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Quantum chaos in hermitian systems concerns the sensitivity of long-time dynamical evolution to
initial conditions. The skin effect discovered recently in non-hermitian systems reveals the sensitivity
to the spatial boundary condition even deeply in bulk. In this letter, we show that these two
seemingly different phenomena can be unified through space-time duality. The intuition is that the
space-time duality maps unitary dynamics to non-unitary dynamics and exchanges the temporal
direction and spatial direction. Therefore, the space-time duality can establish the connection
between the sensitivity to the initial condition in the temporal direction and the sensitivity to the
boundary condition in the spatial direction. Here we demonstrate this connection by studying the
space-time duality of the out-of-time-ordered commutator in a concrete chaotic hermitian model.
We show that the out-of-time-ordered commutator is mapped to a special two-point correlator in a
non-hermitian system in the dual picture. For comparison, we show that this sensitivity disappears
when the non-hermiticity is removed in the dual picture.

Introduction. Chaos describes the phenomenon that
the future is highly sensitive to any small perturbation
at present, and this sensitivity can be more significant for
a longer evolution time. During the past years, chaos in
quantum systems has been extensively studied in terms
of the out-of-time-ordered commutator (OTOC), which
shows that chaotic behavior is a general property in most
quantum many-body systems [1–26]. As a separate de-
velopment, the non-hermitian skin effect has been dis-
covered recently as a generic feature in non-hermitian
systems both theoretically [27–30] and experimentally
[31–34]. The non-hermitian skin effect states that the
eigenstates of a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian can be highly
sensitive to the spatial boundary condition. Unlike her-
mitian systems, this sensitively holds even deeply in the
bulk and far from the boundary.

Despite that both effects concern the sensitivity to
perturbations, they look pretty different at first glance.
First, quantum chaos is mostly discussed in the hermitian
system, and the skin effect is unique to the non-hermitian
system. Secondly, quantum chaos concerns the sensi-
tivity on the temporal domain, and the non-hermitian
skin effect concerns the sensitivity on the spatial domain.
Therefore, no previous discussion has brought out the
connection between these two effects, not to speak of the
possible equivalence between them.

In this letter, we show that these two effects can be
unified under the space-time duality of the quantum cir-
cuit. As we will review below, the space-time duality
of the quantum circuit maps unitary dynamics to non-
unitary dynamics and simultaneously exchanges the role
of spatial direction and time direction. Therefore, it is
very intuitive to understand that the space-time duality
can bridge the gap between these two phenomena. Here
we demonstrate such intuition with a concrete example.

Review of Space-Time Duality. Before proceeding, let
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FIG. 1. Schematic of space-time duality of quantum circuit.
(a, b): Space-time duality between two-qubit quantum cir-
cuits û (left) and v̂ (right) with vi2,j2i1,j1

= uj1,j2i1,i2
. Green and

blue box respectively represent two-qubit gate eiJz σ̂
z
1 σ̂

z
2 and

eiJ̃z σ̂
z
1 σ̂

z
2 . Yellow and orange box respectively represent single-

qubit gate eiJxσ̂x and eiJ̃xσ̂x , with the relation between Jz and
J̃z, and relation between Jx and J̃x given by Eq. (3). (c, d):

Space-time duality between two general operators Û and V̂ ,
with Lr̃ = Lt and Lt̃ = Lr.

us first briefly review the space-time duality of quantum
circuit [35–45]. In the simplest case, let us consider a two-
qubit gate û operating on a two-qubit state |i1〉 ⊗ |i2〉,
and û|i1〉 ⊗ |i2〉 = uj1,j2i1,i2

|j1〉 ⊗ |j2〉. Note that here we
have fixed a given set of basis. In this case two qubits
represent spatial direction and the incoming and outgo-
ing represents the temporal direction. By exchanging the
role of spatial and temporal directions, we define another
operator v̂, which acts as v̂|i1〉 ⊗ |j1〉 = uj1,j2i1,i2

|i2〉 ⊗ |j2〉.
That is to say, v̂ called as the space-time duality circuit
of û if vi2,j2i1,j1

= uj1,j2i1,i2
. One example is shown in Fig. 1, if
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we choose

û = eiJzσ̂
z
1 σ̂

z
2 eiJx(σ̂

x
1+σ̂

x
2 )eiJzσ̂

z
1 σ̂

z
2 , (1)

and we fix the basis as the eigenbasis of σ̂z, it can be
shown that the corresponding v̂ has the same form as û

v̂ = eiJ̃zσ̂
z
1 σ̂

z
2 eiJ̃x(σ̂

x
1+σ̂

x
2 )eiJ̃zσ̂

z
1 σ̂

z
2 , (2)

and the parameters J̃x and J̃z are given by [46]

J̃x = arctan(−ie−2iJz ), J̃z = −π
4

+
i

2
ln(tan Jx). (3)

When Jx and Jz are both real and û is unitary, J̃x and
J̃z are in general complex numbers, which means that v̂
is a non-unitary evolution.

More generally, as shown in Fig. 1(c) and (d), let us
consider a unitary operator Û repeatedly acting Lt steps
on this system with Lr qubits, we can introduce a circuit
V̂ as space-time dual of Û , which repeatedly acts Lt̃ steps
on a system with Lr̃ qubits. Here Lr̃ = Lt and Lt̃ = Lr.

For example, if we choose Û as

Û = e
i

Lr∑
r=1

Jxσ̂
x
r
e
i

Lr∑
r=1

(Jzσ̂z
r σ̂

z
r+1+hσ̂

z
r)
, (4)

the corresponding V̂ is given by (up to a constant) [46]

V̂ = e
i

Lr̃∑
r=1

J̃xσ̂
x
r
e
i

Lr̃∑
r=1

(J̃zσ̂z
r σ̂

z
r+1+hσ̂

z
r)
, (5)

with the same relation between J̃x, J̃z and Jx, Jz as given
by Eq. 3. In general, V̂ is a non-unitary circuit when Û
is unitary.

Space-Time Duality of OTOC. Here we first consider
a function F(φ) defined as

F(φ) =
1

2Lr
TrLr

[
Ô(Lt)e

iφŴ Ô†(Lt)e
−iφŴ

]
(6)

Here we choose Ŵ =
∑
r ŵr as an operator that uni-

formly acts on all spatial sites, where ŵr denotes an op-
erator ŵ acting on site-r, and Ô to be a spatially local
operator. The reasons we consider this correlation func-
tion are multifolds. First, this quantity is directly related
to the OTOC. It can be shown that

∂2F(φ)

∂φ2

∣∣∣
φ=0

= − 1

2Lr
TrLr

[
|[Ô(Lt), Ŵ ]|2

]
, (7)

and the r.h.s. of Eq. (7) is the OTOC. Thus, for quan-
tum chaos, the OTOC is larger for larger Lt, which means
that F(φ) should sensitively depend on φ even for larger
Lt. Secondly, this quantity is closely related to the mul-
tiple quantum coherence that can be directly measured
in NMR and trapped ion systems [31, 47]. Thirdly, this
quantity possesses a clear physical interpretation after
performing space-time duality on the basis diagonal in
ŵr, as we will discuss from the following three aspects.
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FIG. 2. (a) Correlation function F(φ) defined in Eq. (8).
The solid line represents the temporal direction. Different
branches of forward and backward evolutions in the double
Keldysh contour are distinguished by different colors, and
each part has a length Lt (b) Space-time dual of F(φ). The
solid line now represents the spatial direction with Lr̃ = 4Lt.

Squares and triangles are respectively label e±iφŴ and Ô act-
ing on the double Keldysh contour in (a) or their dual circuit
acting on different spatial points on the spatial contour in (b).
The distance between triangle and square is Lt in both cases.

i) Length of the dual spatial contour: In Eq. (6), Ô(Lt)
is given by (Û†)LtÔ(Û)Lt , and explicitly, F(φ) can be
written as

1

2Lr
TrLr

[
(Û†)LtÔ(Û)LteiφŴ (Û†)LtÔ(Û)Lte−iφŴ

]
.

(8)
Unlike the unidirectional evolution discussed above, F(φ)
contains two forward evolutions (Û†)Lt and two back-
ward evolutions (Û)Lt . In other words, it contains two
Keldysh contours. They are marked by different colors in
Fig. 2(a). The length of each evolution is Lt. Therefore,
after space-time duality, the length Lr̃ of spatial contour
should be 4Lt. In Fig. 2(b), we stretch the spatial con-
tour into a circle, which is correspondingly marked by
the same set of colors.

ii) Boundary operators: In Eq. (8), e±iφŴ is an op-
erator that uniformly acts on all spatial sites. Then,
after performing space-time duality, the dual operator
again takes the form e±iφŵ, which acts as a time inde-

pendent operator. In the double Keldysh contour, eiφŴ

and e−iφŴ are separated by 2Lt. Therefore, after space-



3

0

5

10

15

20

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

ϕ=0

ϕ=0.2

ϕ=0.4

ϕ=0.6

Lr=8
Lr=9
Lr=10

(a1)

(a2)

(b1)

(b2)

(c1)

(c2)
-0.4

-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

cos(ϕ)2 Lr

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

-25

-20

-15

-10

-5

0

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

Lt=2

Lt=4

Lt=6

Lt=8

0 2 4 6 8

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

FIG. 3. (a1,a2) F(φ) as a function of φ for different Lt; (b1,b2) F(φ) as a function of Lt for different φ; (c1,c2) ∂2F(φ)/∂φ2|φ=0

as a function of Lt for different Lr. Lr = 8 for (a1,a2) and (b1,b2). The top row plots the function given by Eq. (8), or

equivalently Eq. (9), with Ô = σ̂z1 and Ŵ =
∑Lr
r=1 σ̂

z
r . We choose parameters {Jx, Jz, h} = {1, 1, 0.5}. The low row plots a

modified Eq. (9) which eliminates the non-hermiticity (see text for details).

time duality, e±iφŵ act on two endpoints of a diameter
in the spatial contour, which are denoted by squares in
Fig. 2. Therefore, these two operators are considered as
the boundary operators in the dual picture. When φ = 0,

eiφŴ and e±iφŵ are both identity operators. When we
use Eq. (8) to diagnose quantum chaos, we concern the
sensitivity of F when φ deviates from zero. In the dual
picture, e±iφŵ becomes the boundary operators, and this
measures the sensitivity to boundary conditions, which
is attributed to the non-Hermitian boundary effect.

iii) Equal time correlator: In Eq. (8), Ô is a spatial lo-
cal operator, and therefore, the space-time dual of Eq. (8)
can be viewed as an equal time correlator of two bulk

operators ˆ̃O, where ˆ̃O is the space-time dual of Ô. Two
ˆ̃O operators are separated by 2Lt in the double Keldysh
contour, and after space-time duality, they also sit at two
endpoints of a diameter, as denoted by triangles in Fig. 2.

The spatial separation between the bulk operator ˆ̃O and
the boundary operator e±iφŵ is Lt. In quantum chaos,
we concern the sensitivity to φ for long evolution steps
Lt, therefore, in the dual picture, we concern the sen-
sitivity for large spatial separation Lt between the bulk
operator and the boundary operator.

The discussions above highlight the main feature of
the space time duality of F(φ). It can be shown more
rigorously that the space-time duality of F(φ) can be
written as [46]

F(φ) =
TrLr̃

[
(V̂ B̂(φ))Lt̃

ˆ̃OLt+1
ˆ̃O3Lt+1

]

TrLr̃

[
(V̂ B̂(φ))Lt̃

] . (9)

Here B̂(φ) = eiφŵ2Lt+1e−iφŵ1 denotes the boundary op-

erator in the dual picture. V̂ in Eq. (9) is related to Û
in Eq. (8) via space-time duality. Hence, we have now
mapped Eq. (8) into an equal-time correlator under a
non-unitary evolution and in the presence of a boundary
term. Nevertheless, we note that this correlator is not a
standard two-point correlator in real time [48]. Quantum
chaotic behavior in Eq. (8) is mapped to the sensitivity
on the boundary parameter for large separation between
bulk and boundary operators.

Numerical Results. Here we set Û as given by Eq. (4)
and V̂ behaves as Eq. (5) [46]. Moreover, we choose Ô

as σ̂z1 and Ŵ as
∑Lr

i=1 σ̂
z
i . The numerical results of F(φ),

as well as ∂2F(φ)/∂φ2|φ=0, are shown in Fig. 3(a1),(b1)
and (c1). We can see the sensitivity to φ even for large
Lt. Here we would like to provide further evidence that
this sensitivity of F(φ) to φ can be interpreted as the
non-hermitian boundary effect. To this end, we can ar-
tificially change the parameters J̃x, J̃z and h in V̂ to be

purely imaginary, such that V̂ behaves as e−Ĥ , where
Ĥ is a hermitian operator. Thus, the modified Eq. (9)
can be viewed as the equal-time correlator of a statistical
Hermitian system, and this modification eliminates the
non-hermiticity in Eq. (9). We plot this modified F(φ),
as well as ∂2F(φ)/∂φ2|φ=0, in Fig. 3(a2,b2,c2), and we
should contrast Fig. 3(a2,b2,c2) with Fig. 3(a1,b1,c1).

i) In Fig. 3(a1), we plot F(φ) as a function of φ for dif-
ferent Lt. One can see that, for large Lt, F(φ) approaches
cos(φ)2Lr . This gives rise to OTOC as 2Lr, which is
consistent with the fully scrambled limit. In the fully
scrambled limit, σ̂z1(Lt) uniformly populates the entire

operator space, then TrLr

[
|[Ô(Lt), Ŵ ]|2

]
/2Lr in Eq. (7)

approaches 2Lr. In contrast, we show in Fig. 3(a2) that
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when Lt is large enough, the modified F(φ) approaches
a constant independent of φ.

ii) In Fig. 3(b), we plot F(φ) as a function of Lt for
different φ. It is quite clear in this plot that, even for
large Lt, F(φ) also strongly depends on φ. In contrast,
Fig. 3(b2) shows that, for the modified F(φ), the dif-
ferences between F(φ) with different φ become smaller
when Lt increases.

iii) In Fig. 3(c1), we show the OTOC obtained from
∂2F(φ)/∂φ2|φ=0. The OTOC increases as Lt increases,
until it saturates to a finite non-zero value for large
enough Lt, which is due to the finite size effect, and
the saturation value is consistent with the fully scram-
bled limit of the finite Hilbert space. In contrast,
Fig. 3(c2) shows that, for the modified F(φ), the deriva-
tive ∂2F(φ)/∂φ2|φ=0 approaches zero as Lt increases.

All these results show that, when the non-hermiticity
effect is mostly eliminated, the correlator of two bulk op-
erators is no longer sensitive to the boundary parameter
φ when the separation Lt between the bulk operators and
the boundary is large enough. This is consistent with our
intuition of a hermitian system where the boundary ef-
fect should not significantly affect properties deeply in
the bulk. In other words, it supports the claim the in-
terpretation of the results shown in Fig. 3(a1,b1,c1) are
due to the non-hermiticity in the dual picture.

Discussions. In summary, we have established the con-
nection between quantum chaos characterized by OTOC
in hermitian quantum systems and the sensitivity to
boundary conditions in non-hermitian systems. This
study can stimulate many future research topics, and as
examples, we would like to conclude this work by making
the following two remarks.

First, the non-hermitian skin effect has been mostly
studied in non-interacting systems so far. Here we note
that the non-unitary evolution studied here in the dual
picture cannot be viewed as free dynamics. Nevertheless,
the sensitivity to boundary parameters still holds. This
means that the sensitivity to boundary parameters is a
generic feature of non-hermitian systems beyond single-
particle physics. In other words, our study can also be
viewed as an alternative route to generalize the skin effect
to interacting non-hermitian systems.

Secondly, here we have only considered the chaotic
dynamics in hermitian systems. It is known what the
OTOC behaves differently in non-chaotic systems, such
as systems with many-body localization [49–53]. There-
fore, it is natural to ask how the difference between
chaotic and non-chaotic quantum system manifest itself
in the dual non-unitary dynamics. This can shed new
light on understanding boundary effect in non-hermitian
system.
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In this supplementary material, we present details of the space-time duality and the choice of the non-

Hermitian and Hermitian models.

I. SPACE-TIME DUALITY OF THE TWO-QUBIT GATE

First of all, the basic element of the space-time duality can be revealed on the two-qubit gate. As

demonstrated in the Fig. 1(a, b), the two-qubit gate evolving along the temporal direction is defined as:

û = exp
(
iJzσ̂

z
rσ̂

z
r+1

)
exp

(
iJx(σ̂x

r + σ̂x
r+1)

)
exp

(
ih(σ̂z

r + σ̂z
r+1) + iJzσ̂

z
rσ̂

z
r+1

)
. (1)

To apply the space-time duality, we evaluate the matrix elements of the two-qubit gate û in σ̂z eigen-basis

|sr,t〉. We calculate each part separately in the subsec. I A, I B and summarize the result in the subsec. I C.

A. Space-time dual of the σ̂x
r term

For the exp(iJxσ̂
x
r ) term, the matrix elements read as:

〈sr,t+1| exp(iJxσ̂
x
r )|sr,t〉 ≡ k exp(iJ̃zsr,t sr,t+1), (2)

where the classical variable sr,t can choose either +1 or −1 and

k2 =
i
2

sin(2Jx), J̃z = −π
4

+
i
2

ln(tan Jx). (3)

Inspired by the spirit of the space-time duality, we exchange the roles of the t and r with r̃ ≡ t, t̃ ≡ r.

Then we introduce a new classical variable s̃. Specifically, we have

sr,t = st̃,r̃ ≡ s̃r̃,t̃, (4)

∗ They contribute equally to this work.
† PengfeiZhang.physics@gmail.com
‡ hzhai@mail.tsinghua.edu.cn
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where s̃r̃,t̃ is defined as swapping the first and second subscripts of st̃,r̃. Using this definition, the matrix

elements can be equivalently expressed as

〈sr,t+1| exp(iJxσ̂
x
r )|sr,t〉 ≡ k exp(iJ̃zsr,t sr,t+1)

= k exp(iJ̃z s̃r̃,t̃ s̃r̃+1,t̃)

= k〈s̃r̃,t̃, s̃r̃+1,t̃| exp(iJ̃zσ̂
z
r̃σ̂

z
r̃+1)|s̃r̃,t̃, s̃r̃+1,t̃〉.

(5)

B. Space-time dual of the σ̂z
r term

Similarly, for the exp(iJzσ̂
z
rσ̂

z
r+1) term:

〈sr,t, sr+1,t| exp(iJzσ̂
z
rσ̂

z
r+1)|sr,t, sr+1,t〉 = exp(iJzsr,t sr+1,t)

= exp(iJz s̃r̃,t̃ s̃r̃,t̃+1)

≡ 〈s̃r̃,t̃+1|k′ exp(iJ̃xσ̂
x
r̃ )|s̃r̃,t̃〉,

(6)

with

k′2 =
2

i sin(2J̃x)
, J̃x = arctan(−ie−2iJz). (7)

C. Space-time dual of the û

Combining the σ̂z
r term and the σ̂x

r term together, we express the two-qubit gate û in the basis of the new

classical variable s̃

〈sr,t+1, sr+1,t+1|û|sr,t, sr+1,t〉
= 〈sr,t+1, sr+1,t+1| exp(iJzσ̂

z
rσ̂

z
r+1) exp(iJx(σ̂x

r + σ̂x
r+1)) exp(ih(σ̂z

r + σ̂z
r+1) + iJzσ̂

z
rσ̂

z
r+1)|sr,t, sr+1,t〉

= exp(iJzsr,t+1sr+1,t+1)k exp(iJ̃zsr,t sr,t+1)k exp(iJ̃zsr+1,t sr+1,t+1) exp(ih(sr,t + sr+1,t) + iJzsr,t sr+1,t)

= exp(iJz s̃r̃+1,t̃ s̃r̃+1,t̃+1)k exp(iJ̃z s̃r̃,t̃ s̃r̃+1,t̃)k exp(iJ̃z s̃r̃,t̃+1 s̃r̃+1,t̃+1) exp(ih(s̃r̃,t̃ + s̃r̃,t̃+1) + iJz s̃r̃,t̃ s̃r̃,t̃+1)

= k2 exp(iJ̃z s̃r̃,t̃+1 s̃r̃+1,t̃+1) exp(iJz s̃r̃+1,t̃ s̃r̃+1,t̃+1) exp(iJz s̃r̃,t̃ s̃r̃,t̃+1) exp(ih(s̃r̃,t̃ + s̃r̃,t̃+1)) exp(iJ̃z s̃r̃,t̃ s̃r̃+1,t̃)

= k2k′2〈s̃r̃,t̃+1, s̃r̃+1,t̃+1|v̂|s̃r̃,t̃, s̃r̃+1,t̃〉.

(8)

Here, the fourth line is derived by rewriting s as the new classical variable s̃, and the fifth line rearranges

the terms in the row above. Followed by these steps, v̂ is defined as

v̂ = exp(iJ̃zσ̂
z
r̃σ̂

z
r̃+1) exp(iJ̃x(σ̂x

r̃+1 + σ̂x
r̃ )) exp(ih(σ̂z

r̃ + σ̂z
r̃+1) + iJ̃zσ̂

z
r̃σ̂

z
r̃+1). (9)

Thus, we obtain the form of v̂ which is dual to the two-qubit gate û considered at the beginning of this

section.
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FIG. 1. Schematic of space-time duality of quantum circuit. To be concrete, we consider more general case and the

convention is slightly different with the main text. (a, b): Space-time duality between two-qubit quantum circuits û

(left) and v̂ (right) with vi2, j2
i1, j1

= u j1, j2
i1,i2

. Green and blue box respectively represent two-qubit gate eiJzσ̂
z
1σ̂

z
2 and eiJ̃zσ̂

z
1σ̂

z
2 .

Yellow and orange box respectively represent the combination of the single-qubit gates eiJxσ̂x eihσ̂z and eiJ̃xσ̂x eihσ̂z , with

the relation between Jz and J̃z, and relation between Jx and J̃x given by Eq. (3) and (7). (c, d): Space-time duality

between two general operators Û and V̂ , with Lr̃ = Lt and Lt̃ = Lr. Here we illustrate the Û and V̂ in the form of

brick-walls, for the convenience of the prove in the sec. II.

II. SPACE-TIME DUALITY OF TRACE OF UNITARY EVOLUTION

We further derive the space-time duality of the trace of a unitary evolution. Illustrated in the Fig. 1(c,d),

we consider the 1-dimensional Lr quantum circuit with periodic boundary condition(PBC), evolving along

the temporal direction with Lt steps. The time evolution of the quantum circuit reads as

Û =



exp(i
∑Lr

r∈odd Jzσ̂
z
rσ̂

z
r+1) exp(iJx

∑Lr
r=1 σ̂

x
r ) exp(ih

∑Lr
r=1 σ̂

z
r + iJz

∑Lr
r∈odd σ̂

z
rσ̂

z
r+1) t = odd

exp(i
∑Lr

r∈even Jzσ̂
z
rσ̂

z
r+1) exp(iJx

∑Lr
r=1 σ̂

x
r ) exp(ih

∑Lr
r=1 σ̂

z
r + iJz

∑Lr
r∈even σ̂

z
rσ̂

z
r+1) t = even.

(10)

We distinguish the even and odd sites here, since the nearest neighbor Ising interaction exp
(
i
∑Lr

r=1

(
Jzσ̂

z
rσ̂

z
r+1

))

is treated as two layers of two-qubit gates with brick-wall structure, depicted in the Fig. 1(a,c). By applying

the same technique in sec. I, we insert σ̂z eigen-basis |sr,t〉 in the trace of the unitary evolution with Lt steps,
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and then perform the space-time rotation

TrLr

(
ÛLt

)
=

Lt∏

t∈odd

exp(iJz

Lr∑

r∈odd

sr,t+1sr+1,t+1)kLr exp(i
Lr∑

r=1

J̃zsr,t sr,t+1) exp(ih
Lr∑

r=1

sr,t) exp(iJz

Lr∑

r∈odd

sr,t sr+1,t)

Lt∏

t∈even

exp(iJz

Lr∑

r∈even

sr,t+1sr+1,t+1)kLr exp(i
Lr∑

r=1

J̃zsr,t sr,t+1) exp(ih
Lr∑

r=1

sr,t) exp(iJz

Lr∑

r∈even

sr,t sr+1,t)

= kLrLt

Lt∏

t=1

Lr∏

r=1

exp(iJzsr,t+1sr+1,t+1) exp(iJ̃zsr,t sr,t+1) exp(ihsr,t)

= kLt̃Lr̃

Lt̃∏

t̃=1

Lr̃∏

r̃=1

exp(iJz s̃r̃+1,t̃ s̃r̃+1,t̃+1) exp(iJ̃z s̃r̃,t̃ s̃r̃+1,t̃) exp(ihs̃r̃,t̃)

= kLt̃Lr̃

Lt̃∏

t̃∈odd

exp(iJz

Lr̃∑

r̃∈odd

s̃r̃+1,t̃ s̃r̃+1,t̃+1) exp(iJ̃z

Lr̃∑

r̃=1

s̃r̃,t̃ s̃r̃+1,t̃) exp(ih
Lr̃∑

r̃=1

s̃r̃,t̃) exp(iJz

Lr̃∑

r̃∈odd

s̃r̃,t̃ s̃r̃,t̃+1)

kLt̃Lr̃

Lt̃∏

t̃∈even

exp(iJz

Lr̃∑

r̃∈even

s̃r̃+1,t̃ s̃r̃+1,t̃+1) exp(iJ̃z

Lr̃∑

r̃=1

s̃r̃,t̃ s̃r̃+1,t̃) exp(ih
Lr̃∑

r̃=1

s̃r̃,t̃) exp(iJz

Lr̃∑

r̃∈even

s̃r̃,t̃ s̃r̃,t̃+1)

= TrLr̃

(
V̂Lt̃

)

(11)

with V̂ defined as

V̂ =



(kk′)Lr̃ exp(i
∑Lr̃

r̃∈odd J̃zσ̂
z
r̃σ̂

z
r̃+1) exp(iJ̃x

∑Lr̃
r̃=1 σ̂

x
r̃ ) exp(ih

∑Lr̃
r̃=1 σ̂

z
r̃ + iJ̃z

∑Lr̃
r̃∈odd σ̂

z
r̃σ̂

z
r̃+1) t = odd.

(kk′)Lr̃ exp(i
∑Lr̃

r̃∈even J̃zσ̂
z
r̃σ̂

z
r̃+1) exp(iJ̃x

∑Lr̃
r̃=1 σ̂

x
r̃ ) exp(ih

∑Lr̃
r̃=1 σ̂

z
r̃ + iJ̃z

∑Lr̃
r̃∈even σ̂

z
r̃σ̂

z
r̃+1) t = even.

(12)

where Lt = Lr̃, Lr = Lt̃. Additionally, we notice the significance of the PBC, since the spatially periodic

boundary condition is exactly matched with the trace operation along the temporal direction after space-time

duality.

III. SPACE-TIME DUALITY OF CORRELATION FUNCTION F (φ)

A. Non-Hermitian system the space-time dual

We investigate the space-time duality of the correlation function F (φ), whose second-order derivative

of φ is the out-of-time-ordered commutator(OTOC). F (φ) is defined as

F (φ) =
1

2Lr
TrLr

[
Ô(Lt)eiφŴÔ†(Lt)e−iφŴ

]
. (13)

In our numerical result, we choose Ŵ =
∑

r σ̂
z
r as an operator that uniformly acts on all spatial sites,

and Ô = σ̂z
1 which is a spatial local operator. Additionally, after writing the operator in the Heisenberg
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(a)
V̂

L
t

1

1+L
t

1+2L
t

1+3L
t

FIG. 2. The double Keldysh contour demonstrated in the Fig. 2(b) of the main text but with numbering. Squares and

triangles label e±iφŴ and Ô acting on different spatial points of the spatial contour in the dual circuit respectively. The

distance between triangle and square is Lt. Boundary terms e±iφŴ are labeled by 1 and 2Lt + 1 separately, whereas two

local operators Ô are labeled by Lt + 1 and 3Lt + 1.

representation explicitly, we have

F (φ) =
1

2Lr
TrLr

[
(Û)†Ltσ̂z

1(Û)Lt eiφ
∑

r σ̂
z
r (Û)†Ltσ̂z

1(Û)Lt e−iφ
∑

r σ̂
z
r
]
. (14)

Following the same procedure in sec. I, we expand the F (φ) in the diagonal basis |sr,t〉

F (φ) =
1

2Lr
k4LrLt sLt+1,1s3Lt+1,1

Lr∏

r=1

exp(i
4Lt∑

t=1

Jz,t sr,t sr+1,t) exp(i
4Lt∑

t=1

J̃z,t sr,t sr,t+1) exp(i
4Lt∑

t=1

h̃t sr,t)e−iφsr,1eiφsr,2Lt+1

 .

(15)

The labeling is according to the convention illustrated in the Fig. 2. Furthermore, F (φ) can be represented

in terms of the new classical variable s̃:

F (φ) =
1

2Lt̃
kLt̃Lr̃ s̃1,Lt+1 s̃1,3Lt+1

Lt̃∏

t̃=1

exp(i
Lr̃∑

r̃=1

Jz,r̃ s̃r̃,t̃ s̃r̃,t̃+1) exp(i
Lr̃∑

r̃=1

J̃z,r̃ s̃r̃,t̃ s̃r̃+1,t̃) exp(i
Lr̃∑

r̃=1

h̃r̃ s̃r̃,t̃)e−iφs̃1,t̃ eiφs̃2Lt+1,t̃

 ,

(16)

where 4Lt = Lr̃, Lr = Lt̃, and the parameters are shown in the Eq. (20). Transforming it into the trace

formula, we have

F (φ) = TrLr̃

[
(V̂IB̂(φ))Lt̃ ˆ̃OLt+1

ˆ̃O3Lt+1
]
, (17)

with

V̂I =
1

2Lt̃
(kk′)Lt̃Lr̃


3∏

j=0

(
σ̂0

1+ jLt
+ σ̂x

1+ jLt

)
 exp

i
Lr̃∑

r̃=1

J̃x,r̃σ̂
x
r̃

 exp

i
Lr̃∑

r̃=1

J̃z,r̃σ̂
z
r̃σ̂

z
r̃+1 + i

Lr̃∑

r̃=1

h̃r̃σ̂
z
r̃

 , (18)

and

B̂(φ) = eiφσ̂z
2Lt+1e−iφσ̂z

1 . (19)
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The parameters on the contour are

Jz,r̃ J̃x,r̃ J̃z,r̃ h̃r̃

r̃ = 1 0 0 J̃z 0

1 < r̃ < Lt + 1 Jz J̃x J̃z h

r̃ = Lt + 1 0 0 J̃′z 0

Lt + 1 < r̃ < 2Lt + 1 −Jz J̃′x J̃′z −h

r̃ = 2Lt + 1 0 0 J̃z 0

2Lt + 1 < r̃ < 3Lt + 1 Jz J̃x J̃z h

r̃ = 3Lt + 1 0 0 J̃′z 0

3Lt + 1 < r̃ < 4Lt + 1 −Jz J̃′x J̃′z −h

with

J̃x = arctan(−i exp(−2iJz))

J̃′x = arctan(−i exp(2iJz)) = J̃x + π/2

J̃z = −π/4 + i
2 ln(tan Jx)

J̃′z = −π/4 + i
2 ln(tan(−Jx)) = J̃z − π/2

(20)

From the Fig. 2 and Eq. (20), we notice that the parameters of the qubits at r̃ = 1, Lt + 1, 2Lt + 1, 3Lt + 1

are special, since these sites connect the forwards and backwards evolutions. We call these qubits as edge

qubits for later convenience. The Eq. (18) shows, projectors (σ̂0
t̃ + σ̂x

t̃ ) exist at each edge qubit, since the

Jz,r̃ = 0 at these sites. We will give a proof in the sec. IV.

Finally, we note that V̂ in general describe a non-unitary evolution whereas Û is unitary. Firstly, pa-

rameters {J̃x, J̃z, J̃′x, J̃′z} in V̂ have non-vanishing imaginary part, but parameters in Û are all real number.

Secondly, the projectors in Eq. (18) are intrinsically non-unitary.

B. Hermitian system

To provide further evidence on the non-Hermitian boundary effect, we artificially change the parameters

J̃x, J̃z and h̃ in V̂ to be purely imaginary and throw away the projectors at edge qubits, such that V̂ behaves

as e−Ĥ , where Ĥ is a Hermitian operator. Explicitly, the correlator F (φ) can be formulated as

F (φ) = TrLr̃

[
(V̂IIB̂(φ))Lt̃ ˆ̃OLt+1

ˆ̃O3Lt+1
]
, (21)

V̂II = exp

−β
Lr̃∑

r̃=1

J̃x,t̃σ̂
x
r̃

 exp

−β
Lr̃∑

r̃=1

J̃z,t̃σ̂
z
r̃σ̂

z
r̃+1 − β

Lr̃∑

r̃=1

h̃t̃σ̂
z
r̃

 , (22)
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where β is the inverse temperature and B̂(φ) is defined in Eq. (18). We summarize the parameters on the

contour in the following table

J̃x,r̃ J̃z,r̃ h̃r̃

r̃ = 1 Jx Jz h

1 < r̃ < Lt + 1 Jx Jz h

r̃ = Lt + 1 Jx Jz h

Lt + 1 < r̃ < 2Lt + 1 Jx Jz h

r̃ = 2Lt + 1 Jx Jz h

2Lt + 1 < r̃ < 3Lt + 1 Jx Jz h

r̃ = 3Lt + 1 Jx Jz h

3Lt + 1 < r̃ < 4Lt + 1 Jx Jz h

(23)

In our numerical calculation, we set Jz = Jx = 1, h = 0.5, β = 0.1. In the high-temperature limit, the

Eq. (18) approximately acts as the thermal density matrix with Hermitian Hamiltonian Ĥ.

IV. FORCE PROJECTIVE MEASUREMENT ON EDGE QUBITS

We discuss the details of the force projective measurement in the Eq. (18). First of all, we prove a

proposition on a minimal case.

Proposition When Jz = 0, the two-qubit gate exp(iJzσ̂
z
rσ̂

z
r+1) on the spatial sites [r, r + 1] is mapped to

a single-qubit gate (σ̂0 + σ̂z)t on the temporal site t.

Proof. We consider a general two-qubit gate ûo1,o2
i1,i2

, where i1, i2 denote two input qubits and o1, o2 denote

two output qubits. Via space-time duality, this gate is dual to another two-qubit gate, with

ˆ̃uo1,o2
i1,i2
≡ ûi2,o2

i1,o1
. (24)

Particularly, for the two-qubit gate exp
(
iJzσ̂

z
rσ̂

z
r+1

)
, we compute the matrix element in the σ̂z eigen-basis

(| − 1,−1〉, | − 1, 1〉, |1,−1〉, |1, 1〉)

û =



exp(iJz) 0 0 0

0 exp(−iJz) 0 0

0 0 exp(−iJz) 0

0 0 0 exp(iJz)



. (25)
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After space-time duality, we get

ˆ̃u =



exp(iJz) 0 0 exp(−iJz)

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

exp(−iJz) 0 0 exp(iJz)



. (26)

Although ũ is originally defined as a 4-dimensional matrix, it is easy to find that ũ has a 2-dimensional

irreducible representation whose basis are | − 1,−1〉 and |1, 1〉. Thus, this two-qubit gate ũ can be regarded

as a single-qubit gate on time t, in the reduced basis (| − 1,−1〉, |1, 1〉) with

ˆ̃u =


exp(iJz) exp(−iJz)

exp(−iJz) exp(iJz)

 . (27)

In the case of Jz = 0,

ˆ̃u
∣∣∣∣
Jz=0

=


1 1

1 1

 = σ̂0 + σ̂x. (28)

This completes the proof of the proposition. �

Secondly, at four edge qubits, the backwards evolution Û is adjacent to the forwards evolution Û†. It

can be verified that these four cases

• (Û†)σ̂z
1(Û)

• (Û)eiφ
∑

r σ̂
z
r (Û)†

• (Û†)σ̂z
1(Û)

• (Û)e−iφ
∑

r σ̂
z
r (Û)†

all lead to Jz,r̃ = 0 in the Eq. (16) effectively. Applying the theorem above, one can immediately obtain the

force projective measurement
[∏3

j=0

(
σ̂0

1+ jLt
+ σ̂x

1+ jLt

)]
in the Eq. (18).


