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The out-of-time-order correlator (OTOC) serves as a powerful tool for investigating quantum in-
formation spreading and chaos in complex systems. We present a method employing non-equilibrium
dynamical mean-field theory (DMFT) and coherent potential approximation (CPA) combined with
diagrammatic perturbation on the Schwinger-Keldysh contour to calculate the OTOC for correlated
fermionic systems subjected to both random disorder and electrons interaction. Our key finding is
that random disorder enhances the OTOC decay in the Hubbard model for the metallic phase in
the weak coupling limit. However, the current limitation of our perturbative solver restricts the
applicability to weak interaction regimes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding how quantum mechanics evolves into
the chaotic behavior of classical systems is an active
and important research area explored through the field
of quantum chaos[1–3]. An important idea to charac-
ter chaos in a quantum system lies in the statistical
description of energy spectra. Specifically, the distri-
bution of eigenvalue spacing in quantum chaotic sys-
tems follows the Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble (GOE)
of random matrices [4–8]. However, finding the spec-
trum is often difficult and an alternative probe of quan-
tum chaos based on the out of time order correlator
(OTOC) was proposed. The capability of the OTOC for
probing chaos can be understood from the semi-classical
limit. A defining characteristic of chaos is its sensitiv-
ity to the initial condition. For a map xi+1 = f(xi),
if the difference in the initial conditions is δx0, then
δxi+1 = df/dx|x=xi

δxi. After N iterations, the differ-
ence can be expressed as δxN = exp(λN)δx0, where

λ ≈ (1/N)
∑N−1
i=0 log|df(x)/dx|x=xi . The λ is the Lya-

punov exponent, which measures the deviation or sensi-
tivity to the initial condition. For a Hamiltonian dynam-
ical system, the Poisson’s bracket (PB) for the general-
ized coordinates and momentum at different times can
be written as {q(t), p(0)}PB = ∂q(t)/∂q(0). If the sys-
tem is chaotic, one expects that the above PB to grow
exponentially, that is {q(t), p(0)}PB ∼ exp(λt) [9–11].

Considering the naive semi-classical limit, and substi-
tuting the PB with the commutator for quantummechan-
ics −(i/ℏ)[q(t), p(0)], one could expect that the quan-
tum counterpart of the chaotic system should have an
exponential growth in the commutator. The amplitude
square of the commutator with respect to the expecta-
tion value over an initial state should naively scale as

⟨[q(t), p(0)][q(t), p(0)]†⟩ ∼ exp(2λt). This expectation
value of the amplitude square of the commutators first
proposed for a semi-classical theory of superconductivity
[12] has recently been used as a measure of the quan-
tum chaos with the corresponding Lyapunov exponent,
λ [13–15].

This idea was further generalized for a pair of gen-
eral operators, denoted as A and B, separated by time
t, ⟨[A(t), B(0)][A(t), B(0)]†⟩ [12, 16, 17]. This definition
may not always have a direct classical counterpart, for
example one can consider A and B as the creation and
annihilation operators. A particular well studied corre-
lator is the OTOC defined as ⟨A(t)†B(0)†A(t)B(0)⟩, it
has been suggested that this OTOC grows exponentially
as α0 − α1exp(λt).[18–20].

The OTOC and its variances have been extensively
studied for the solvable SYK model [19]. However, calcu-
lating the OTOC for other interacting quantum systems
remains a significant challenge, especially when they lack
an exact solution. While techniques like direct diagonal-
ization and Krylov subspace methods offer numerical so-
lutions, their scalability is often limited to small system
sizes [18]. For systems near equilibrium, analytic contin-
uation from Matsubara imaginary-time correlation func-
tions allows OTOC calculation using quantum Monte
Carlo [20], but the infamous ”minus sign problem” can
still hinder its applicability.

To complement existing methods, we explore a pertur-
bative approach on the double folded Schwinger-Keldysh
contour. This approach combines the non-perturbative
nature of the dynamical mean field theory (DMFT) with
the coherent potential approximation (CPA) for disorder
averaging [21–26]. We will apply this method to the non-
equilibrium spin-half Anderson-Hubbard model, which
lacks integrability and analytical solutions, making tradi-
tional numerical methods computationally expensive or
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even infeasible. We note that the OTOC for interacting
disorder models has been previously studied using the
non-linear sigma model [27]. Moreover, the strong disor-
der cases have been studied extensively by numeric and
scaling argument [28–30].

Our study reveals that random disorder enhances the
initial OTOC decays. While the data is not sufficient to
decide whether this is decaying exponentially due to the
limitation of the perturbative method. Thus, we are not
able to accurately extract the Lyapunov exponent.

This paper is organized as follow. In the section II,
we briefly review the method for the DMFT for systems
at non-equilibrium with random disorder. The method
for calculating the OTOC is presented in the section III.
The results of the OTOC, is presented in the section IV.
We conclude and also discuss the possible future works
for using DMFT combined with the perturbation method
for the study of quantum chaos and quantum information
spreading.

II. MODEL AND DMFT APPROXIMATION

The model we study is the Anderson-Hubbard model
with local interaction and local random potential given
as

H = −t
∑
i,j,σ

(c†σcσ + h.c.) + U(t)
∑
i

ni,↑ni,↓ (1)

+
∑
i

Vi(ni,↑ + ni,↓)− µ
∑
i

ni,

where Vi follows the distribution ρ(Vi). c†i,σ and ci,σ
are creation and annihilation operators for spin one half
fermions respectively. ni,↑ and ni,↓ are the charge den-
sity operators for spin up and spin down respectively.
ni = ni,↑ + ni,↓ is the total charge density. We only con-
sider bimodal distribution in this study, that is ρ(Vi) =
1/2[δ(Vi−W )+δ(Vi+W )]. t is set to 0.25 and its serves
as the energy scale. We choose µ = U/2 which sets the
half-filled case after disorder averaging. Note that we did
not try to fix the filling for each individual random real-
ization. The on-site interaction is, in general, a function
of time as we consider the non-equilibrium properties of
the model. Our strategy is to obtain the non-equilibrium
Green’s function, G(t, t

′
), for the model under the DMFT

approximation and then use perturbation theory to cal-
culate the OTOC.

The key idea of DMFT lies in mapping the complex
problem of interacting electrons on a lattice to an effec-
tive single-site problem, the Anderson impurity model.
This simplification is valid in the limit of infinite dimen-
sions, it makes the problem significantly more tractable,
allowing for numerical and semi-analytical solutions [31].
A notable success of DMFT is its prediction of the metal-
insulator transition in the Hubbard model, a prototypical
correlated system [31].

Further expanding its reach, DMFT has been general-
ized to work on the Schwinger-Keldysh contour, enabling

the study of non-equilibrium dynamics in correlated sys-
tems. Recently, the method has combined with the coher-
ent potential approxiamtion for the study of Anderson-
Hubbard model [24–26]. For completeness, we briefly
outline the steps of the DMFT here.
The DMFT starts by constructing an effective bath

Green’s function. This is achieved by spatially averag-
ing the Green’s function of the original system, ignoring
interactions and disorder. Next, DMFT employs an im-
purity solver. This solver takes the effective bath Green’s
function as input, along with information about the lo-
cal interaction and random local potential, and calculates
the Green’s function of the interacting impurity problem
or the impurity self-energy [31].
The impurity Green’s function obtained from the

solver is used to extract the self-energy via the Schwinger-
Dyson equation. This self-energy then serves as an input
to calculate the Green’s function of the entire lattice us-
ing another application of the same equation. Finally,
the self-energy and the average Green’s function across
the lattice are used to update the bath Green’s function,
closing the loop in the iterative process of DMFT.
To simplify the space averaging procedure involved

in obtaining the average Green’s function, the model is
sometimes placed on a Bethe lattice [32]. In this study,
We consider the model on the Bethe lattice only.
We summarize the procedure as follow:

1. The spatially averaged bare Green’s function

for the lattice Glat0 (k⃗, t, t
′
) is used as the bare

Green’s function for the effective Anderson impu-
rity Gimp0 (t, t

′
).

2. An impurity solver is employed to solved the effec-
tive Anderson impurity problem with bare Green
function Gimp0 (t, t

′
), U , and disorder potential

ρ(V ). The output of the impurity solver can be rep-
resented in term of Green’s function or self-energy.

3. Following the coherent potential approximation
[24], the averaged impurity Green’s function is
given by the averaging of the impurity Green’s
function with local random disorder potential,
Gimpave (t, t

′
) =

∫
dV ρ(V )Gimp(V ; t, t

′
).

4. With the averaged impurity Green’s function or
self-energy Σimpave (t, t

′
), the Schwinger-Dyson equa-

tion is used to generate the lattice Green’s function

Glat(k⃗, t, t
′
) = ((Glat0 (k⃗, t, t

′
))−1 − Σimpave (t, t

′
))−1

5. The lattice Green’s function is then spatially av-
eraged to form the bare Green’s function via
the Schwinger-Dyson equation for the effective
Anderson impurity and this completes the self-
consistency loop.

We use the second order perturbation to calculate the
self-energy of the effective Anderson impurity problem
in step 2 [21]. The first order contributions include the
Hartree and the Fock terms. The Fock term is zero for
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the Hubbard model and the Hatree term is also zero due
to the condition µ = U/2. After, the self-consistency
is attained. The bare Green’s function for the effective
Anderson impurity Gimp0 (t, t′) is then used to compute
the OTOC using the diagrammatic perturbation theory.

III. PERTURBATION THEORY FOR
CALCULATING OTOC

For usual physical quantities, such as susceptibility, the
response function involves time-ordered products of oper-
ators. Standard diagrammatic perturbation theory relies
on decomposing these time-ordered operators into prod-
ucts of Green’s functions using Wick’s theorem. How-
ever, it is not directly applicable for product of opera-
tors without the time-ordered structure. A straightfor-
ward solution is to generalize the Schwinger-Keldysh con-
tour into multiple folds, allowing operators to be ordered
along the contour time, see Fig. 1.

𝑂!

𝑂"

𝑂#

𝑡!

𝑡#

−𝑖𝛽

FIG. 1. Double folded Schwinger-Keldysh contour used in
the DMFT. The first fold extends from 0− to 0c (the time
between these two zeros is denoted as t−), the second fold
extends from 0c to 0+ (the time between these two zeros is
denoted as t+), and from 0+ to −iβ is the thermal branch.

The multi-fold Schwinger-Keldysh contour has re-
ceived significant recent attention and has been applied
with DMFT to calculate the OTOC for the Falicov-
Kimball (FK) model [33]. Notably, the FK model allows
for an exact solution within the DMFT framework [34],
enabling the precise calculation of the OTOC [33]. In
contrast, our current focus is on utilizing perturbation
theory to calculate the OTOC for quantum interacting
models that lack such an exact solution.

We define the real time OTOC and write it in term
of the path integral over the double folded Schwinger-
Kelydsh contour as follow:

F (t) =
〈
c†(t−)c(0c)c

†(t+)c(0+)
〉

(2)

=
1

Z

∫
D[ψ, ψ̄]ψ̄(t−)ψ(0c)ψ̄(t+)ψ(0+)e

iS[ψ,ψ̄], (3)

where ψ and ψ̄ are Grassmann fields, S is the action,
D[ψ, ψ̄] is the measure of the path integral, the partition

function Z is given by Z =
∫
D[ψ, ψ̄]eiS[ψ,ψ̄], and the

lattice action given by our model in Eq.(1). Since the
operators are now contour time ordered, we can use the
Wick’s theorem to perturbatively compute the various
diagrams contributing to F (t). All the non-vanishing di-
agrams up to second order in U are given in Fig. 2. We
note that only spin up component is calculated, as the
DMFT we employed here does not break spin rotational
symmetry and has no magnetic ordering.

(a)

(b)

(c)
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FIG. 2. The zeroth order and the second order diagrams for
the calculation of OTOC. The dashed line is the Hubbard
vertex. Since the external legs have the same spin, combined
with the fact that the Hubbard vertex only coupled spin up
with spin down electrons, there is only one diagram in the
second order.

At the zeroth order, two Wick’s contractions are pos-
sible as illustrated in Fig. 2(a) and 2(b). Moving to the
first order, the diagrams are proportional to the Hartree
term. However, the Hartree term vanishes due to the
averaged half-filling condition (µ = U/2). At the sec-
ond order, only connected diagrams, i.e., one-particle ir-
reducible diagrams, are taken into account, resulting in
the diagram shown in Fig. 2(c).

For practical calculation the Schwinger-Keldysh con-
tour is discretized into finite number of time steps along
the entire contour. Under this approximation, the two
time non-equilibrium Green’s function can be represented
in term of a finite size N × N matrix, where N is the
total number of time steps on the contour. There are
four temporal branches and one thermal branch, that is
N = 4Nt + Nτ . In this paper, we use Nt = 500 steps
on the real-time branch and Nτ = 100 steps on the ther-
mal branch. The bare Green’s function can be found
by finding the inverse of the (i∂t + µ)δ(t, t

′
) = G0(t, t

′
).

Schwinger-Dyson equation can also be defined along the
contour. We simply generalized the numerical implemen-
tation in Ref. 23 for the double folded contour. We note
that implementation which use the Runge-Kutta solver
is also a popular method for solving the bare Green’s
function on the Schwinger-Kelydsh contour [33, 35, 36].
Once the DMFT cycle is converged, the Green’s function
on the double folded Schwinger-Keldysh contour are then
extracted for calculating the diagrams for the OTOC up
to the second order in U .
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IV. RESULTS

We compute and discuss the OTOC obtained from
the method described above. The system is initially
at the thermal equilibrium with temperature T = 1/β
with β = 100 and maximum simulation time tmax is
set to tmax = 20. The interaction U and the disorder
strength W are kept constant in both the thermal and
real branches of the contour. We plot the OTOC for dif-
ferent values of interaction strengths as shown in Fig. 3.
Across all investigated interaction strengths, the systems
are always in the metallic phase. The OTOC does not
reveal any discernible trend with increasing interaction
within the explored time window.

10 1 100 101

t

10 3

10 2

10 1

100

|F
(t)

|

U = 0.0
U = 0.25
U = 0.5
U = 0.75

FIG. 3. The modulus of OTOC |F (t)| (normalized at t =
0) [Eq. (2)], on a log-log scale, of the Anderson-Hubbard
model in the clean system limit W = 0 for various values of
the interaction strength U . The values of U correspond to
the metallic phase of the Hubbard model. Only the spin up
component is calculated as the DMFT does not break spin
rotational symmetry

The OTOC for the Hubbard model with random dis-
order are plotted in the Fig.4. Three different values of
the interaction strength, U = 0.25, 0.5 and 0.75, in each
case two values of disorder strength 0.1 and 0.2 together
with the disorder free case (W = 0) are shown.

The main effect from the random disorder is to drive
the OTOC to decay faster. Ideally, we could fit the
data to extract the Lyapunov exponent and quantify this
effect more precisely. However, current limitations in
the maximum time hinder accurate fitting. Nonetheless,
these results suggest that weak disorder may accelerate
thermalization and information scrambling in correlated
fermionic systems based on the accelerated decays of the
OTOC from the disorder.

10 1 100 101

t

10 3

10 2

10 1

100

|F
(t)

|

W = 0.0
W = 0.1
W = 0.2
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FIG. 4. The modulus of the OTOC |F (t)|(normalized at t =
0) on a log-log scale for different values of the interaction
strength U and disorder strength W . (a) U = 0.25 (b) U =
0.5 (c) U = 0.75 . The solid lines in (a), (b) and (c) denote
clean system limit W = 0, the dashed line W = 0.1, and the
dotted line W = 0.2. The DMFT we employed here does not
break spin rotational symmetry, thus we only calculate the
spin up component for the OTOC.
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V. CONCLUSION

While exactly solvable models like the SYK model of-
fer valuable insights, particularly regarding their connec-
tion to holographic duality, alternative methods are nec-
essary to study the vast majority of systems that lack
such solutions. The Hubbard model, despite its impor-
tance in condensed matter physics, remains particularly
challenging for calculating temporal dynamics such as
OTOC. Although DMFT proves accurate and compu-
tational tractable for systems at equilibrium. The non-
equilibrium DMFT, in particular for calculating two par-
ticles and higher order Green’s functions, is generally
rather difficult [21].

This work proposes a prescription for calculating
OTOC by combining perturbation theory with the
DMFT framework, specifically tailored for such chal-
lenging models. Our approach extends the possibility
of investigating the OTOC for a wider range of models,
enabling a more comprehensive understanding of non-
equilibrium dynamics in systems with interplay between
electrons correlation and random disorder.

The main conclusion from our results for the Hubbard
model at weak interaction is that disorder tends to ac-
celerate the decay of the OTOC as a function of time.
Unfortunately, at present we are not able to capture the
competition between Mott insulator and Anderson insu-
lator at strong coupling and strong disorder regimes.

Even at weak coupling, our current data is insufficient

to accurately determine the decay exponent or defini-
tively confirm whether the decay is exponential. There
are two directions for improving the method. First, the
impurity solver for the DMFT iteration can be improved
by going beyond second order perturbation. Second, par-
tial summation of diagrams for calculating the OTOC,
particularly ring diagrams to all orders, could be ex-
plored.

As discussed above, the current approach has limi-
tations due to the perturbative nature of the impurity
solver and the lack of spatial correlations within DMFT.
Despite these limitations, the flexibility of the perturba-
tive approach allows us to investigate various intriguing
systems. This includes studying the effects of quench-
ing interaction and even quenching disorder, along with
temperature dependence of the OTOC.

VI. ACKNOWLEDGMENT

We are grateful to Herbert Fotso and Hanna Terlet-
ska for useful discussions on the related projects. This
work used high-performance computational resources
provided by the Louisiana Optical Network Initiative
(http://www.loni.org) and HPC@LSU computing. JM
is supported by the US Department of Energy, Office of
Science, Office of Basic Energy Sciences, under Award
Number DE-SC0017861.
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