j1<j2...<j q
2

Jx
i1i2...i q

2
j1j2...j q

2

(t)c†i1,xc
†
i2,x
...c†i q

2
,xcj1,xcj2,x...cj q

2
,x

+
∑

x

[
∑

ij

V x
ij (t)c

†
i,x+1cj,x +H.C.

]
.

(46)

Here we take the periodic boundary condition with x ∈ {1, 2, ..., L}. Random parameters on
different sites are labeled by x and thus independent. The random hopping strength V x

ij (t) are
Brownian variables with

V x
ij (t) = 0, V x

ij (t)V
x
ij (t

′)∗ =
V

2N
δ(t− t′). (47)

1This statement depends on the overall coefficient in the definition of QSµ. One may change the definition
by an overall factor, which leads to a rescale of s.
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Following the the discussion in section 2.1, we find the Green’s functions on the Keldysh contour

Gss′
x (t) = 〈ψs

i (t)ψ
s′

i (0)〉 are still given by (8), with decay rate Γ = J (n(1− n))
q
2
−1 + V .

In this section, we are interested in the dynamics of the entanglement entropy for pure
states. We focus on the setup with an auxiliary fermion chain ξi,x [71, 16], which is a direct
analog of the gravity calculation [72]. The system is prepared in

|ψ0〉 =
∏

x

⊗|Iµ〉x, (48)

which contains no entanglement between different sites x. The system is then evolved under the
Hamiltonian (46), where the entanglement between different sites builds up. We then choose
first LA sites x ∈ [1, 2, ..., LA] as the subsystem A including both ci,x and ξi,x fermions. The
reduced density matrix ρA reads

ρA = trA U(t)|ψ0〉〈ψ0|U(t)† =
cAuξA

cAdξA

(49)

Here we draw a pictorial representation, which is understood as a path-integral over the corre-
sponding contour [16, 15]. We have omitted the density matrix ρ for simplicity. Dotted lines
represent the interaction between A and A in the unitary evolution. We are interested in the
entropy of ρA. The m-th Rényi entropy and the Von Neumann entropy are defined as

S
(m)
A = − 1

m− 1
log trA(ρ

n
A), SA = lim

m→1
S
(m)
A = −trA(ρA log ρA). (50)

As an example, for the second and the forth Rényi entropy, we have

trA(ρ
2
A) = 1 2

2

1

trA(ρ
4
A) = 1 3

4

2

1 2

4 3

(51)

Here we have world index w ∈ {1, 2, ..., m}. Using the standard SYK technique, to the leading
order of 1/N the Rényi entropy is given by the G-Σ action:

(m− 1)
S
(m)
A

N
= min

GΣ

∑

x

{
−tr log

(
ηsδ

ss′
ww′∂t − Σss′

ww′,x

)
−
∫
dt Σss′

ww′,x(t, t)G
s′s
w′w,x(t, t)

+

∫
dt ηsηs′

[
J

q
(−Gs′s

w′w,xG
ss′
ww′,x)

q
2 − V

2
T xs
w1w2

T xs′
w3w4

Gs′s
w3w1,x

Gss′
w2w4,x+1

]
− C0

}
.

(52)
Here we have introduced ηu = 1, ηd = −1. T xs

ww′ = δww′ except a twist near the boundary
between system A and A: TLAd

ww′ = TLd
w′w = δw,w′+1. The constant C0 is chosen such that

S
(m)
∅

= 0. In general, a full analytical study of (52) is impossible, and numerical simulations
for its saddle-point equations are employed. In this section, we instead focus on certain limits
where analytical formula can be derived, as explained in the following subsections.
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3.2 Density dependence of entanglement velocity

In this subsection, we are interested in the entanglement velocity, in particular its density
dependence, of the cBSYK chain. The entanglement velocity v

(m)
E is defined as the slope of

entropy in the early-time regime S
(m)
A ≈ 2v

(m)
E s

(m)
0 t, where s

(m)
0 = −N(m − 1)−1 log(nm + (1−

n)m) is the maximal entropy density2. We focus on small hopping strength V , where v
(m)
E can

be obtained by a perturbative calculation. Our discussion primarily follows [25], which focuses
on static system-bath couplings with Hermitian operators.

We begin with the Rényi entropy with n > 1. For V = 0, the contour (51) is reduced to
n copies of the traditional Keldysh contour (4). As a result, the Green’s functions is diagonal
in the world index Gss′

ww′,x(t) = Gss′(t)δww′ with Gss′(t) given by (8). Since there is no coupling

between different sites, we have S
(m)
A = 0 for V = 0. Now we adding the effect of V perturba-

tively. The leading order contribution comes from evaluating the V term in (52) using Green’s
functions with V = 0. Due to the unitarity, the only contribution is from boundary terms with
x = LA and x = L:

S
(m)
A (t) = − mN

m− 1
V

∫ t

0

dt′
∑

s

Gss(t′, t′)Gss(t′, t′) =
2mN

m− 1
V n(1− n)t. (53)

More generally, in models where nearest neighbor sites are coupled through p-body Brownian
term ∼ (c†x+1cx)

p/2, we expect v
(m)
E s

(m)
0 ∼ V [n(1 − n)]

p
2 .

It is also interesting to compare v
(m)
E s

(m)
0 with butterfly velocity vB. To determine vB, we

generalize the discussion in subsection 2.2 to the SYK chain case. (19) now becomes

(
d

dt
+ ΓJ + ΓV

)
zww,x = ΓJz

q
2

ww,xz
q
2
−1

ww,x +
ΓV

2
(z

p
2

ww,x+1z
p
2
−1

ww,x + z
p
2

ww,x−1z
p
2
−1

ww,x). (54)

Here ΓJ = J (n(1− n))
q
2
−1 and ΓV = V (n(1− n))

p
2
−1. Now we consider the linearizion of

above equation zww,x = 1− δzww,x with zww,x = zww,x, which gives

d

dt
δzww,x = (q − 2)ΓJδzww,x +

p

2

ΓV

2
(δzww,x+1 + δzww,x−1) + (p− 4)

ΓV

2
δzww,x. (55)

To the leading order of small V , an initial perturbation near x = 0 spreads out as

δzww,x(t) ≈
∫

dk

2π
e(q−2)ΓJ t−pΓV tk2/2eikx ∼ e

(q−2)ΓJ t− x2

2ΓV pt . (56)

This give vB =
√
2(q − 2)pΓJΓV ∼

√
JV (n(1 − n))

p+q
4

−1. We compare v
(m)
E with vBs

(m)
0 . At

small density n ≈ 0 or high density n ≈ 1, we find

vBs
(m)
0 ∼ (V J)1/2

mN

m− 1
(n(1− n))

p+q
4 . (57)

For small V , we thus find vB ≫ v
(m)
E . The result shows that vB matches the entanglement

velocity vE only for p = q and V ∼ J .

2Here the factor of 2 is due to the exsitence of two boundaries in our setup.
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Now we consider the entanglement velocity for the Von Neumann entropy SA. In the limit of
m→ 1, it is found that additional loop diagrams contribute [25], which cancels the divergence
of (53). For m = 2 and m = 4, the diagrams read

S
(m)
A = − 1

m− 1
log trA(ρ

n
A), SA = lim

m→1
S
(m)
A = −trA(ρA log ρA). (58)

As an example, for the second and the forth Rényi entropy, we have

δS
(2)
A = 1 2

2

1

Vij V ∗
kj

VklV ∗
il

3δS
(4)
A = 1 3

4

2

1 2

4 3

Vij

V ∗
kj Vkl

V ∗
ml

Vmn

V ∗
pnVpq

V ∗
iq

(59)

Here the solid black lines represent the fermion Green’s function Gss(t). There is also a diagram
given by the taking charge conjugation of (59). As the next step, one needs to take the disor-
der average over Brownian variables, which leads to contractions between Vij. An important
observation is that if neglect one of the Green’s functions (for example the Green’s on the blue
contour with w = 1), the rest part of the diagram, after summation over m, can be represented
by an auxiliary Schwinger-Dyson equation3

∑

m

(m− 1)(−1)m−1δS
(m)
A = 4N

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

dt1dt2 G
du(t12)S

ud
aug(t21)

≈ 4Nt

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
Gdu(ω)Sud

aug(ω),

(60)

where diagrammatically we have

Sss
aug =

s s

Gss
aug

+
s s s

Gss
aug Gss

s

Gss
aug

+ ...

Gss
aug

ss
= s s

Gss
+

s s s s

Gss
augGss Gss

+ ...

(61)

This leads to

Gaug(ω)
−1 =

(
0 Gud(ω)

Gdu(ω) 0

)−1

−
(

0 Σud
aug

Σdu
aug 0

)
,

Σss
aug =

∫
dω

2π

V

2
Gss

aug(ω), Sss
aug(ω) = Σss

aug + Σss
augG

ss(ω)Sss
aug(ω).

(62)

3Here we add a factor (−1)m−1. This is due to the gauge transform of fermion modes cd → −cd on (m− 1)
red contours if we hope to set Green’s functions the same as Gss′ in (8). Please see [67] for the details.
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In other words, we use Gss in (8) as G0, and add the effect of V perturbatively. The solution
of Σss

aug takes the form of

Σud
aug = −nσ, Σdu

aug = (1− n)σ, with:
ΓV

2

√
1

Γ2 + 4(1− n)nΓσ
= σ. (63)

This gives

∑

m

(m− 1)(−1)m−1δS
(m)
A = −8Nt

n(1 − n)

V
σ2

≈ Nt

{
−2n(1 − n)V + 4[n(1− n)]2

V 2

Γ
− 12[n(1− n)]3

V 3

Γ2

}
+O(V 4).

(64)

Since diagrammatically δS
(m)
A ∝ V m, we have (m − 1)δS

(m)
A = −NC(m)[V n(1 − n)/Γ]mΓ.

In particular, C(1) = 2. Unfortunately, we don’t find a way to determine the analytical
continuation of C(m) near m = 1 unambiguously. Combining (64) with (53), we find

SA(t) = 2NV tn(1− n) log

(
Γe1−C′(1)/2

V n(1− n)

)
. (65)

Comparing (65) and (53), we find an additional factor of − log [V (1− n)n/Γ]. We expect this is
general for systems with large local Hilbert space dimensions. The enhancement of log V/Γ has
also been obtained in [25] for couplings with Hermitian operators. We attribute enhancement
of log n at a small density to the different behavior of the maximal entropy:

s0 ≈ −Nn log n, s
(m>1)
0 ≈ −Nmn

m− 1
. (66)

3.3 Measurements and entanglement transitions

In this subsection, we consider adding repeated weak measurement to the cBSYK chain (46).
The evolution of the system then becomes non-unitary, which can exhibit measurement in-
duced entanglement phase transitions. We derive the effective theory for the transition, with a
comparison to its Majorana counterpart [68, 69].

We first introduce measurements into the cBSYK chain. We consider weak measurements
with respect to operator O, which is described by Kraus operators:

K0
O = 1− γOO

†O +O(γ2), K1
O =

√
2γOO. (67)

Here we assume γ ≪ 1. In this section, we focus on the second Rényi entropy, and perform
forced measurement by post-selection of outcome 0. For γO = ζOδt, the evolution of ρ⊗ ρ due
to the measurement then takes the form of imaginary-time evolutions [69]

ρ(t + δt)⊗ ρ(t+ δt) ∝ e−hIδtρ(t)e−hIδt ⊗ e−hIδtρ(t)e−hIδt, (68)

with hI = ζOO
†O. Adding contributions from measurements with different O and contributions

from the unitary part, the total evolution is governed by the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian [67]:

Htot(t) = H(t)− iHI , HI =
∑

O

ζOO
†O. (69)
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For complex fermion model, it is natural to measure with respect to the fermion density
operator ni,x = c†i,xci,x. However, choosing {O} = {ni,x} with ζO = ζ leads to HI = ζQ,
which commutes the H(t). As a result, the steady state is always with zero density n for
any ζ > 0. To construct a model with non-trivial entanglement transition, we instead take
{O} = {ni∈odd,x, 1− ni∈even,x} and ζO = ζ , as a result, we have

HI = ζ
∑

i,x

(−1)x−1c†i,xci,x + cons. (70)

With the repeated weak measurements, we consider the same protocol as described in
subsection 3.1. The Rényi entropies can still be computed as in (51). The only difference is
the replacement:

tr log
(
ηsδ

ss′
ww′∂t − Σss′

ww′,x

)
→ tr log

(
δss

′
ww′[ηs∂t − ζ(−1)x]− Σss′

ww′,x

)
. (71)

As pointed out in [68,69], the transitions for the second Rényi entropy can be understood as
a topological defect of the replicated Keldysh contour, which contains two disconnected copies
of the traditional Keldysh contour (4). A volume-law/area-law entangled phase corresponds to
a non-vanishing/vanishing correlation between the u d branches. Following this idea, we first
study the Green’s functions for the steady state on the single Keldysh contour with w = 1.
The Schwinger-Dyson equation reads

(
∂t ∓ ζ − Σuu

e/o −Σud
e/o

−Σdu
e/o −∂t ∓ ζ − Σdd

e/o

)
◦
(
Guu

e/o Gud
e/o

Gdu
e/o Gdd

e/o

)
= I,

Σss′
e/o =

e/o

+
o/e

.
(72)

Here Gss′
e/o is the Green’s function for even/odd sites. We would focus on the non-interacting

limit with J = 0, and comment on the interaction effect finally. For ζ < V , the solution takes
the forms of

Ge/o(ω) =



 −iω ∓ ζ
2

V
2φ

√
1− ζ2

V 2

−V φ
2

√
1− ζ2

V 2 iω ∓ ζ
2




−1

, (73)

or in the time domain:

Ge/o(t) =
1

2


sgn(t)∓ ζ

V
−φ−1

√
1− ζ2

V 2

φ
√
1− ζ2

V 2 −sgn(t)∓ ζ
V


 e−

V
2
|t|. (74)

Interestingly, there is a free parameter φ, which is not fixed by (72). This is an analog of the
density n for the unitary evolution case, which need to be determined by the initial density
matrix ρ = e−µQ/Z. The solution of (8) indicates we have φ = eµ/2. We have checked that
this matches the numerical results obtained by using methods elaborated in [16, 67]. This
solution contains non-trivial correlation between u and d branches, and consequently describes
a critical phase with logarithmic entanglement entropy. The correlation vanishes as

√
1− ζ/V
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near ζ = V , indicating a mean-field transition in an area-law entangled phase. The solution
for ζ > V reads

Ge/o(ω) =

(
−iω ∓ (ζ − V

2
) 0

0 iω ∓ (ζ − V
2
)

)−1

, (75)

which gives

Ge/o(t) =
1

2

(
sgn(t)∓ 1 0

0 −sgn(t)∓ 1

)
e−

2ζ−V
2

|t|. (76)

This solution indicates all particles are in even sites while all odd sites are empty. The solution
contains no additional parameters, which indicates the steady state for the area-law entangled
phase is independent of the initial density matrix ρ.

We are interested in the effective theory for the transition. We start from the area law
phase, and consider the fluctuation of Gss′

ww′,x(t, t) on the replicated Keldysh contour with two

worlds. The saddle-point solution of Gss′
ww′,x(t, t) is given by two copies of (76) as Gss′,0

ww′,x(t, t) =

δww′Gss′
x∈even/odd(0). For fluctuations

Gss′
ww′,x(t, t) = Gss′,0

ww′,x(t, t) + δgss
′

ww′,x(t), (77)

expanding the G− Σ action to the quadratic order gives

S = φ2
∑

ww′

∫
dω

2π

dk

2π
(δgudww′,e, δg

ud
ww′,o)

∗.

(
2ζ − V − iω −V cos(k)
−V cos(k) 2ζ − V + iω

)
.(δgudww′,e, δg

ud
ww′,o)

T . (78)

Here we focus on correlations between u and d branches with −δgduww′,x = φ2(δgudw′w,x)
∗, which

is relevant for the entanglement transition. We introduce the symmetric and anti-symmetric
components δgssww′,s/a =

1√
2
(δgssww′,e ± δgssww′,o), and expand for small ω and k. This leads to

S = φ2
∑

ww′

∫
dω

2π

dk

2π
(δgudww′,s, δg

ud
ww′,a)

∗.

(
2ζ − 2V + V k2/2 −iω

−iω 2ζ

)
.(δgudww′,s, δg

ud
ww′,a)

T . (79)

Now integrate out the anti-symmetric component, we find

S = φ2
∑

ww′

∫
dω

2π

dk

2π

(
2ζ − 2V +

V k2

2
+
ω2

2ζ

)
|δgudww′,s(ω, k)|2. (80)

For ζ − V > 0, excitations δgudww′,s have positive energy, while for ζ − V < 0, they tend to
condense, which leads to a finite correlation between u and d. To make the condensate value
finite, we need to introduce the quartic term. The symmetry of fields δgudww′,s becomes explicit

if we treat δgudww′,s as a matrix field ϕ with indices ww′. (80) now becomes

S = φ2

∫
dxdt

{
1

2ζ
tr(∂tϕ

†∂tϕ) +
V

2
tr(∇ϕ†∇ϕ) + (2ζ − 2V )tr(ϕ†ϕ)

}
. (81)

This action is invariant under U(2)L ⊗ U(2)R, where the matrix field transforms according to
ϕ → uLϕu

†
R. This can be traced back to the U(2) ⊗ U(2) invariance of the replicated non-

interacting Hamiltonian, similar to the O(2)⊗O(2) symmetry in the Majorana case [68]. As a
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result, there are two natural quartic terms that are consistent with the symmetry:

Sfull =

∫
dxdt

{φ2

2ζ
tr(∂tϕ

†∂tϕ) +
V φ2

2
tr(∇ϕ†∇ϕ) + (2ζ − 2V )φ2tr(ϕ†ϕ)

+ λ1φ
4tr(ϕ†ϕ)2 + λ2φ

4tr(ϕ†ϕϕ†ϕ)
}
.

(82)

We expect λ2 > 0, which determines property of the symmetry breaking phase. To see this, we
consider the special case with ϕ = ϕ1I + ϕ2σx. We have

tr(ϕ†ϕ)2 = 4(ϕ2
1 + ϕ2

2)
2, tr(ϕ†ϕϕ†ϕ) = 2(ϕ4

1 + 3ϕ2
1ϕ

2
2 + ϕ4

1). (83)

As a result, for λ2 > 0, the repulsion between φ1 and φ2 is larger than the repulsion within each
species, and the energy favors φ1 6= 0, φ2 = 0 or φ1 = 0, φ2 6= 0, depending on the boundary
condition. In particular, for two copies of the traditional Keldysh contour, u and d branches
are paired up with each world, and we have φ1 6= 0 and φ2 = 0. The residue symmetry group is
then given by uL = uR, and there are Goldstone modes living on U(2)L⊗U(2)R/U(2)+. This is
different from the Majorana case, where Goldstone modes live on O(2)L⊗O(2)R/O(2)+ ∼ O(2).
However, we need to point out that in the large-N limit, only the classical configuration with
the lowest energy contributes to the entanglement entropy. Even for the cBSYK chain, such a
configuration only contains rotations between φ1 and φ2, which can be parametrized by uR = I
and uL = eiθσy . Consequently, the entanglement entropy shows the same critical behavior as in
Majorana SYK models to the leading order in 1/N expansion. We expect the signature of the
charge conservation show up to the next order of 1/N .

Finally, we comment on the interaction effects. Perturbatively, the interaction J contributes
a term

δS =
∑

ww′

∫
dxdt λqφ

q
2 |ϕww′|q. (84)

For q > 4, this term breaks U(2)L/R to Z2×U(1)×U(1). In this case, the entanglement entropy
excites no Goldstone mode, which leads to a volume-law entangled phase.

4 Discussions

In this work, we studied the density dependence of the late-time information scrambling and
entanglement dynamics in the cBSYK models. Using the Wightman function on a perturbed
background, we derive the effective theory between fermions and scramblons for a single-site
cBSYK model, which gives analytical results for the late-time OTOC and operator size distri-
bution to the leading order in 1/N . We then compute the entanglement velocity of the cBSYK
chain using perturbative calculations and derive the effective theory for measurement induced
transitions with matrix field ϕ.

There are many interesting generalizations of the current work. Firstly, it is interesting to
consider the late-time information scrambling of cBSYK chains [73]. This requires a complete
solution of (54) with a generalization of (23). Secondly, to the leading order of 1/N , the en-
tanglement entropy for the cBSYK chain with repeated measurements shows the same scaling
as its Majorana counterpart. Recently, there is a proposal [74] for considering charge weighted
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version of the entanglement entropy. Similar ideas may be useful in measurement induced tran-
sitions with charge conservations. Finally, it is interesting to study the information scrambling
and entanglement dynamics in models with non-Abelian symmetries.
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