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The search for a quantum theory of gravity has led to the discovery of quantum many-body sys-
tems that are dual to gravitational models with quantum properties. The perhaps most famous of
these systems is the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model. It features maximal scrambling of quantum
information, and opens a potential inroad to experimentally investigating aspects of quantum grav-
ity. A scalable laboratory realisation of this model, however, remains outstanding. Here, we propose
a feasible implementation of the SYK model in cavity quantum electrodynamics platforms. Through
detailed analytical and numerical demonstrations, we show how driving a cloud of fermionic atoms
trapped in a multi-mode optical cavity, and subjecting it to a spatially disordered AC-Stark shift
retrieves the physics of the SYK model, with random all-to-all interactions and fast scrambling.
Our work provides a blueprint for realising the SYK model in a scalable system, with the prospect
of studying holographic quantum matter in the laboratory.

I. INTRODUCTION

Holographic quantum matter is a postulated phase of
strongly correlated many-body systems that hosts a va-
riety of fascinating properties. Chief among these are
the existence of a holographically dual interpretation in
terms of a quantum theory of gravity, and the atten-
dant unconventional transport and chaotic characteris-
tics [1, 2]. Despite the obvious wide-reaching interest
across several physical disciplines from quantum matter
to quantum gravity, such a holographic phase of matter
has not to date been observed in any material or labora-
tory system.

One of the most paradigmatic of such systems, the
Sachdev–Ye–Kitaev (SYK) model [3, 4], was originally
introduced in the study of strange metals and non-Fermi
liquids [5], due to its lack of quasiparticle excitations re-
sulting from an exponentially dense low-energy spectrum.
It describes N fermions with interactions that are of in-
finite range, random, and uncorrelated. In addition to
exhibiting rich strongly coupled many-body phenomena,
the SYK model arguably hosts the simplest known exam-
ple of holographic duality [6]. The model at large-N and
strong coupling shows an emergent SL(2,R) symmetry
[7], a maximal Lyapunov exponent [4], as well as a sec-
tor of modes governed by the Schwarzian action [8, 9], a
set of properties it shares with two-dimensional Jackiw–
Teitelboim gravity [10, 11]. The diversity of intriguing
properties, in particular the exciting perspective of per-
forming laboratory experiments on holographic systems,
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makes it highly desirable to find an experimental realiza-
tion of this model.

In spite of its connections with strange metals in
condensed-matter physics [5], no natural material is
known that can microscopically realise the particular
SYK interaction. The search has therefore focused on
artificial systems in solid-state mesoscopic systems [12–
14], cold atoms in optical lattices [15, 16], or on di-
rect digital quantum simulation [17, 18]. Small-scale,
minimal versions of the latter have being reported us-
ing nuclear magnetic resonance [19] and superconducting
qubits [20]. However, the [N(N − 1)/2]2 scaling of the
number of independent couplings and their infinite range
nature represents a formidable challenge for bottom-up
approaches. Reduced versions, such as the one imple-
mented in Ref. [20] appear to only partially retain the
SYK physics [21], highlighting the need for a concept re-
alizing the dense set of couplings prescribed by the orig-
inal model. The experimental realization of the SYK
model, specifically in the large-N limit, thus remains an
exciting challenge.

In this work, we propose an experimentally feasi-
ble quantum simulation of the SYK model, leveraging
on recent advances in cavity quantum electrodynamics
(cQED) architectures. This platform natively realises
long-range all-to-all interactions [22]. This feature was
used in proposals for the study of glassy physics [23–
25], and it has been used recently to implement hyper-
bolic interactions, relevant to the study of holographic
quantum matter [26]. Furthermore, controlled disorder
in the light-matter coupling [27, 28] as well as degenerate
fermionic atoms [29, 30] are now available in the cQED
framework. As we show, this combination, together with
the multimode nature of optical cavities, allows for the
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realization of the long-range, all-to-all and random SYK
interaction in existing state-of-the art experimental sys-
tems with up to hundreds of particles. Starting from
a complete model of trapped Fermions in a high-finesse
cavity, we identify two key physical parameters allowing
for the dynamics of the effective model to replicate that
of the SYK model: (i) the effective number of modes par-
ticipating in the light-matter interactions, which can be
tuned by varying the spacing of the cavity modes with re-
spect to the drive–cavity detuning, allowing one to reach
the chaotic regime [31, 32], and (ii) the ratio of cavity
mode waist to the harmonic length of the dipole trap,
controlling the mechanical coupling between atoms and
cavity photons.

Further, we perform first-principles numeric calcula-
tion of the interaction amplitudes over a broad range of
experimentally available parameters. Unexpectedly, we
uncover a feature common to existing proposals [14, 16],
but unnoticed so far; namely that the statistical distri-
bution of the interaction amplitudes is not Gaussian, but
interpolates between a Gaussian and a Cauchy distri-
bution. Despite this deviation from the original SYK
prescription, the dynamics generated by these interac-
tion show good agreement with those of the ideal SYK
model. In particular, we numerically exactly simulate
out-of-time-order correlators and the spectral form fac-
tor of the effective model over a range of system param-
eters, showing that both quantities approach their SYK
counterparts as the effective number of cavity modes is
increased. This work shows that the SYK model is within
the reach of cQED-based experiments, and it sheds fur-
ther light on the robustness of SYK physics against ex-
perimentally motivated imperfections.

II. RESULTS

Our target is the SYK model with complex two-body
interactions among N spinless Dirac fermions [6], a vari-
ant of the q = 4 Majorana model [8], described by the
Hamiltonian

HSYK =
1

(2N)3/2

N∑
i1,i2,j1,j2=1

Ji1i2;j1j2c
†
i1
c†i2cj1cj2 . (1)

Here, c†i and ci satisfy the canonical anticommutation
relations, and respectively denote the creation and an-
nihilation operator for the ith fermion mode. The
model falls within a broader class of two-body ran-
dom ensembles and embedded Gaussian unitary matri-
ces, which have long been studied in the context of
many-body quantum chaos and nuclear shell models
[33]. In the target model, the interaction amplitudes
Ji1i2;j1j2 = J∗j1j2;i1i2

are complex random variables, with
real and imaginary parts sampled independently and
identically from normal distributions, which have vari-
ances var(ReJi1i2;j1j2) = J2, var(ImJi1i2;j1j2) = 0 if i1 =
j1, i2 = j2, and var(ReJi1i2;j1j2) = var(ImJi1i2;j1j2) =

FIG. 1. Realizing the SYK model in a multi-mode cav-
ity. (a) Representation of the target model HSYK [Eq. (1)]
as a directed hypergraph for N = 8 modes. Each hyperedge
(only three are shown) corresponds to a complex interaction
amplitude Ji1i2;j1j2 with i1 > i2, j1 > j2, whose magnitude
(shades of blue) follows a Rayleigh distribution p(|Ji1i2;j1j2 |).
(b) Cavity-QED setup (left): A quasi-two-dimensional cloud
of fermionic atoms (black ellipse) is trapped at an antinode of
a longitudinal mode (red) of a multi-mode optical cavity. A
random phase-mask is imprinted on a light-shift beam (blue)
which is focused into the atomic cloud via a lens attached
to the cavity mirror, and thus creates a disordered intensity
distribution (speckle, lower circle). The required atomic level
structure (centre) consists of a ground |g〉, excited |e〉, and
auxiliary |a〉 electronic state for an atom at position x (hor-
izontal black arrow). The drive beam is far red detuned by
|∆da| from the g–e transition at frequency ωa, allowing for adi-
abatic elimination of state |e〉. The light-shift beam (blue),
with speckled intensity Ωb(x), off-resonantly couples states
|a〉 and |e〉, thereby inducing a position-dependent AC-Stark
shift of the excited state energy (right). The cavity-mediated
interactions are randomised via the disordered drive–atom de-
tuning ∆da(x). (c) Feynman diagram for the fourth-order pro-
cess (left) which yields the long-ranged all-to-all interactions
Ji1i2;j1j2 ∼ O(|ΩdΩm|2/∆2

da∆m) of the effective model Heff

(right, large greyish-red vertex) after adiabatic elimination
of the excited-state (blue dashed edges), and integrating-out
the cavity modes (red wavy edge). On the left, grey wavy
edges ending in a cross represent the classical drive field, and
solid(empty) vertices indicate drive–atom(cavity–atom) inter-
actions.

J2/2 otherwise. The model can be represented as a di-
rected hypergraph on N nodes with [N(N − 1)/2]2 hy-
peredges that have complex weights in {Ji1i2;j1j2 |i1 >
i2, j1 > j2 and ik, jk = 1, . . . , N for k = 1, 2}, and are
oriented from nodes j1, j2 to nodes i1, i2, see Fig. 1a.
Physically, the model is zero-dimensional due to its all-
to-all connectivity. Realizing these all-to-all interactions
in a random and uncorrelated way is a formidable exper-
imental challenge.
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A. Experimental approach

We describe the general approach in what follows, and
defer specific experimental numbers, in particular for the
platform of Ref. [27] using 6Li atoms, to the end of
this article. Our envisaged cQED setup is sketched in
Fig. 1b (left). It consists of a Fermi gas trapped in a
two-dimensional (pancake) geometry at the antinode of
a longitudinal cavity mode. We consider the trap as har-
monic and use the motional eigenstates in the plane to
represent the modes of HSYK. The mechanical coupling
between an atom and a cavity photon is parameterised
by the ratio ζ ≡ x0/(w0/

√
2), where x0 is the oscillator

length associated to the trapping potential, and w0 is the
waist of the fundamental cavity mode.

A pump laser, with Rabi(angular) frequency Ωd(ωd)
drives a transition between a ground, |g〉, and excited, |e〉,
electronic level, see Fig. 1b (centre), either from the side
or along the cavity axis. We denote the associated transi-
tion frequency as ωa, and the detuning of the drive there-
from as ∆da ≡ ωd − ωa. For sufficiently large |∆da|, the
excited state can be adiabatically eliminated, such that
the N atoms encode N complex, spinless fermions. We
make a long-wavelength approximation for the amplitude
of the drive beam gd(r) = 1 over the spatial extent of the
atomic cloud, which supposes either on-axis pumping or
a very-low angle from the side. Simulations illustrating
the qualitative differences for drive amplitudes with non-
uniform phases are reported in the Fig. E1h and i.

The cavity mediates long-ranged fermion–fermion in-
teractions thanks to the virtual exchange of photons be-
tween atoms at arbitrary positions r within the pancake,
yielding a fully connected, zero dimensional geometry.
Approaching the SYK model of Eq. (1) requires to render
these random and independent between different fermion
mode 4-tuples.

To realise two-body interactions with random ampli-
tudes Ji1i2;j1j2 , we propose to dress the excited state |e〉
with light near-resonant with a transition to a higher ex-
cited state. Using a random intensity distribution such as
a speckle pattern for the dressing produces a random light
shift, proportional to the local intensity. The drive–atom
detuning ∆da(r), and thus the photon-mediated interac-
tion, inherits this random character, similar to Ref. [27].

This scheme however only leads to a separable (low-
rank) SYK-type model, where the amplitudes Ji1i2;j1j2

are still correlated. It was shown in Ref. [32] that cou-
pling to a number of modes which is (super)extensive in
the system size N reduces the correlations and allows for
the manifestation of the SYK physics, such as quantum
chaos. As we show below, this naturally occurs thanks
to the multimode structure of optical Fabry-Perot cavi-
ties, even in cases where the cavity modes are not exactly
degenerate [34].

B. Microscopic Hamiltonian

The many-body Hamiltonian realised by the setup de-
scribed above is given, within a reference frame rotating
at the drive frequency ωd, by

Hmb = Hkt +Hc +Ha +Hac +Had . (2)

Here,

Hkt =
∑

s=e,g

∫
d2rψ†s (r)

(
p2

2mat
+ Vt(r)

)
ψs(r) , (3)

governs the dynamics of the atomic centre-of-mass (ex-
ternal) degrees of freedom, where mat is the atomic
mass, Vt(r) is the harmonic trapping potential, and
ψg(r)[ψe(r)] is the field operator for the ground(excited)
electronic state. The integral runs over the plane of
the atomic cloud. The term Hc =

∑
m ∆ma

†
mam rep-

resents the total energy of multiple cavity modes, with
integer index m ≥ 0, detunings ∆m = ωm − ωd (we
set ~ = 1 throughout), and corresponding photonic cre-
ation(annihilation) operators a†m(am). The contribution
Ha = −

∫
d2r∆daψ

†
e(r)ψe(r) represents the excited-state

energy. The atom–cavity and atom–drive interactions are
(within the rotating wave approximation) respectively
given by

Hac =
1

2

∑
m

∫
d2r

(
Ωmgm(r)ψ†e(r)ψg(r)am + H.c.

)
,

(4)

Had = Ωd

∫
d2r

(
gd(r)ψ†e(r)ψg(r) + H.c.

)
, (5)

where gm(r)[gd(r)] are the amplitudes of the cav-
ity(drive) modes, and Ωm is the atom–cavity coupling
strength of the mth cavity mode. Concretely, we will con-
sider multiple transverse cavity modes (TCMs), whose
amplitudes gm(r) over the plane of the atomic cloud are
given by two-dimensional Hermite–Gauss modes. The
latter are denoted by two transverse-mode indices nx, ny,
which we map to a unique integer index m ≥ 0 [see
Fig. S1, and below Eq. (11)], and whose sum we denote
as mΣ. The TCM frequencies can then be written as
ωm = ωc + mΣδω, where ωc ≡ ωm=0 and δω is the fre-
quency spacing of the TCMs.

With these, we have all the ingredients to derive an
effective Hamiltonian Heff describing SYK-type physics.
(Since Heff is composed of spin-polarised fermions, Pauli
exclusion prevents contact interactions, so we ignore
them in Hmb ab initio [35].) Formally, we introduce dis-
order into the system via a random spatial modulation
of the atomic resonance ωa(r), equivalently of the drive–
atom detuning ∆da(r). This spatial disorder propagates
into the two-body interactions of our effective model,
thereby randomizing them. We now sketch the main
steps for the derivation of our effective model, with fur-
ther details given in the Methods.
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C. Effective model

First, we assume |∆da(r)| to be the dominant energy
scale at all positions r, such that we may adiabatically
eliminate the excited state. We thus replace ψe(r) in
Hmb through

ψe(r) =

[
Ωdgd(r)

∆da(r)
+

1

2

∑
m

Ωmgm(r)

∆da(r)
am

]
ψg(r) . (6)

Additionally, the relation |ΩdΩm|/|∆da∆m| � 1 allows
us to decouple the atomic and cavity degrees of freedom
using a Schrieffer–Wolff transformation, giving the effec-
tive Hamiltonian Heff = eSHe−S . Truncating at second
order, the transformation is generated by

S = −
∑
m

(
1

∆m
amΘm −H.c.

)
, (7)

with Θm =
∫
d2rΩ∗dg

∗
d(r)Ωmgm(r)ψ†g(r)ψg(r)/(2∆da(r)).

Finally, expanding the field operators in the eigenbasis
that diagonalises the resulting single-body contribution,
ψg(r) =

∑
i1
φi1(r)ci1 , we obtain the effective Hamilto-

nian in terms of spinless, complex fermions, as required
by the target model in Eq. (1),

Heff =
∑
i1

εi1c
†
i1
ci1 +

∑
i1,i2,j1,j2

Ji1i2;j1j2c
†
i1
c†i2cj1cj2 . (8)

The above procedure yields long-range all-to-all two-
body interactions via a fourth order process, as
shown diagrammatically in Fig. 1c, at an en-
ergy scale E = (|Ωd|2/∆da)(|Ωm=0|2/∆da)/∆cd, where
∆cd ≡ ∆m=0 (see also Methods Sec. IV A, and SI
Sec. SI A). The antisymmetrised form of the correspond-
ing interaction amplitudes are

Ji1i2;j1j2 = E
∑
m

∆cd

∆m

[
Ĩi1j1,mĨ

∗
j2i2,m − Ĩi2j1,mĨ∗j2i1,m

−Ĩi1j2,mĨ∗j1i2,m + Ĩi2j2,mĨ
∗
j1i1,m

]
,

(9)

where the integrals

Ĩi1j1,m =
1

2

∫
d2r

gd(r)gm(r)∗φ∗i1(r)φj1(r)

∆da(r)/∆da
(10)

are randomised via the spatially disordered drive–atom
detuning ∆da(r).

The expression for Ji1i2;j1j2 shows that the contribu-
tions of the various cavity modes are suppressed with in-
creasing mode index m as ∆cd/∆m = 1/(1+mΣδω/∆cd).

In the limit of large ratio δ̃ω = δω/∆cd, only the sin-
gle mode m = 0 contributes significantly to the dy-
namics, resulting in an antisymmetrised product form
of the amplitudes Ji1i2;j1j2 . However, decreasing δ̃ω in-
creases the effective number of cavity modes mediating
the two-body interactions, thus generating dynamics that

approach those of the SYK model, as we show in the fol-
lowing section.

SYK models with one-body perturbations as in Heff

have been studied in, for instance, Ref. [36, 37], which
showed that the chaoticity of the model is maintained
for sufficiently weak perturbations. In our case, the one-

body part
∑
i1
εi1c
†
i1
ci1 consists of Hkt, an effective dipole

potential of order
∣∣Ω2

d/∆da

∣∣, and a term stemming from
normal ordering of the two-body part, of order E [see
Eq. (21)–(22)]. The dipole potential can be compensated
by introducing an additional dipole potential of equal
magnitude and opposite sign at all r. For an example
using the dipole potential induced by a laser driving di-
rectly the |g〉 to |a〉 transition, see the Supplementary
Information (SI) [38], Sec. SI D. The individual contri-
butions to the normal-ordering term are energetically of
the same magnitude as each Ji1i2;j1j2 . However, its to-
tal strength scales as N−2 relative to the desired two-
body term, such that the latter rapidly dominates as N
is increased. Finally, by increasing the drive power, E
is enhanced as |Ωd|2, permitting one to render Hkt suf-
ficiently weak relative to Ji1i2;j1j2 . In what follows, we
therefore compare only the two-body (quartic fermion

operator) term H
(4)
eff =

∑
i1,i2,j1,j2

Ji1i2;j1j2c
†
i1
c†i2cj1cj2 of

Heff to the full target Hamiltonian HSYK. To do so, we
will normalise the interaction amplitudes of either model
such that their ensemble variance is J2 = 1.

D. Randomness of two-body interactions

At this point, in previous works it is often assumed
that for sufficiently many cavity modes the interaction
amplitudes Ji1i2;j1j2 as defined by Eq. (9) will follow a
Gaussian distribution, due to the central limit theorem
[15, 24, 25]. Here, instead, we numerically calculate the
interactions Ji1i2;j1j2 from first principles according to
the microscopic expression of Eq. (9) and (10).

First of all, we note that Ji1i2;j1j2 ∈ R because
the eigenmodes φk(r) in Eq. (10) are real for all k =
i1, i2, j1, j2, due to Heff being time-reversal symmetric
[see Eqs.(21)–(28)]. The amplitudes’ ensemble variance
is then given by J2 = E[J 2

i1i2;j1j2
]−E[Ji1i2;j1j2 ]2, where

E[·] denotes averaging over an ensemble of disorder real-
izations. Figure 2(a) shows the distribution for a single,

representative, realization of H
(4)
eff /J (for details on the

numeric calculation of the speckle and interaction am-
plitudes, see Methods, Sec. IV B). The distribution devi-
ates from a Gaussian probability density, and is better
approximated by a Cauchy distribution. Interestingly,
this feature is not unique to the setup considered here:
We have found that some previous proposals which also
numerically calculate interactions according to the mi-
croscopic description of their respective model, have also
obtained non-Gaussian distributions (see the data repro-
duced from Refs. [14, 16] in Fig. 2b – d), though the
non-Gaussianity was not reported. A possible reason for
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ρ
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Real
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0

1 ρ =
0.78

Imag.

FIG. 2. Distribution of two-body interaction ampli-
tudes (a) Representative distribution of Ji1i2;j1j2 from nu-
meric calculation of Eq. (9), for N = 14 fermionic modes,

δ̃ω = 10−1, and ζ = 1. Fitting the distribution by a
(pseudo)Voigt profile [39] [blue dashed line, Eq. (32)], which
interpolates with a parameter ρ between a Gaussian (ρ = 0,
red line) and a Cauchy (ρ = 1, yellow line) probability den-
sity, quantifies the deviation from Gaussian statistics. The
interactions are more Cauchy than Gaussian for all δ̃ω consid-
ered, as indicated by the inset, which shows the mean value
(circles) and standard deviation (error-bars) of ρ over 100
independent disorder realizations. Numerical data of previ-
ous proposals shows similar features: (b) Data provided by
the authors of a graphene-based proposal Ref. [14], is more
Cauchy than Gaussian. (c), (d) Data provided by the authors
of Ref. [16], show that depending on the hopping phase φ of
their optical lattice proposal, the two-body interactions follow
more closely a Cauchy [(c), φ = 0] or Gaussian distribution
[(d), φ = π].

the failure of the CLT may be the presence of correlations

within each realization of H
(4)
eff , which could arise, for in-

stance, between distinct interaction amplitudes that have
one or more fermion modes in common and thus sam-
ple the spatial disorder in a similar way. The important
question then arises in how far the deviating probabil-
ity distribution modifies the physics of the SYK model,
a question that is currently actively researched also for
other probability distributions [40–43]. In Sec. SI F of the
SI, we compare the dynamics of HSYK with Cauchy dis-
tributed interactions to its Gaussian counterpart, finding
that they are qualitatively the same.

E. Comparison to target model

In this section, we numerically probe the chaoticity

of the dynamics generated by H
(4)
eff , and compare them

to the dynamics of the target model HSYK with real
Ji1i2;j1j2 [15, 41]. To this end, we simulate out-of-time-
order correlators (OTOCs), and the spectral form factor

(SFF) as probes of, respectively, early-time scrambling
and late-time chaos [4, 44–47]. We employ exact diag-
onalization methods, the limitation of which to small
system sizes prevents one from accessing the maximal
scrambling rate of the SYK model [48]. Thus, our goal
is rather to use the dynamics of HSYK for a given ac-
cessible N as a benchmark to which we can compare the

dynamics of H
(4)
eff , and to show how the parameters enter-

ing H
(4)
eff can be tuned such that its dynamics approach

those of HSYK.
Our simulations start by numerically calculating the

interaction amplitudes Ji1i2;j1j2 as defined by Eq. (9),
with m = 0, 1, . . . ,M (all data shown here is converged
with respect to the cut-off M , see Fig. E1b–e), for mul-
tiple independent disorder realizations. For a given re-
alization, we use the normalised amplitudes Ji1i2;j1j2/J

to construct H
(4)
eff /J , whose dynamics are then solved via

exact diagonalization (see Methods, Sec. IV B). The sim-
ulated time t is thus in units of J .

0 10 20 30 40 50
Jt

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

R
e(
E[
F

(t
)]

)

10−1 1
ζ

0.25

0.50

0.75

t∗ S
Y

K
/t
∗

FIG. 3. OTOCs of effective and target model. Dynam-

ics of Re(E[F (t)]) for β = 0 (see text) generated by H
(4)
eff

(blue curves) for ζ = 1, compared to those of HSYK with
Ji1i2;j1j2 ∈ R (red curve). Data are for N = 10 fermionic
modes at half filling, and represent ensemble averages over

250(1000) disorder realizations of H
(4)
eff (HSYK). Shades of

blue, from light to dark, correspond to δ̃ω = 10, 2, 1, 1/2, 1/10.
The inset shows the inverse times 1/t∗, relative to that of the
target model 1/t∗SYK, at which Re(E[F (t∗)]) = 1/e, for each

value of δ̃ω (same shades of blue as main figure), as a function
of the transverse size ζ of the atomic cloud. With decreasing
δ̃ω and increasing ζ, the OTOCs approach the fast dynamics
of the SYK model.

Figure 3 shows the real part of the OTOC
F (t) = tr

(
ρβW

†(t)V †W (t)V
)
, calculated with respect to

the infinite temperature state ρβ=0 ∝ 1, for a large

atomic cloud ζ = 1, and unitary operators W = 2c†i ci−1,

V = 2c†jcj−1, with i = 0 and j = 1. The blue curves cor-

respond to disorder averaged dynamics for δ̃ω ∈ [0.1, 10].

As δ̃ω is decreased (effective number of involved cavity
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modes is increased) the OTOCs decay faster, and finally
approach those of the SYK model (red). This speed-up is
more prominent for large transverse sizes ζ of the atomic
cloud, as shown by the inset. There, we use 1/t∗—defined
via Re(E[F (t∗)]) = 1/e, with e being Euler’s constant—
as a proxy for the decay rate, and find the speed-up with
decreasing δ̃ω to be ζ dependent (fitting procedures such
as that used in Refs. [49, 50] proved to be unstable).
This dependence is due to the shape of the cavity mode
functions: As they feature a length scale (the cavity waist
w0), all interactions mediated by different transverse cav-
ity modes become linearly dependent for small sizes, lead-
ing to a reduction of the effective number of modes me-

diating interactions in H
(4)
eff . As a consequence, the con-

vergence to the SYK model is slower. This indicates that
the effective model resembles the SYK model at a length
scale comparable to the cavity waist, ζ = 1.

10−2 10−1 1 101 102 103 104 105 106 107

Jt

1

10−1

10−2

10−3

10−4

10−5

E[
S

(β
=

0,
t)

]

0 2
0

1
p(s)

102101110−1

1/δ̃ω

10

1ε
r

FIG. 4. SFF of effective and target model. Disorder

averaged SFF E[S(β = 0, t)] of H
(4)
eff (blue curves) for ζ = 1,

compared to that of HSYK with Ji1i2;j1j2 ∈ R (red line). Data
are for N = 14 fermionic modes at half filling, and repre-
sent ensemble averages over 100(1000) disorder realizations

of H
(4)
eff (HSYK). The Heisenberg time tH = 2D(plateau height

1/D) is indicated by the vertical(horizontal) black dotted line,
showing very good agreement with the SFF of HSYK. For the
effective model, shades of blue from light to dark correspond
to δ̃ω = 10, 2, 1, 1/2, 1/10, 1/100. The time axes for the SFFs

of H
(4)
eff have been rescaled in order to match the Heisenberg

time of HSYK (see Methods, Sec. IV B). The upper inset shows
that the deviation εr (see text) of the ramp time tr decreases

as a power law δ̃ω
−α

with α = 0.58±0.03, as extracted from a
least-squares fit (black dashed line). The lower inset shows the

level-spacing distribution of H
(4)
eff at δ̃ω = 0.01 (same shade

of blue as main figure), which agrees well with the Wigner
surmise for the Gaussian orthogonal ensemble (red dashed
line). Poisson level statistics (brown dashed line) are shown
for comparison.

A typical diagnostic of quantum chaos is the dis-
tribution p(s) of the spacings s of nearest-neighbour
energy-levels (Fig. 4, lower inset), with integrable mod-

els displaying Poisson statistics (brown dashed curve)
and chaotic models following the Wigner surmise (red
dashed curve, for the Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble)
[33]. Indeed, the SYK model is known to follow the

Wigner surmise [51], and we find that also for H
(4)
eff , p(s)

matches the Wigner surmise very well for all considered
values of δ̃ω (histogram of inset. See also Fig. E1e). In
contrast to the OTOCs, there is no qualitative change
as a function of δ̃ω. However, since p(s) is a measure
of short range (nearest-neighbour) spectral correlations,
it is only able to identify the presence of chaotic be-
haviour at long timescales, on the order of 1/s. In or-
der to study the many-body chaotic properties of our
effective model in more detail, we thus turn to the SFF,
which is sensitive also to long-range spectral correlations,
and thus able to diagnose chaotic behaviour already
at short to intermediate times. Fig. 4 shows the SFF
S(β, t) = |Z(β + it)/Z(β)|2 [where Z(β + it) is the ana-

lytically continued partition function] of H
(4)
eff for ζ = 1,

as compared to that of HSYK, at inverse temperature
β = 0. The SFF of HSYK (red curve) is known to exhibit
the characteristic features predicted by random matrix
theory (RMT) [47, 52–57]: Early time oscillations decay-
ing as t−3, followed by a ramp linear in t, which transi-
tions to a plateau of value 1/D at the Heisenberg time
2D (D is the Hilbert space dimension). For all values of

δ̃ω considered, the SFF of H
(4)
eff (blue curves) shows sig-

natures of the dip and ramp and, similar to the OTOCs,
the depth of the dip and the temporal range of the ramp
approach that of the SYK model as δ̃ω is decreased (light
to dark blue).

For a quantitative comparison of the effective and tar-
get model, one would ideally want to compare their
Thouless time. This, however, is generically masked by
the early-time slope, making it very challenging to deter-
mine numerically even for the target model [46]. Instead,
we focus on comparing the time tr at which the ramp of
the SFF starts. To extract this time, we follow the pro-
cedure of Ref. [46] by defining tr as the earliest time at
which the deviation of the SFF from a linear fit to the
ramp falls below a chosen threshold (see Fig. E1f and g for
an example). The upper inset to Fig. 4 shows that the

deviation εr =
∣∣∣tr(δ̃ω)− tr,SYK

∣∣∣/tr,SYK scales as δ̃ω
−α

,

with α ≈ 0.58.

These results highlight the importance of the micro-
scopic parameters δ̃ω and ζ for laboratory implementa-
tions using cQED. Using them, the interactions of Eq. (9)

can be tuned into a regime (small δ̃ω, large ζ) in which
the fast scrambling dynamics (OTOCs) and long-range
spectral correlations (SFF) of the SYK model are well ap-
proximated. Finally, whilst here we have considered the
ratio of speckle correlation length ξ to oscillator length
x0 to be fixed (see Methods, Sec. IV B), tuning also ξ/x0

may offer the capability to further optimise the chaotic
and scrambling properties of Heff .
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F. Experimental implementation

Our simulations highlight the key requirements for Heff

to approximate faithfully the dynamics of HSYK. We now
show that these can be met using existing experimental
capabilities.

The need for a large ζ suggests the use of a light atomic
species. 6Li is a natural choice of Fermionic atom: con-
sidering a trap with transverse frequencies of 25 Hz, such
as that produced by the magnetic field curvatures in
Ref. [58], yields x0 = 5.8 µm. Quantum degenerate Fermi
gases of 6Li are now routinely produced in high finesse
cavities [29, 30]. To produce mesoscopic samples of ten
to hundreds of atoms, the methods of Ref. [59] could be
adapted to the context of cavity QED. While the target
model is amenable to direct numerical studies for small
N , and becomes analytically tractable when perturbing
around the N → ∞ limit, this mesoscopic regime re-
mains inaccessible by these methods. At the same time
this regime harbours highly interesting quantum effects
both from the many-body and the holographic perspec-
tive, sensitive to non-perturbative effects caused by the
presence of a finite level spacing.

The lowest possible cavity waists together with low
mode spacing δω are achieved through the use of close-
to-concentric cavities. For instance, Ref. [27] operates
with 6Li in a cavity with a waist of 13.2 µm, and mode
waists as low as 2.4 µm have been demonstrated close to
the concentric limit [60]. The coupling of atoms to a
very large number of modes has been achieved in con-
focal cavities [34]. In close-to-concentric cavities, trans-
verse modes are not degenerate even close to the stabil-
ity limit, but as long as the transverse mode spacing is
much lower than the free-spectral range, it is possible to
emulate multimode driving using a comb of pump fre-
quencies, each tuned close to one transverse mode family
[61]. While scaling-up the number of cavity modes to-
gether with atom number is challenging in this context,
the high degeneracy of high-order cavity modes allevi-
ates the experimental overheads, so that reaching up to
several hundreds of atoms seems realistic.

An intrinsic limitation of cavity-QED platforms is the
occurrence of dissipation channels in the form of spon-
taneous photon scattering and photon leakage through
the cavity mirrors. The corresponding irreversible dy-
namics are described by jump operators in the Lindblad
equation formulation. These jump operators inherit the
random structure of the light-matter coupling, formally

reproducing a dissipative SYK model similar to that
studied recently in Ref. [62] (see SI, Sec. SI E). The
finite cooperativity of the cavity will yield a timescale
below which the dynamics will be faithfully described
by the Hamiltonian of Eq. (8). Since the central
feature of the SYK model is the onset of chaos at
logarithmically short time, we expect the study of this
process not to be strongly hindered by dissipative effects.

III. DISCUSSION

We have shown that state-of-the-art cQED
experiments—with ultracold fermionic atoms cou-
pled to a multi-mode optical cavity, and subjected
to a spatially disordered AC-Stark shift—are able to
realise an effective model Heff with dominant random
all-to-all two-body interactions Ji1i2;j1j2 , as given by
Eq. (9). Numeric calculations from first principles
reveal an underlying Cauchy distribution, rather than
the Gaussian distribution of the ideal target model
HSYK in Eq. (1), and we have shown this feature to be
present also in previous proposals based on solid-state
and optical-lattice architectures. Nevertheless, our
exact simulations show good agreement between the
considered OTOCs and the SFF of the effective model
and the target HSYK. We identify how one can tune into
the relevant parameter regime as the number of cavity-
modes mediating Ji1i2;j1j2 is increased, by decreasing the
ratio of the mode-spacing to the cavity–drive detuning
δ̃ω = δω/∆cd.

Our work provides a guideline for realizing the SYK
model in current cQED experiments. Even more, it offers
exciting prospects for further exploration. An immedi-
ate extension is to vary the disordered light shift in time,
thereby generating random time-dependent interactions
Ji1i2;j1j2(t) as required for so-called Brownian SYK mod-
els [63]. The setup also permits for controlled deforma-
tions of the model, opening a platform on which to test
the robustness of SYK-type physics, a question that is at-
tracting increased interest lately [36, 40–43, 64]. Finally,
whilst we have considered a single atomic cloud, multiple
quasi-two-dimensional clouds can be trapped within the
same cavity, and could be subjected to identical disor-
der using spatial light modulators. Such an extension of
our work may offer the exciting prospect of realizing cou-
pled SYK systems such as described by the Maldacena–
Qi model [65], and studied in the context of traversable
wormholes [20, 21, 66].
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IV. METHODS

A. Details for derivation of effective model

Here we summarise the steps performed to derive the
effective model Heff presented in the main text. We be-
gin by repeating the microscopic many-body Hamilto-
nian describing the cQED implementation of the main
text (with ~ = 1),

Hmb =
∑
m

ωma
†
mam +

∫
d2rωa(r)ψ†e(r)ψe(r)

+
1

2

∑
m

∫
d2r

(
Ωmgm(r)amψ

†
e(r)ψg(r) + H.c.

)
+ Ωd

∫
d2r

(
gd(r)e−iωdtψ†e(r)ψg(r) + H.c.

)
.

(11)

We note the following: first, we have allowed for a disor-
dered atomic resonance frequency ωa(r) (see SI, Sec. SI B
for how this can be induced by a speckled light shift).
Second, we have dropped the contributions from the
atoms’ motional degrees of freedom Hkt, as it does not
alter any of the following transformations, so we can add
it back in at the end of the derivation of Heff (for an
explicit demonstration, see SI, Sec. SI C). Third, since
we consider a two-dimensional atomic cloud trapped at
an antinode of the longitudinal cavity mode, the rele-
vant spatial variation of the cavity modes is that of their
transverse profiles. These are given by Hermite–Gauss
modes, which are labelled by transverse-mode indices
nx, ny ≥ 0, and have frequency ωc+(nx+ny)δω, where ωc

is the frequency of the lowest cavity mode, and δω is the
transverse-mode spacing. We use Cantor’s pairing func-
tion to assign a unique integer label m = CP(nx, ny) ≥ 0
to each transverse cavity mode. Introducing the notation
mΣ ≡ nx+ny (nx, ny can be obtained from m by invert-
ing the pairing function), we write the frequencies of the
transverse cavity modes (TCM) are ωm = ωc+mΣδω. Fi-
nally, we assume that the drive beam, of amplitude gd(r),
propagates transverse to the cavity(z)-axis, and directly
interacts with the fermionic atoms [last term of Eq. (11)].
Depending on the transverse size ζ of the atomic cloud,
the long wavelength approximation utilized in the main
text may thus not be valid. In such a case one may con-
sider reducing the angle between the drive’s wave-vector
and the cavity axis, in order to increase the effective (pro-

jected) wavelength over the cloud. This scenario is cap-
tured by the derivation of this section, as it amounts to
modifying gd(r). However, this approach is limited by
the cavity geometry, which may prohibit a sufficient en-
hancement of the effective wavelength. As an alternative,
one may consider an on-axis drive, for which the deriva-
tion proceeds analogously to that presented here, and is
summarised in Sec. SI G of the SI.

Rotating frame.— Going into the rotating frame
(RF) generated by HRF = ωd

∫
d2rψ†e(r)ψe(r) +

ωd

∑
m a
†
mam, we obtain the time-independent Hamilto-

nian

H =
∑
m

∆ma
†
mam −

∫
d2r∆da(r)ψ†e(r)ψe(r)

+

∫
d2r

(
Φ(r)ψ†e(r)ψg(r) + Φ†(r)ψ†g(r)ψe(r)

)
.

(12)

Here, ∆da(r) ≡ ωd − ωa(r)(∆m ≡ ∆cd + mΣδω) is the
drive–atom(cavity–drive) detuning, where ∆cd ≡ ωc−ωd,
and

Φ(r) = Ωdgd(r) +
1

2

∑
m

Ωmgm(r)am. (13)

Adiabatic elimination of the atomic excited
states.— Assuming |∆da(r)| to be the dominant en-
ergy scale at all r, the system is in the dispersive regime
(low saturation limit) [67], and ψe(r) adiabatically fol-
lows ψg(r) according to

ψe(r) =
Φ(r)ψg(r)

∆da(r)
. (14)

Inserting Eq. (14) into the Heisenberg equations of mo-
tion for am and ψg(r), one can determine the correspond-
ing Hamiltonian to be

H =
∑
m

∆ma
†
mam +

∫
d2r

Φ†(r)Φ(r)ψ†g(r)ψg(r)

∆da(r)
. (15)

In what follows, we simplify our notation by denoting the
remaining field operator ψg(r) as ψ(r).

Schrieffer–Wolff transformation.— We group the
Hamiltonian of Eq. (15) as H = H0 + V , where

H0 =
∑
m

∆ma
†
mam +

∫
d2r
|Ωdgd(r)|2

∆da(r)
ψ†(r)ψ(r),

(16)

V =
1

4

∫
d2r

∑
m,n

(
Ω∗mg

∗
m(r)Ωngn(r)a†man

) ψ†(r)ψ(r)

∆da(r)

+
∑
m

(amΘm + H.c.), with (17)

Θm =
1

2

∫
d2r

Ω∗dg
∗
d(r)Ωmgm(r)ψ†(r)ψ(r)

∆da(r)
. (18)
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The effective two-body interactions of Eq. (9) are ob-
tained by decoupling the atom–light interactions con-
tained in V . We do so through a Schrieffer–Wolff trans-
formation eSHe−S = H0 + (V + [S,H0]) + [S, V ] +
1
2 [S, [S,H0 + V ]] + . . ., with the anti-Hermitian genera-
tor S chosen such that V + [S,H0] = 0.

The transformation is simplified by using that |Ωm| �
|Ωd|, ∀m (see SI, Sec. SI A). Within this hierarchy of
scales, V can be approximated as V '∑m(amΘm+H.c.)
[we will return to this simplification below Eq. (20)]. The
decoupling is then achieved by choosing the generator

S = −
∑
m

(
1

∆m
amΘm −H.c.

)
, (19)

which is of order |ΩdΩm|/|∆da∆cd|. Truncating Heff

at O(S) (which requires |ΩdΩm|/|∆da∆cd| � 1), then
yields

Heff = H0 +
1

2
[S, V ] = H0 −

∑
m

Θ†mΘm

∆m
. (20)

The last term is the effective two-body interaction, me-
diated by the exchange of virtual photons between pairs
of atoms located at arbitrary positions, see Fig. 1c. The
remaining photonic contribution within H0 is eliminated
by projecting onto a subspace with a fixed number of
cavity photons.

We briefly return to the first term of V , which we de-
note as V ′: If the assumption |Ωm| � |Ωd|, ∀m is not
met, then [using the same generator S of Eq. (19), and
again truncating at O(S)] one would obtain the addi-
tional terms V ′ + [S, V ′] in Eq. (20). Projection onto a
subspace of fixed photon number would then remove the
commutator (as it is linear in photonic operators), and
the remaining term would simply modify H0. In what
follows, we continue to neglect this term.

The one-body part of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (20) is
given by

Hkt +

∫
d2r
|Ωdgd(r)|2

∆da(r)
ψ†(r)ψ(r), (21)

where we have added the kinetic and external trap terms
back in, which just pass through the various transfor-
mations done from Eq. (11) up to this point, see SI,
Sec. SI C. This one-body Hamiltonian can be diago-

nalised to the form
∑
i1
εi1c
†
i1
ci1 . Expanding the field

operators in Eq. (20) in the corresponding eigenbasis as
ψ(r) =

∑
i1
φi1(r)ci1 then yields

Heff =
∑
i1

εi1c
†
i1
ci1

+
∑
m

1

∆m

∑
i1,j1

Ii1j1,mc
†
i1
cj1

∑
i2,j2

Ij2i2,mc
†
j2
ci2

† ,
(22)

where

Ii1j1,m =
1

2

∫
d2r

Ωdgd(r) (Ωmgm(r))
∗
φ∗i1(r)φj1(r)

∆da(r)
.

(23)
The two-body term of the effective Hamiltonian given
in Eq. (22)—written as a sum over products of fermion
bilinear operators—is of the form of a low (matrix) rank
variant of the SYK model [32] in which the desired rank-
4 interaction tensor decomposes as a sum over products
of rank-2 tensors,

Ji1i2;j1j2 =
∑
m

Ii1j1,mI
∗
j2i2,m

∆m
= J ∗j2j1;i2i1 . (24)

It was shown in Ref. [32] that for extensive matrix rank
the above interaction tensor can realise a maximally
scrambling model, nearly indistinguishable from the tar-
get SYK model of Eq. (1). In our proposal, the rank is
determined by the number of TCMs mediating the inter-
action, and this can in turn be controlled by tuning the
ratio δ̃ω = δω/∆cd of the transverse-mode spacing δω,
to the cavity–drive detuning ∆cd. This is most evident
when extracting the overall energy scale (denoting the
detuning of the drive from the bare atomic resonance as
∆da ≡ ωd − ωa)

E =
1

∆cd

Ω2
d

∆da

Ω2
m=0

∆da
(25)

from the interactions of Eq. (24), as

Ji1i2;j1j2 = EJ̃i1i2;j1j2 =
∑
m

Ĩi1j1,m

(
Ĩj2i2,m

)∗
1 +mΣ

δω
∆cd

, (26)

where

Ĩi1j1,m =
1

2

∫
d2r

1

∆da(r)/∆da
gd(r)gm(r)∗φ∗i1(r)φj1(r).

(27)
In E , we have set Ωm = Ωm=0, since m-dependent correc-
tions to Ωm are of order δω/ωc, and can thus be assumed
to be negligible: for the setup of Ref. [27], for instance,
the corrections are of order δω/ωc ∼ 10−6 since there,
δω ∼ 100 MHz whilst ωc ∼ 100 THz.

In the main text, we study the normal-ordered form
of Heff . This yields an additional one-body term, of
the same order as Ji1i2;j1j2 , which is however suppressed
as 1/N2 due to combinatorics, and we thus neglect this
term. The anti-symmetric contribution to the normal-
ordered two-body interaction, summarised in Eq. (9) of
the main text, is thus given by

Ji1i2;j1j2 =
1

2

∑
m

|ΩdΩm|2
∆m

×
∫
d2r

∫
d2r′

Re [gd(r)gm(r)∗gd(r′)∗gm(r′)]

∆da(r)∆da(r′)

× (φi1(r)φi2(r′)− φi2(r)φi1(r′))
∗
φj1(r)φj2(r′),

(28)

which is real if φk(r) ∈ R for k = i1, i2, j1, j2.
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B. Numeric implementation

Here we provide details on the numeric simulation
of Heff , as implemented for the data presented in this
work. In short, for a given realization of the speckle,
we solve for the eigenmodes φi(r) of H0, use these to

approximate the interaction integrals of Ĩi1j1,m via Rie-
mann sums. From these, we construct the antisym-
metric interactions J̃i1i2;j1j2 = Ji1i2;j1j2/E , and finally
diagonalise the normal-ordered two body part of Heff ,

H
(4)
eff /E =

∑
i1,i2,j1,j2

J̃i1i2;j1j2c
†
i1
c†i2cj1cj2 . The thus ob-

tained spectrum is then used to simulate the dynamics

of H
(4)
eff .

As motivated in Sec. SI D of the SI, we drop the dipole
term of H0 in Eq. (21), such that

H0 = Hkt =

∫
d2rψ†g(r)

(
p2/(2mat) + Vt(r)

)
ψg(r),

(29)
which is simply a quantum harmonic oscillator (QHO)
Hamiltonian for Vt(r) = (matω

2
t /2)r2 (we assume the

trap to be isotropic in the plane transverse to the cavity
axis). Introducing dimensionless coordinates r′ ≡ r/x0,

where x0 =
√

1/(matωt) is the zero-point fluctuation of
the ground state of Hkt, we obtain

H0 =
ωt

2

∫
d2r′ψ†g(r′)

(
−(~∇′)2 + (r′)2

)
ψg(r′). (30)

The eigenmodes φi(r
′) of the above QHO Hamil-

tonian are products of Hermite–Gauss modes
φi(r

′) = ψ
n
(i)
x

(x′)ψ
n
(i)
y

(y′). Nevertheless, we obtain

the eigenmodes via exact diagonalization, to maintain
flexibility of our numeric calculations.

We construct the matrix representation of the Hamil-
tonian of Eq. (30) in the position basis over a square
grid of Nx × Nx coordinates r′, centred at r′ = (0, 0),
and set ωt = 1. For the remainder of this section, we
drop the prime notation, and all length scales are to be
understood as expressed in units of x0. Using exact diag-
onalization, we obtain the N energetically lowest eigen-
modes {φi(r)}N−1

i=0 , where N is the desired system size.
To prevent distortions of the eigenmodes, the grid diam-
eter L must be chosen sufficiently large: The spatial vari-
ance of a given mode φi(r) = ψ

n
(i)
x

(x)ψ
n
(i)
y

(y) is (in units

of x0) given by (n(i) + 1), where n(i) = max(n
(i)
x , n

(i)
y ).

In the main text, we consider systems of N ≤ 14, for
which the largest variance is (4 + 1), and we thus set
L = 10 ≈ 5×

√
4 + 1. We set the number of grid-points

as Nx = 200, for which the relative error in the energy
of the highest mode is less than 0.1%.

Next, we use the set {φi(r)}N−1
i=0 to calculate the

[N(N − 1)/2]2 antisymmetrised, two-body interaction

amplitudes J̃i1i2;j1j2 as defined by Eqs. (26) and (28),

for a given input value of δ̃ω = δω/∆cd. The spatial
integrals are approximated as Riemann sums over the
above coordinate grid. As motivated in the main text,

we work in a long-wavelength approximation such that
gd(r) = 1. Assuming the pancake to be placed at the
centre of the cavity-axis (z = 0), the cavity modes gm(r)
are Hermite–Gauss modes gm(r) = ψnx

(x)ψny
(y), where

m is obtained from integers nx, ny ≥ 0 via Cantor’s pair-
ing function, and

ψnx(x) =

√ √
2/w0√

π2nxnx!
exp

( −x2

2(w0/
√

2)2

)
Hnx

(
x

w0/
√

2

)
.

(31)
The parameter w0 is the cavity waist at centre, and
ζ = x0/(w0/

√
2) quantifies the spatial extent of the

fermionic modes φi(r) relative to this waist. In Figs. 2–4,
we present data for a range of sizes ζ ∈ [0.1, 1], which is
implemented in our numerics by keeping x0 = 1 fixed,
and varying the cavity waist as w0 =

√
2ζ. We set a

mode-cut-off m = 0, 1, . . . ,M in Eq. (28) as M = 240 (for
a test of convergence with respect to M , see Fig. E1b–e),
and ensure that Nx is large enough such that the frequen-
cies of all modes entering Eq. (28) are sampled above the
Nyquist rate.

Finally, to produce the disordered detuning ∆da(r) of
Eq. (S2), we numerically generate speckle patterns ac-
cording to the method of Ref. [68]. We assume the blue-
detuned scenario ∆b > 0, and set the spatial average

of |Ωb(r)|2/(4|∆b|)
|∆da| to unity. The mean number of speckle

grains per linear dimension of the grid is a tunable pa-
rameter in the numerics. Physically, this number is de-
termined by the speckle correlation length ξ. As an ex-
ample, the light-shifting beam and numerical aperture of
the setup of Ref. [27] would yield (w0/

√
2)/ξ ≈ 17. We

thus set the average number of speckle grains per linear
dimension of the pancake to 17. A realization is shown
in Fig. E1a.

Having obtained the set of amplitudes J̃i1i2;j1j2 , we
use them to construct the Fock-space representation of

H
(4)
eff /E =

∑
i1,i2,j1,j2

J̃i1i2;j1j2c
†
i1
c†i2cj1cj2 within the half-

filling sector. The dynamics are then solved via exact
diagonalization [69, 70].

The above procedure is repeated multiple times, with
independent speckle realizations, to obtain the ensemble-
averaged data (E[·]) presented in the main text.

From our simulations of the spectral form factor (SFF),
we extract the ramp, respectively, Heisenberg time via
the procedure used in Ref. [46]. In short, we fit a linear
function to the ramp, respectively, plateau of a given
ensemble-averaged SFF, and then determine the earliest
time at which the relative deviation of the SFF from this
fit is below 1%. An example is shown in Fig. E1f and g.

All numerics presented in this work are done under the
long-wavelength approximation for the amplitude of the
transverse drive beam gd(r) = 1 which, as discussed in
the main text, is motivated by the assumption of be-
ing within the Lamb–Dicke regime kdx0 � 1, where
kd = 2π/λd, and λd is the wavelength of the trans-
verse drive. The case of an oscillating drive amplitude
gd(r) = exp(ikdx), propagating along the (transverse) x
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direction, is shown in Fig. E1h and i, which shows realiza-
tions of the out-of-time-order correlators (OTOCs) con-
sidered in the main text, and the SFF, for small (ζ = 0.1)
and large (ζ = 1.0) transverse sizes of the atomic cloud

and δ̃ω = 1/1000, 100, with the latter interpolating be-

tween many and few modes contributing to J̃i1i2;j1j2 .
We end this section with the expression for the

(pseudo)Voigt profile [39] which we use to fit a given re-
alization of the set of [N(N − 1)/2]2 antisymmetrised

interactions {J̃i1i2;j1j2 |i1 > i2, j1 > j2} (see Fig. 2, and
Fig. E1b). It is given by a superposition of a Cauchy and
a Gaussian probability density, both centred at x̄, and
sharing the same full-width-at-half-max 2

√
2 ln(2)σ,

f(x) =ρ

[
2
√

2 ln(2)σ

2π

1

(x− x̄)2 + (2
√

2 ln(2)σ/2)2

]

+ (1− ρ)

[
1√

2πσ2
exp

(
− (x− x̄)2

2σ2

)]
.

(32)

The interpolation parameter ρ ∈ [0, 1] can thus be
used to quantify the extent to which a given realization
{J̃i1i2;j1j2 |i1 > i2, j1 > j2} deviates from the targeted
Gaussian (ρ = 0), towards a Cauchy (ρ = 1) distribu-
tion.
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EXTENDED DATA FIG. E1. Details of numeric implementation. (a) A realization of the speckled intensity distribution
used to numerically define the disordered drive–atom detuning ∆da(r). (b)–(e) Comparison of data for mode-cut-off M = 240
(blue) versus M = 500 (orange): (b) The interpolation parameter ρ [see Eq. (32)], quantifying the shape of the probability

distribution of J̃i1i2;j1j2 for δ̃ω = 1/10, 1/2, 1, 2, 10. Markers and error-bars, respectively, represent the mean and standard
deviation of ρ for an ensemble of 100 disorder realizations. (c), (d) OTOC (operator choice as in main text), respectively,

SFF for N = 10(N = 14) fermionic modes at half-filling, with ζ = 1, and δ̃ω = 1/10(δ̃ω = 1/1000), averaged over 250(100)

disorder realizations. (e, main) Level-spacing distribution p(s) of H
(4)
eff , for N = 14 fermionic modes at half-filling and ζ = 1.

For all considered δ̃ω = 10, 2, 1, 1/2, 1/10, 1/100 (light to dark blue), p(s) agrees well with the Wigner surmise for the Gaussian

Orthogonal Ensemble (red dashed curve). (e, inset) Convergence of p(s), with respect to mode-cut-off M , of H
(4)
eff for N = 14

fermionic modes at half-filling, ζ = 1, and δ̃ω = 1/1000. (f), (g) Examples of the relative error technique of Ref. [46], used

here to extract (f) the ramp time tr, and (g) the Heisenberg time tH of the SFF (black curve) of Fig. 4 for δ̃ω = 1.0. A
linear fit (sky-blue line) to the ramp, respectively plateau, is used to determine the earliest time at which the relative deviation
ε ≡ |S(t)− f(t)|/|f(t)| of the SFF S(t) from the linear fit f(t) falls below an error threshold. This time is designated as the
ramp, respectively, Heisenberg time. Here, and for the data of the main text, we set the threshold to 0.01, and the red circle
markers are centred on S(t = tr), respectively, S(t = tH). For illustrative purposes, the linear fits have been plotted beyond their
domain of validity, which is chosen by inspection for each data set. (h), (i) Simulations illustrating the qualitative differences for

drive amplitudes with non-uniform phases. The OTOCs (h) and SFFs (i) are generated by H
(4)
eff with interactions J̃i1i2;j1j2 in

which the drive amplitude has an oscillating phase gd(r) = exp(ikdx), where kd = 2π/λd is the drive beam’s wave-number, and
the drive propagates in the (transverse to the cavity axis) x-direction. OTOC(SFF) data are for a system of N = 10(N = 14)
fermionic modes at half-filling, averaged over 500(200) disorder realizations. Both panels compare dynamics for different

transverse atomic cloud sizes ζ = 1(ζ = 0.1), indicated by solid(dashed) curves, and different δ̃ω = 100(δ̃ω = 1/1000) shown in
red(blue). Contrary to the case of homogeneous drive (main text), the dynamics in the smaller cloud (ζ = 0.1) are faster than

in the larger cloud (ζ = 1). However, the data for different δ̃ω collapse on top of one-another, so that no speed up is apparent

as δ̃ω is tuned. This indicates that the homogeneous drive utilised in the main text is an important ingredient for the proposal.
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SI. SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A CAVITY QUANTUM ELECTRODYNAMICS
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SACHDEV–YE–KITAEV MODEL

A. Energy scales

SUPPLEMENTARY FIG. S1. Sketch of frequencies. Location in frequency space (horizontal axis, not to scale) of the
atomic (ωa) and cavity resonance (ωc), with respective line-widths Γ and κ. The multi-mode cavity has mode-families, labelled
by mΣ, at intervals mΣδω above the fundamental cavity resonance (ωc). The drive beam (red arrow) is red-detuned from the
fundamental cavity mode by |∆cd|, which is in turn red-detuned from the atomic resonance by |∆ca|. The drive–atom detuning
∆da is thus of magnitude |∆da| = |∆ca|+ |∆cd|.

Here we discuss the energy scales relevant to our cQED proposal. We envision the scenario depicted in Fig. S1,
where the drive beam is detuned by an amount ∆cd ≡ ωc − ωd from the fundamental (TEM00) mode of the cavity at
frequency ωc ≡ ωm=0, which in turn is far detuned from the bare atomic frequency ωa, by an amount ∆ca ≡ ωc − ωa.
The drive–atom detuning is thus ∆da = ∆ca − ∆cd. We assume red detunings, i.e., that ωd < ωc < ωa, such that
|∆da| = |∆ca|+ |∆cd|.

The transverse cavity mode frequencies ωm are indicated in the sketch of Fig. S1 at regular intervals above the
fundamental cavity mode. The size of the intervals is given by the transverse-mode-spacing (TMS) δω, such that
ωm = ωc + (nx + ny)δω, where nx, ny are the transverse-mode indices of the mth mode, which is contained in the

mΣth mode-family (mΣ ≡ nx+ny). The light–matter coupling of the mth cavity mode Ωm ∝
√
ωc + (nx + ny)δω can

be approximated as Ωm ≈ Ωm=0: Whilst δω depends on the cavity’s deviation from confocality, for optical cavities
ωc/2π is on the order of hundreds of THz, such that one can reasonably assume δω/ωc � 1 [27, 34]. The cavity loss
rate is parameterised by κ.

The frequency of the harmonic trap along the cavity axis is assumed to be large enough to produce a quasi-two-
dimensional fermionic cloud, extended radially, i.e., transverse to the cavity axis. The relevant trapping frequency is
thus that along the radial direction, which we denote as ωtrap.

The loss rate due to spontaneous emission of the atoms is parameterised by Γ. In the subsequent derivations, we
will work in the dispersive regime |Γ/∆da| � 1, to allow for the adiabatic elimination of the excited internal atomic
state. This is achieved by far-detuning the cavity from the bare atomic transition such that ∆ca is the dominant
energy scale in the system. In so doing, care must be taken to account for the non-zero TMS, which imposes a lower
bound on ∆ca, depending on the number of TCMs mediating the atom–atom interactions.

A reasonable hierarchy of the above parameters in cQED platforms [27, 29, 30, 34, 58] is given by

∆ca � ∆cd, δω � Γ > Ωm > κ� ωtrap, (S1)

where the Rabi frequency of the drive Ωd can be tuned across this hierarchy, with feasible strengths ranging from 0
to the order of several GHz.

We will neglect atomic and cavity losses throughout our derivation, as they can be treated as subdominant in the
dispersive regime: already for ∆da/2π ∼ 1 GHz, photonic and atomic losses such as those reported in [27] occur at
timescales suppressed by |κ/∆da| ∼ 10−4, |Γ/∆da| ∼ 10−3. Eventually, like for all methods based on cavity QED, the
finite cooperativity of the cavity will limit the total duration available for the coherent evolution.

The energy scale of the speckled AC-Stark shift is discussed in the next section.

B. Spatially dependent light shift

In this section, we describe how the interaction amplitudes Ji1i2;j1j2 summarised by Eqs. (24)–(28) can be ran-
domised, as required by the SYK model. The key idea is to subject the cloud of fermionic atoms to a spatially
disordered AC-Stark shift, which then translates into the effective model as a random contribution to the interac-
tion integral of Eq. (23). Specifically, we envision the scenario utilized in Ref. [27], where a light-shifting beam is
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used to off-resonantly dress the excited-state |e〉 with an auxiliary-state |a〉 (see also Fig. 1b of the main text). The

excited-state is then shifted in energy by an amount |Ωb(r)|2/(4∆b) when the light-shifting beam is far-detuned from
the excited-to-auxiliary state transition by an amount |∆b|, where ∆b > 0 for blue detuning, and ∆b < 0 for red
detuning. Any spatial variation of the beam’s Rabi frequency Ωb(r) thus introduces a spatial dependence of the
atoms’ excited-state energy, and hence also of the drive–atom detuning

∆da(r) ≡ ωd − ωa(r) = (ωd − ωa)− |Ωb(r)|2
4∆b

=

−
(
|∆da|+ |Ωb(r)|2

4|∆b|

)
for ∆b > 0,

−
(
|∆da| − |Ωb(r)|2

4|∆b|

)
for ∆b < 0.

(S2)

Here we have used that ∆da < 0, i.e. that the drive frequency ωd is red detuned from the ground-to-excited state
transition. We choose the light-shifting beam to be blue detuned, such that the light shift increases the magnitude of
∆da(r). The above shows that a spatial disorder of ∆da(r) can be engineered via a spatial disorder of the light-shifting

beam’s intensity Ib(r) ∝ |Ωb(r)|2, and this translates into an effective model with random two-body interactions
Ji1i2;j1j2 by randomising the spatial integral of Eq. (23).

To produce such a random intensity distribution, we propose to utilise an optical speckle (see for instance Ref. [71]
or the thesis [72]). This can, for instance, be achieved by letting the beam pass through a diffuser or, in a more
reproducible manner, by utilizing a spatial-light-modulator, and then focusing the beam into the atomic cloud with
a lens [27]. The speckle pattern is characterised by grains of high intensity, randomly distributed in space, whose
correlation length across the lens’ focal plane is set by the wavelength of the light-shift beam, and the numerical
aperture of the lens (Rayleigh criterium). The distribution of the light intensity I of the speckle pattern follows an
exponential probability distribution P (I) = exp(−I/〈I〉)/〈I〉 with 〈I〉 being the mean intensity (proportional to that
of the light-shift beam) and a measure of the strength of the disorder. Tuning the laser’s intensity thus allows one to
tune between weak and strong disorder.

C. Including motional degrees of freedom

Here, we demonstrate that the dynamics due to the motional (external) atomic degrees of freedom

Hkt =
∑

s=e,g

∫
d2rψ†s (r)

(
p2/(2mat) + Vt(r)

)
ψs(r) (S3)

only modify the one-body Hamiltonian of Eq. (21), and thus its eigenmodes, but do not formally alter the effective
two-body interaction of Eqs. (24)–(28). To do so, we consider the role of Hkt in the three transformations of the
original many-body Hamiltonian, outlined in Methods Sec. IV A:

(i) Rotating frame
Hkt is unaltered by the rotating frame transformation generated by HRF [defined above Eq. (12)], as is evident
from [Hkt, HRF] = 0. Intuitively, this should be so, since HRF is proportional to the total number operator
for the excited states, and Hkt conserves particle number. For completeness, we show explicitly that this is
indeed true. To this end, we decompose the field operators ψg(r), ψe(r), respectively, into an arbitrary basis of
mode-functions

ψs(r) =
∑
i

φsi(r)csi. (S4)

In terms of this decomposition, Hkt is given by

Hkt =
∑

s=e,g

∑
i,j

(∫
d2rφ∗si(r)

(
− ∇

2
r

2mat
+ Vt(r)

)
φsj(r)

)
c†sicsj . (S5)

This decomposition allows us to decouple the Laplacian in Hkt from the operator algebra, which simplifies the
calculation of commutators here and below. For the present case, we find

[Hkt, HRF] ∝
[
c†sicsj ,

∑
k

c†ekcek

]
, (S6)

where we have used that the fermionic part of HRF is proportional to
∑
k c
†
ekcek. The commutator on the right-

hand-side vanishes since the operator on its left conserves the total (excited-state) particle number symmetry
encoded by the operator on its right. So we see thatHkt propagates unaltered into the rotating-frame Hamiltonian
given by Eq. (12), i.e., Eq. (12) changes to H +Hkt.
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(ii) Adiabatic elimination
The inclusion of Hkt in Eq. (12) modifies the Heisenberg equation of motion for ψe(r) due to the additional
commutator

[ψe(r), Hkt] =

(
p2

2mat
+ Vt(r)

)
ψe(r), (S7)

which can be calculated, as before, using the decomposition of Eq. (S5). The modified equation of motion is
thus

i∂tψe(r) = −∆da(r)ψe(r) + Φ(r)ψg(r) +

(
p2

2mat
+ Vt(r)

)
ψe(r). (S8)

We drop the term in parenthesis, which is motivated by a separation of energy scales [73]; Having already
assumed ∆da(r) to be the dominant energy scale in the system at all r, the comparatively slow dynamics of the
atoms’ external degrees of freedom (typically on the order of tens of kHz [58]) may be safely neglected.

The steady-state field operator given by Eq. (14) thus remains unchanged within this approximation, so that
the Hamiltonian of Eq. (15) simply acquires the additional term∫

d2rψ†g(r)

(
p2

2mat
+ Vt(r)

)
ψg(r) +

∫
d2r

Φ†(r)ψ†g(r)

∆da(r)

(
p2

2mat
+ Vt(r)

)
Φ(r)ψg(r)

∆da(r)
, (S9)

the latter part of which can be dropped since it is O(1/∆da) relative to the Hamiltonian of Eq. (15). So,
taking Hkt into account during the adiabatic elimination of ψe(r), simply adds to Eq. (15) the dynamics of the
external degrees of freedom of the ground state species Hkt =

∫
d2rψ†(r)

(
p2/(2mat) + Vt(r)

)
ψ(r), where we

have denoted ψg(r) as ψ(r) =
∑
i φi(r)ci and redefined Hkt accordingly as

Hkt =
∑
i,j

(∫
d2rφ∗i (r)

(
− ∇

2
r

2mat
+ Vt(r)

)
φj(r)

)
c†i cj . (S10)

(iii) Schrieffer–Wolff transformation
The presence of Hkt in the Hamiltonian obtained after adiabatic elimination merely modifies H0 of Eq. (16) to
H0 + Hkt, i.e., it does not couple photonic and atomic degrees of freedom. We may therefore continue to use
the generator S of Eq. (19) to eliminate the coupling term V given by Eq. (17). All that remains is to take into
account the additional contributions to the commutator [S,H0], which is modified to [S,H0] + [S,Hkt]. We now
show that this additional term vanishes, thereby proving that the effective Hamiltonian of Eq. (20) only changes
from Heff to Heff +Hkt.

To simplify the notation, we start by summarising Eq. (S10) as Hkt =
∑
i,j K(i, j)c†i cj . Similarly, we group all

scalar terms in Eq. (19) such that S =
∑
m

∑
k,l s(m, k, l)amc

†
kcl −H.c.. With this in hand, we have

[S,Hkt] =
∑
m

am
∑
j,k

[∑
i

(K(i, j)s(m, k, i)−K(i, k)∗s(m, i, j))

]
c†kcj + H.c. . (S11)

The sum over i is
∑
i φi(r)∗φi(r′) = δ(r − r′), and so the term in square-brackets is proportional to∫

d2r
g∗d(r)gm(r)

∆da(r)

{
φ∗k(r)

(
− ∇

2
r

2mat
+ Vt(r)

)
φj(r)−

[(
− ∇

2
r

2mat
+ Vt(r)

)
φk(r)

]∗
φj(r)

}
. (S12)

Multiplying this by c†kcj and summing over k, j reduces the term in curly braces above to

ψ†(r)

(
− ∇

2
r

2mat
+ Vt(r)

)
ψ(r)−H.c. . (S13)

This is zero, by hermiticity of Hkt, and so [S,Hkt] = 0. Therefore, the effective Hamiltonian of Eq. (20) is

simply modified to Heff = H0 + Hkt −
∑
m

Θ†mΘm

∆m
. This merely redefines the eigenmodes and eigen-energies of

the one-body term in Eq. (22), but otherwise leaves the formal results of Eqs. (24)–(28) unchanged.

In summary, we have shown that in the derivation of the effective model given by Eq. (20), one may disregard Hkt when
performing all necessary transformations, and simply add it back into the final one-body contribution in Eq. (21).
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D. Compensating the disordered dipole potential

We have seen in the derivation of Heff [Eq. (22)], that the one-body term [Eq. (21)] contains an effective disordered
dipole potential ∫

d2r
|Ωdgd(r)|2

∆da(r)
ψ†(r)ψ(r), (S14)

which appears after adiabatic elimination of the excited state [see Eq. (16)]. Here we briefly discuss how this term
could be compensated by introducing an additional drive.

The light-shift technique, described in Sec. SI B, produces in the dressed-state picture two energetically shifted
states (Autler–Townes doublet). The energy shifts of these dressed states, relative to the bare states, are perfectly
anti-correlated. In the microscopic Hamiltonian of Eq. (11), it is the energetically lower state of this doublet which is
designated as the excited state, at frequency ωa(r). Let the transition frequency from the ground state to the higher
lying dressed state be ωaux(r), and consider an additional drive beam, at angular(Rabi) frequency ωd′(Ωd′), detuned
by ∆d′aux from this transition. The microscopic model of Eq. (11) is then modified by the additional terms∫

d2r
ωaux(r)

2
ψ†aux(r)ψaux(r) + Ωd′

∫
d2rgd′(r)e−iωd′ tψ†aux(r)ψg(r) + H.c. . (S15)

Going into the rotating frame generated by HRF = ωd

∫
d2rψ†e(r)ψe(r) + ωd

∑
m a
†
mam + ωd′

∫
d2rψ†aux(r)ψaux(r),

and adiabatically eliminating ψe(r) and ψaux(r), then yields the expression of Eq. (16), but with an additional term∫
d2r
|Ωd′gd′(r)|2
∆d′aux(r)

ψ†(r)ψ(r). (S16)

By tailoring the two drives such that they have matching intensity Ωd = Ωd′ and profiles gd(r) = gd′(r), the two dipole
terms [Eqs. (S14) and (S16)] can be made to cancel by choosing their angular frequencies so as to achieve perfect
anticorrelation of the respective detunings ∆da(r) = −∆d′aux(r). This can be achieved by choosing the detunings
from the bare states to have equal magnitude, but opposite sign, since at any given position r the dressed states’
energy shifts are perfectly anti-correlated.

E. A note on dissipation

Here, we consider the role of losses in the effective model derived in Sec. IV A. They arise due to spontaneous
emission, at rate Γ, of the atomic excited state, and from out-coupling of the cavity modes, at rates κm. For this
open quantum system, we model the equation of motion of a given Heisenberg operator O(t) via the adjoint master
equation, which (for time-independent Lindblad generators) is [74],

∂tO(t) = i[Hmb, O(t)] +

∫
d2r

(
L†(r)O(t)L(r)− 1

2

{
L†(r)L(r), O(t)

})
+
∑
m

(
L†mO(t)Lm −

1

2

{
L†mLm, O(t)

})
,

(S17)
where spontaneous emission of the atoms, and photon loss are, respectively, described by the jump operators L(r) =√

Γψ†g(r)ψe(r) and Lm =
√
κmam. Here we have neglected the effect of atomic recoil due to spontaneous emission,

which is equivalent to working at zeroth order in the Lamb–Dicke parameter η [75]. The first correction is of order
η2, and describes diffusion of the atoms due to spontaneous emission. Here, we focus on the dynamics of the atoms’
internal degrees-of-freedom.

The equation of motion for ψ†g(r)ψe(r) under the dynamics described by Eq. (S17) is

∂t
(
ψ†g(r)ψe(r)

)
= i (∆da(r) + iΓ/2)ψ†g(r)ψe(r)− iΦ(r)ψ†g(r)ψg(r)− iΦ(r)ψ†e(r)ψe(r). (S18)

Adiabatically eliminating ψ†g(r)ψe(r), we obtain

ψ†g(r)ψe(r) =
Φ(r)ψ†g(r)ψg(r)

∆da(r) + iΓ/2
, (S19)

where we have assumed the contribution from the ψ†e(r)ψe(r) term to be sub-leading, since in the dispersive regime
|Ωd/∆da| � 1, the low-saturation limit is satisfied [67].
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Similarly, adiabatic elimination of the photonic operator am yields

am ≈
−ΩdΩ∗m

2(∆m − iκm/2)

∫
d2r

gd(r)g∗m(r)

∆da(r) + iΓ/2
ψ†g(r)ψg(r), (S20)

where we dropped terms of order Ωm/Ωd, motivated by the discussion of Sec. SI A.
Inserting the operators of Eq. (S19) and (S20) into Eq. (S17) then yields an effective dissipator

Deff• =

∫
d2r

(
Leff(r) • L†eff(r)− 1

2

{
L†eff(r)Leff(r), •

})
+
∑
m

(
Lm,eff • L†m,eff −

1

2

{
L†m,effLm,eff , •

})
, (S21)

describing dephasing of the remaining internal atomic degree-of-freedom (up to order 1/∆2
da included), via the effective

jump operators

Leff(r) =

√
Γ

∆da(r) + iΓ/2
Ωdgd(r)ψ†g(r)ψg(r), (S22)

and

Lm,eff =
√
κm

ΩdΩ∗m
2(∆m − iκm/2)

∫
d2r

gd(r)g∗m(r)

∆da(r) + iΓ/2
ψ†g(r)ψg(r). (S23)

The integral over the atomic cloud’s volume in L
(eff)
m reflects a “global dephasing” arising from the fact that a photon

emitted via the cavity mirrors leaves the observer ignorant as to the position r at which the photon was scattered by
an atom.

The effective jump operators are randomised via the disordered detuning ∆da(r), thus yielding random, quadratic
jump operators. This is similar to the dissipative SYK model studied in Ref. [62].

F. SYK model with Cauchy distribution

Here, we discuss the spectral properties of the model in Eq. (1) with the interaction amplitudes drawn from the
Cauchy distribution, and compare them to that of the target model. The ideal Cauchy distribution P (x) is defined
over the domain x ∈ (−∞,∞), and the normalised distribution function centred at x = 0 is given by

P (x) =
1

π

γ

γ2 + x2
, (S24)

where γ is the half-width at half-maximum of the distribution. Since the moments of this distribution are not defined,
in our numerics we truncate the domain to x ∈ [−a, a], which in turn results in a domain-dependent variance of the
distribution. We choose the value of a such that we cover a desired fraction f ≡

∫ a
−a dxP (x) = 0.975 of the probability

mass of Eq. (S24). With this rationale, one has the relation a = γ tan(fπ/2), and the normalised truncated Cauchy
distribution function is then given by

Pa(x) =
1

2 arctan(a/γ)

γ

γ2 + x2
, (S25)

which can be tuned by changing the width γ for a fixed f .
We draw interaction amplitudes Ji1i2;j1j2 from the distribution Pa(x), and construct the matrix representation of

the SYK model in the same way as for the usual Gaussian definition [Eq. (1)]. In Fig S2 we compare the OTOCs
and the SFF generated by the target SYK model [Eq. (1)] with complex Gaussian-distributed interactions (red solid
curves) to the variation of the model with Cauchy-distributed interactions drawn from Pa(x) for γ = 0.2 (black dashed
curves), averaged over 1000 disorder realizations. The OTOCs of the variant with Cauchy-distributed interactions
decay slower than those of the model with Gaussian-distributed interactions. For the SFF, the qualitative features
(early-time power-law decaying oscillations, followed by a linear-in-t ramp, and a plateau) agree well. We note that
in plotting the SFF, a slight difference in the Heisenberg times has been corrected for (by rescaling the time axes),
which amounts to having done a spectral unfolding.
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SUPPLEMENTARY FIG. S2. Comparison of SYK model with Cauchy-distributed interactions. Comparison of
OTOC (left) and SFF (right) dynamics, generated by the target Hamiltonian HSYK with complex Gaussian(truncated Cauchy)
distributed Ji1i2;j1j2 , as indicated by the red solid(black dashed) curves. The OTOC(SFF) data are for a system of N =
10(N = 14) fermionic modes at half-filling, and averaged over 1000 realizations. For the OTOCs, the choice of operators is the
same as for the OTOCs shown in Fig. 3 of the main text. The time axes of the SFF curves were rescaled so as to match their
respective Heisenberg times. Dotted black curves are as in Fig. 4 of the main text.

G. On-axis drive

As motivated in Sec. IV A of the Methods, and in the main text, one may consider an on-axis drive beam, which
couples to the cavity modes instead of the atoms, in order to satisfy the long-wavelength approximation. In this
section, we show that this approach formally yields the same effective model as in Methods Sec. IV A, only with gd(r)
replaced by a superposition of the cavity modes [see Eq. (S34)].

Changing from a transverse to an on-axis drive, the many-body Hamiltonian of Eqs. (11) and (12) is modified
accordingly as

Hmb =
∑
m

∆ma
†
mam −

∫
d2r∆da(r)ψ†e(r)ψe(r) +

1

2

∑
m

∫
d2r

(
Ωmgm(r)amψ

†
e(r)ψg(r) + H.c.

)
+
∑
m

(Ω∗dcmam + H.c.),
(S26)

where now the last term represents the coupling of the on-axis drive to the transverse cavity modes, with coefficients
cm quantifying the strength of this coupling to the mth cavity mode (i.e. the overlap integral of the relevant mode
profiles at the cavity mirror). As for the case of transverse drive, we neglect the kinetic and external trap terms Hkt

here and in what follows. Note further that we have already moved into the frame rotating at the drive frequency ωd,
and have included the spatial dependence of the atomic resonance ωa(r) via the drive–atom detuning ∆da(r).

Since the cavity modes are now driven, we decompose am into a sum of quantum fluctuations δam around a classical
contribution αm = tr(ρam), am = αm + δam. The equation of motion for am, including cavity losses κ, is

i∂tam = (∆m − iκ/2)am + Ωdc
∗
m +

∫
d2r (Ωmgm(r))

∗
ψ†g(r)ψe(r). (S27)

Taking the trace and equating zero order terms we obtain,

i∂tαm = (∆m − iκ/2)αm + Ωdc
∗
m, (S28)

which is solved by αm(t) = αm(0) exp(−(i∆m + κ/2)t) − Ωdc
∗
m/(∆m − iκ/2). Assuming |∆m| � κ, we find

〈αm〉T ≡ (1/T )
∫ T

0
dtαm(t) ' −Ωdc

∗
m/∆m, where we have additionally assumed that the time interval satisfies

T � 2|αm(0)/∆m|, which is valid for sufficiently large cavity–drive detunings ∆m. Substituting am by 〈αm〉T + am
in Eq. (S26), we obtain

Hmb =
∑
m

(
∆ma

†
mam −

|Ωdcm|2
∆m

)
−
∫
d2r∆da(r)ψ†e(r)ψe(r) +

∫
d2r

(
Φ̃(r)ψ†e(r)ψg(r) + H.c.

)
, (S29)
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where now Φ̃(r) = 1
2

∑
m

(
−Ωdc

∗
m

∆m
+ am

)
Ωmgm(r). Comparing this with Φ(r) of Eq. (13) already indicates how the

transverse drive profile gd(r) of Sec. (IV A) is replaced here by a superposition of the cavity mode profiles, governed
by the drive strength Ωd and the coupling coefficients cm. In what follows, we drop the constant contained in the first
term of Hmb.

Equation (S29) is formally the same as Eq. (12), and thus adiabatic elimination of ψe(r) and integration of the
cavity photons am via the SWT proceed analogously to the derivation of Eq. (20). Formally, we obtain the same
result, only with modified terms,

H0 = Hkt +
∑
m

∆ma
†
mam +

|Ωd|2
4

∫
d2r

1

∆da(r)

∑
m,n

(c∗mΩmgm(r))∗c∗nΩngn(r)

∆m∆n
ψ†(r)ψ(r), (S30)

Θm = −1

4

∫
d2rΩ∗dΩmgm(r)

(∑
n

c∗nΩngn(r)

∆n

)∗
ψ†(r)ψ(r)

∆da(r)
. (S31)

The interactions

Ji1i2;j1j2 =
∑
m

Ii1j1,mI
∗
j2i2,m

∆m
= J ∗j2j1;i2i1 , (S32)

of the effective model with on-axis drive are thus formally equivalent to those of Eq. (23) with transverse drive, but
with the interaction integrals of Eq. (24) modified to

Ii1j1,m =

∫
d2r

Ωd (Ωmgm(r))
∗
µ(r)φ∗i1(r)φj1(r)

4∆da(r)
, (S33)

where

µ(r) =
∑
n

c∗nΩngn(r)

∆n
, (S34)

is the superposition of cavity modes to which the on-axis drive has non-zero coupling. The coupling coefficients may
be varied so as to achieve a desired profile µ(r). For instance, one may engineer the on-axis drive so as to couple only
to the lowest (Gaussian) cavity mode, cm = 0 for m > 0, such that the drive profile gd(r) in Eqs. (23) is replaced by
the Gaussian cavity mode.
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