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Abstract

We study the out-of-time-order correlators (OTOC) of Skyrmion as baryon in the D0-

D4/D8 model which is expected to be holographically dual to QCD with instantons as D0-

branes or with a non-zero theta angle. Baryon states are identified to the excitations of the

Skyrmion which are described by a holographic quantum mechanical system in this model.

By employing the definition of OTOC in quantum mechanics, we derive the formulas and

demonstrate explicitly the numerical calculations of the OTOC. Our calculation illustrates

the quantum OTOC with imaginary Lyapunov coefficient indicates the possibly metastable

baryonic status in the presence of the instanton while the classical OTOC can not, thus

it reveals the instantonic or theta-dependent features of QCD are dominated basically by

its quantum properties. Furthermore, the OTOC also implies the baryonic phase becomes

really chaotic with real Lyapunov exponent if the instanton charge increases sufficiently which

agrees with the unstable baryon spectrum presented in this model. In this sense, we believe

the OTOC may be treated as a tool to detect the baryonic phase structure of QCD.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, the out-of-time-order correlator (OTOC) has been considered as a measure of the

magnitude of quantum chaos [1] while it was first introduced to calculate the vertex correction

of a current for a superconductor [2]. In general, the quantum OTOC CT (t) is defined by using

the commutator of two operators as,

CT (t) = −
〈
[W (t) , V (0)]2

〉
, (1.1)

whereW (t) , V (t) are operators in the Heisenberg picture at time t and ⟨...⟩ refers to the thermal

average. In particular, the authors of [3, 4, 5] suggest that the operatorsW (t) , V (t) in quantum

mechanics can be chosen as the canonical coordinate x (t) and momentum p (t). In this sense,

the classical limit of the OTOC can also be evaluated quantitatively if the quantum commutator
1
i [, ] is replaced by the Poisson bracket {, }P.B. Accordingly, the chaos of classically mechanical

system can be evaluated through the OTOC as,

CT ∼ {x (t) , p (0)}2P.B ∼
[
δx (t)

δx (0)

]2
∼ e2Lt, (1.2)

where L is the Lyapunov coefficient. For a chaotic system, L must be positive and real since such

a system is very sensitive to the initial condition x (0) otherwise it is not really chaotic. However,

the quantum version of the OTOC (1.2) could instead saturate at the Ehrenfest time tE which

refers to a time scale that the wave function spreads over the whole system characterizing the

boundary between the particle-like and the wave-like behavior of a wave function. Therefore, the

exponent growth of the OTOC is conjectured to be the characteristic property of the classical

or non-integrable system.

Moreover, the OTOC is also an important observable in the context of quantum gravity,

AdS/CFT correspondence or gauge-gravity duality [6, 7]. In the context of quantum information

on the horizon of black hole [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13], it implies an upper bound of the quantum

Lyapunov coefficient as L ≤ 2πT . On the other hand, the analysis of chaos in the Sachdev-Ye-

Kitaev (SYK) model [14, 15] (a quantum mechanical system with infinitely long range disorder

interactions of Majorana fermions) illustrates the bound of quantum Lyapunov exponent is

saturated [16, 17, 18]. Therefore, it strongly implies a quantum black hole can be described by the

SYK model in holography if the OTOC could be a tool to detect the AdS/CFT correspondence

or gauge-gravity duality.

Motivated by these, in this work we would like to introduce OTOC as a tool to detect the

baryonic phase structure of QCD in holography, in order to further explore the role of OTOC

in gauge-gravity duality. To this goal, we aim at the D0-D4/D8 model [19, 20, 21, 22] as an

extension of the famous D4/D8 model (Witten-Sakai-Sugimoto model) [23, 24, 25, 26, 27] based

on the IIA string theory which is holographically dual to theta-dependent QCD. The reasons to
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choose the D0-D4/D8 model are given as follows4: First, the baryon sector in this model is a

quantum mechanical system which is totally analytical and simple enough in the strong coupling

region, hence the definition of OTOC in quantum mechanics is valid. Second, as a holographic

description, baryon sector in the presence of a non-vanished theta angle or instantons as D0-

branes would include various phase structures in this model [28, 29], since in the framework of

QFT (quantum field theory), QCD vacuum includes various phase structures with instanton as

well [30, 31, 32]. Therefore we expect the OTOC may somehow detect the these phase structures

through Lyapunov exponent in holography. Keep these in hand, our calculation illustrates that

the quantum OTOC does not grow exponentially when the theta angle or instanton charge is

sufficiently small, instead it trends to become oscillated periodically in the large Nc limit, and

the period increases by the theta angle or instanton charge. So if we write the OTOC as an

imaginary exponent as it is suggested in [4], the Lyapunov coefficient indicates the possible

baryonic status with non-zero theta angle or instanton charge in QCD which is recognized to be

metastable in this model [21, 22, 28, 29]. However, the analysis of the classical OTOC does not

lead to this conclusion sensibly. Besides, our analysis also implies the real Lyapunov exponent

may arise in the OTOC at large time when the instanton charge increases greatly, therefore it

implies the baryonic phase becomes unstable and really chaotic with sufficiently large instanton

charge or theta angle. In this sense, the holographic OTOC as a tool seems possible to detect

the baryonic phase structure of QCD and implies that the features of QCD in the presence of

the instanton or theta angle is dominated basically by the quantum properties of the theory as

it is discussed in the framework of QFT [30, 31, 32].

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we collect the essential parts of the

Skyrmion as baryon in the D0-D4/D8 model as a quantum mechanical system, then derive

briefly the formulas of the OTOC. In Section 3, we illustrate our numerical evaluation of the

OTOCs with various parameters and analyze their behaviors. In Section 4, the classical limit

of the OTOCs is discussed. The final section as Section 5 gives the summary. In addition, the

appendix includes some essential calculations in this work.

2 The holographic setup

2.1 The holographic Skyrmion in the D0-D4/D8 model

The D0-D4/D8 model5 is a top-down holographic approach to QCD with instantons or a non-

vanished theta angle which is also an extension of the D4/D8 model (the Witten-Sakai-Sugimoto

model) [23, 24, 25, 26, 27]. The Skyrmion as baryon in this model is recognized as the collective

4While the experimental value of the theta angle in QCD may be small, it attracts great interests to study
some relevant effects with the theta angle, e.g. the deconfinement phase transition [33, 34], the glueball spectrum
[35], the large N behavior of gauge theory [36], chiral magnetic effect [37, 38]. The details of the theta-dependent
QCD in theory can be reviewed in [39].

5The details of this model can be reviewed in [19, 20, 21, 22].
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mode of a baryon vertex which is a D4-brane wrapped on the spherical part S4 of the bulk

geometry [40, 41] and it can be equivalently described by the instanton configuration of the

gauge field on the flavor brane [42, 43, 44]. By evaluating the mass of the instantonic soliton

on the flavor brane, the quantized Hamiltonian in moduli space for Skyrmion as baryon in the

D0-D4/D8 model is collected as [28],

H =M0 +HZ +Hy,

HZ =− 1

2mZ
∂2Z +

1

2
mZω

2
ZZ

2,

Hy =− 1

2mρ

n+1∑
I=1

∂2

∂y2I
+

1

2
mρω

2
ρρ

2 +
K

mρρ2
, (2.1)

where a = 1
216π3 and

M0 =8π2λab3/2Nc,mZ =
1

2
mρ = 8π2ab3/2Nc,

ω2
Z =

1

3
(3− b) , ω2

ρ =
1

12
(3− b) ,K =

2

5
N2

c . (2.2)

Here Nc, Nf refers respectively to the color and flavor number (i.e. numbers of D4-branes and

D8-branes). λ is the ’t Hooft coupling constant. b relates to the charge density of the D0-branes

as the bulk instanton, and for a given branch, b also relates to the theta angle of QCD in

holography by [20, 21, 22, 45],

θ ∝
√
b− 1

b
. (2.3)

Thus we have 1 ≤ b < 3 which implies the baryonic phase is possible to be stable when the

theta angle is sufficiently small since b > 3 means ωZ , ωρ are all imaginary so that the Skyrmion

as baryon is totally unstable. n relates to the flavor number Nf of the Skyrmion through the

numbers of the SU (Nf ) generators as n = N2
f −1. We note that the above formulas are written

in the unit ofMKK = 1. ρ refers to the size of the instanton which denotes the radial coordinate

in the moduli space parameterized by yI as ρ2 =
∑

I y
2
I .

The eigen equation with respect to Hamiltonian (2.1) as,

Hψ = Eψ, (2.4)

can be solved analytically. The associated eigenfunction ψ is given as,

ψnZ ,nρ,ln,ln−1,...l1 (Z, ρ, θn, θn−1, ...θ1) = χnZ (Z)Rnρ,ln (ρ)Y (θn, θn−1, ...θ1) , (2.5)
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where

Rnρ,ln (ρ) = N (nρ, ln) e
−mρωρρ

2

2 ρξF

(
−nρ, ξ +

n+ 1

2
,mρωρρ

2

)
,

ξ =

√
2K +

(
ln +

n− 1

2

)2

− n− 1

2
, (2.6)

is given by the confluent hypergeometric function F (a, b, x) satisfying the normalization

ˆ
dρρnRn′

ρ,l
′
n
Rnρ,ln = δn′

ρ,nρ . (2.7)

And

Y (θn, θn−1, ...θ1) =
(−1)l1√

2π
eil1θ1

n∏
j=2

jP
lj−1

lj
(θj) , (2.8)

is the spherical harmonic function on Sn. We note that jP
lj−1

lj
(θj) is given by combining the

associated Legendre polynomial Pm
l (cos θ) as [46],

jP
lj−1

lj
(θj) =

√
2lj + j − 1

2

(lj + lj−1 + j − 2)!

(lj − lj−1)!
sin

2−j
2 θjP

−(lj−1+
j−2
2 )

lj+
j−2
2

(cos θj) . (2.9)

Thus the spherical harmonic function Y (θn, θn−1, ...θ1) satisfies the eigen equation,

∇2
SnYln,ln−1,...l1 (θn, θn−1, ...θ1) = −ln (ln + n− 1)Yln,ln−1,...l1 (θn, θn−1, ...θ1) , (2.10)

and the normalization condition

ˆ
Y∗
l′n,l

′
n−1,...l

′
1
Yln,ln−1,...l1dVSn =

n∏
j=1

δl′j lj . (2.11)

χnZ (Z) represents the eigenfunction ofHZ which is obviously the eigenfunction of one-dimensional

harmonic oscillator. Keeping these in hand, the eigenvalue of Hamiltonian (2.1) is obtained as,

EnZ ,nρ,ln (Nc, n) = EnZ + Enρ,ln (Nc, n) +M0, (2.12)

where

EnZ =

(
nZ +

1

2

)
ωZ , Enρ,ln (Nc, n) =

√2K +

(
ln +

n− 1

2

)2

+ 2nρ + 1

ωρ. (2.13)
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2.2 The formula of QTOC in quantum mechanics

In quantum mechanics, [3, 4, 5] suggest the thermal canonical and microcanonical OTOC CT , cn

can be defined respectively as,

CT (t) =
1

Z
∑
n

e−βEncn (t) , Z =
∑
n

e−βEn , cn (t) = −
〈
n
∣∣∣[x (t) , p]2∣∣∣n〉 , (2.14)

for a time-independent Hamiltonian H (x1, x2...xJ , p1, p2...pJ). Here Z is the partition function,

β = 1/T refers to the temperature of the system, |n⟩ refers to the n-th eigenstate of Hamiltonian

satisfying the eigen equation H |n⟩ = En |n⟩ and x (t) , p (t) is respectively the canonical coordi-

nate and momentum in Heisenberg picture. Let us denote one of the canonical coordinates and

momentums as,

x (t) = xa (t) , p (t) = pa (t) , p = p (0) , a ∈ {1, 2...J} , (2.15)

for notational simplicity. Using the completeness condition in quantum mechanics, the OTOC

can be written as,

cn (t) = −
∑
m

⟨n |[x (t) , p]|m⟩ ⟨m |[x (t) , p]|n⟩ ≡
∑
m

bnm (t) b∗nm (t) , (2.16)

where

bnm (t) = −i ⟨n |[x (t) , p]|m⟩ . (2.17)

Recall the unitary transformation x (t) = eiHtxe−iHt, (2.17) can be further rewritten as,

bnm (t) = −i
∑
k

(
eiEnktxnkpkm − eiEkmtpnkxkm

)
, (2.18)

where xnk = ⟨n |x| k⟩ , pnk = ⟨n |p| k⟩ and Enk = En −Ek. If a time-independent Hamiltonian is

given as,

H =

J∑
a=1

p2a
2mX

+ U (x1, x2...xJ) , (2.19)

the following relation can be obtained as,

pmn = imXEmnxmn, (2.20)

by the commutation relation [H,x] = − ip
mX

which leads to
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Figure 1: The two-flavored (Nf = 2) microcanonical OTOCs cnρ,l3,l2 (c0,0,0, c2,2,2) as functions
of time t with various b.

bnm (t) = mX

∑
k

xnkxkm
(
Ekme

iEnkt − Enke
iEkmt

)
. (2.21)

Therefore the OTOCs can be obtained by using (2.14) (2.16) and (2.21). We note that since

HZ presented in (2.1) is nothing but the Hamiltonian of one-dimensional harmonic oscillator, it

OTOC can be analytically obtained as [3, 4],

CT (t) = cnZ (t) = m2
Z cos2 ωZt. (2.22)

Accordingly, in the following discussion, we will focus on the numerical evaluation of the OTOCs

with respect to Hy.

3 The numerical analysis

In this section, we focus on the OTOC with respect toHy presented in (2.1). The microcanonical

and thermal OTOCs cnρ,ln,ln−1...l1 (t) , CT (t) of the holographic Skyrmion with various b are given

in Figure 1 - 4. We note that the quantum numbers ln−2, ln−3, ...l2, l1 are degenerated quantum

numbers, thus we denote cnρ,ln,ln−1...l1 (t) as cnρ,ln,ln−1 (t). The sum presented in (2.16) and
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Figure 2: The two-flavored (Nf = 2) thermal OTOCs CT as functions of time t with various b
and T .

(2.21) has been truncated at nc = 4 i.e. 0 ≤ nZ , nρ, ln ≤ nc for the actual numerical calculation

and the degeneracy number nd in cnρ,ln,ln−1...l1 (t) is computed as,

nd (ln) =

ln∑
ln−1=0

ln−1∑
ln−2=0

...

l4∑
l3=0

l3∑
l2=0

(2l2 + 1) . (3.1)

Thus it includes totally (nc + 1)2 ×
∑nc

l3=0 nd (l3) = 1375 states for Nf = 2 and (nc + 1)2 ×∑nc
l8=0 nd (l8) = 16500 states for Nf = 3 contributing to the OTOC. Our numerical calculation

reveals the following features of the OTOC. First, the thermal OTOCs do not display the appar-

ent exponential growth while they grow at early times. Thus the exponential growth expected

in the classical OTOC is not apparent. Second, the microcanonical OTOCs are approximately

periodic because of the commensurable energy spectrum. For the situation Nc ≫ 1, the period

∆t of microcanonical OTOCs is evaluated as ∆t ∼ min
[
E−1

nρ,ln;n′
ρ,l

′
n

]
∼ Nc for Nc → ∞ which

displays the large-Nc behaviors of the microcanonical OTOCs as [4]. And it does not depend on

temperature basically. Third, the thermal OTOCs grow with T and b (the presence of instanton

or theta angle) according to (2.3) and in addition they tend to become periodic at large Nc as

the microcanonical OTOCs.

Keep these in hand, let us attempt to outline how to use OTOC of the holographic Skyrmion
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Figure 3: The three-flavored (Nf = 3) microcanonical OTOCs cnρ,l8,l7 (c0,0,0, c2,2,2) as functions
of time t with various b.

to describe the various status of the baryonic phase with instanton charge denoted as b in this

model. As the OTOC is periodic for large Nc, it means the quantum mechanical system (2.1)

is not really chaotic. Nevertheless, we can define imaginary Lyapunov coefficient as L̃ = iL

(where L is real) as it is suggested in [4] to characterize the periodic quantum OTOC CT as

CT (t) ∼ eL̃t. Therefore, according to the numerical calculation presented in Figure 1 - 4, we can

see that the Lyapunov coefficient L decreases with the growth of b which is a function as L (b).

On the other hand, since the excitations of holographic Skyrmion in the D0-D4/D8 system is

recognized as baryon states [27, 28, 29, 43, 44], it means L (b) as an order parameter indicates

possibly baryonic states with various b or theta angle. Recall the holographic description of

the metastable baryonic states in [28, 29], it seemingly implies the value of L with 1 ≤ b < 3

represents the metastable baryonic states and the maximal value of L (b = 1) indicates the

baryonic states become stable. So the Lyapunov coefficient as a function of instanton charge

indicates the metastability or stability of the baryonic phase.

Moreover, although the derivation with Hamiltonian for Skyrmion (2.1) is strictly valid only

for 1 ≤ b ≤ 3, it would be interesting to extend our discussion with b > 3. According to

(2.2) (2.12) and (2.21), the energy difference Enk presented in the exponents becomes totally

imaginary for b > 3 for the part described by Hy, so the OTOC will contain the factor e|Enk|t

i.e. the real Lyapunov exponent due to the derivations in Section 2.2. Therefore we could
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Figure 4: The three-flavored (Nf = 3) thermal OTOCs CT as functions of time t with various
b and T .

simply replace Enk → iEnk in the presented exponents then compute the OTOC with the same

derivation as the case of 1 < b < 3. The corresponding numerical calculations are illustrated in

Figure 5. So we can see the OTOCs become really exponential as eLt which implies the system

for b > 3 is really chaotic. And the Lyapunov coefficient also trends to be vanished at large

Nc which is consistent with that the dual gravity bulk does not have a horizon in this model

[19, 20, 21, 22]. This behavior of OTOC with b > 3 could be more explicit by recalling its Z part

given in (2.22). For b > 3, ωZ is purely imaginary so that we have CT ∼ cos2 ωZt → e2|ωZ |t at

large t which illustrates indeed the system becomes really chaotic. This is reasonable since the

harmonic oscillator with imaginary frequency is totally unstable and very sensitive to its initial

state. Altogether, we can see the imaginary Lyapunov exponent indicates the metastability

or stability of the baryonic phase while the Lyapunov exponent becomes real indicating its

instability. In this sense, we may conclude that the Lyapunov coefficient could be treated as an

order parameter to indicate the baryonic phase structure in our holographic model.
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Figure 5: The thermal OTOCs CT as functions of time t for b > 3. All the solid lines correspond
to Nc = 3 while all the dashed lines correspond to Nc = 90.

4 The classical limit of the OTOC

According to the definition (2.14), the classical version of OTOC can be naturally obtained by

replacing the quantum commutators with Poisson bracket, i.e. 1
i [, ] → {, }P.B. And thermal

average must be replaced by the integral in the phase space consisted of canonical coordinate

q and momentum p. Therefore, we can obtain the classical version of the OTOC presented in

(2.14) as,

Ccl
T (t) =

1

Zcl

ˆ
dqdp

(2π)n+2 e
−βH {q (t) ,p (0)}2P.B , c

cl (t) = {q (t) ,p (0)}2P.B , (4.1)

where

Zcl =

ˆ
dqdp

(2π)n+2 e
−βH . (4.2)

Besides, the classical version of the Hamiltonian (2.1) of the Skyrmion is given by
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H =M0 +HZ +Hy,

HZ =
p2Z
2mZ

+
1

2
mZω

2
ZZ

2,

Hy =
1

2mρ

n+1∑
I=1

p2I +
1

2
mρω

2
ρρ

2 +
K

mρρ2
. (4.3)

As the canonical coordinate q and momentum p is chosen as q = {Z, yI} ,p = {pZ , pI}, for the
Z part in Hamiltonian (4.3), its classical solution is given as,

Z (t) = Z cosωZt+
pZ
mZ

sinωZt,

pZ (t) = −mZωZ sinωZt+ pZωZ cosωZt. (4.4)

Hence the associated OTOCs are computed as,

cclnZ
(t) = {Z (t) , pZ (0)}2P.B =

[
δZ (t)

δZ (0)

]2
= cos2 ωZt,

Ccl
T (t) =

1

Zcl

ˆ
dqdp

(2π)n+2 e
−βH {Z (t) , pZ (0)}2P.B = cos2 ωZt, (4.5)

which agrees quantitatively with its quantum version. For the y part in (4.3), the classical

equation of motion is obtained as,

mρÿI =

(
−mρω

2
ρ +

2K

mρρ4

)
yI . (4.6)

Note that for the classical Skyrmion, ρ refers to the size of the Skyrmion (as instantons) which

must minimize the classical Hamiltonian (4.3), thus we have [28]

ρcl =
(2K)1/4

(mρωρ)
1/2

. (4.7)

Impose (4.7) into (4.6), the classical solution for yI is

yI (t) = yI (0) +
pI (0)

mρ
t, (4.8)

then the associated OTOCs are calculated as,
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cclyI = {yI (t) , pI (0)}2P.B = 1,

Ccl
T (t) =

1

Zcl

ˆ
dqdp

(2π)n+2 e
−βH {yI (t) , pI (0)}2P.B = 1, (4.9)

which does not display the apparent dependence on b different from the quantum OTOCs. In this

sense, we comment that if the Lyapunov coefficient could be an order parameter to characterize

some properties of QCD, it implies the instantonic or theta- dependence is basically dominated

by the quantum feature of QCD, as it is expected [30, 31, 32, 39].

5 Summary

In this work, we employ the definition of OTOC in quantum mechanics to derive the formulas

and demonstrate explicitly the numerical calculations of the OTOC of the holographic Skyrmion

in the D0-D4/D8 model which is equivalent to QCD with instantons or a theta angle according

to the gauge-gravity duality. Our numerical calculation supports that OTOC in integrable

quantum mechanical system does not include exponential growth thus such system is not really

chaotic as it is discussed in [3, 4, 5]. In particular, we attempt to use the imaginary Lyapunov

coefficient as an order parameter to indicate the various status of the baryonic phase which

illustrates the possibly metastable states of baryon with instantons as it is discussed in the

existing works [21, 28, 29]. Although the quantum OTOCs with imaginary Lyapunov exponent

reveals the spreadability of the baryonic wave function instead of the chaos of the system, it

displays that the baryonic status with maximum modulus of imaginary Lyapunov coefficient

(i.e. vanished theta angle) is stable which agrees with [21, 28, 29]. Moreover, we also attempt to

extend our analysis with sufficiently large density of instanton. In this case, the baryonic phase

becomes unstable which leads to a real Lyapunov exponent in OTOC at large time. Altogether,

we conclude that in the D0-D4/D8 model, real Lyapunov exponent indicates the instability of

baryonic phase while imaginary Lyapunov exponent in OTOC indicates its metastability. And

the stable position of the baryonic phase is indicated by the maximum modulus of the imaginary

Lyapunov coefficient. Therefore, it seems the Lyapunov coefficient as an order parameter in

OTOC may detect some properties of the QCD phase structure somehow. Besides, we evaluate

the classical limit of the OTOC whose behavior is quite different from its quantum version.

Remarkably, the instantonic dependence or theta-dependence is less clear in the y part of the

classical OTOC which is quite different from the quantum OTOCs, thus it seemingly agrees

with that the instantonic dependence or theta-dependence basically comes from the quantum

features of QCD as it is usually discussed in the framework of QFT with instantons [30, 31, 32].

Overall, this work suggests that we can use OTOC as a tool to detect the some features of QCD

phase structure.
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Appendix: The calculation of matrix element in the OTOC

In this appendix, we will outline the calculation of matrix element xmn (2.21) presented in the

OTOC. As the Hamiltonian Hy in (2.1) for the Skyrmion is defined in n+1 dimensional moduli

space, let us start with the n + 1 dimensional Euclidean space Rn+1 parametrized by yI =

{y1, y2, ...yn+1} as the Cartesian coordinates. Since Hy only depends on the radial coordinates ρ

in the moduli space, we consider the spherical coordinates {ρ, θ1, ..., θn−1, θn} with the following

coordinate transformation

yI = ρ cos θI−1

n∏
J=I

sin θj , ρ
2 =

n+1∑
I=1

y2I , (A-1)

where θ0 = 0. Thus the Euclidean metric on Rn+1 is given as,

ds2 = δIJdyIdyJ = dρ2 + ρ2dΩ2
n, (A-2)

where dΩ2
n represents the angular differential on a unit Sn satisfying the recurrence relation,

dΩ2
n = dθ2n + sin2 θndΩ

2
n−1. (A-3)

Therefore, dΩ2
n can be rewritten as,

dΩ2
n =

n∑
I=1

(
dθ2I

n∏
J=I+1

sin2 θJ

)
, (A-4)

and the volume element dVn+1 of Rn+1 reads as

dVn+1 =
√
gdρdθndθn−1...dθ1 = ρndρ

n∏
J=1

sinJ−1 θJdθJ ≡ ρndρdVSn . (A-5)

Recall the spherical harmonic function Yln,ln−1,...l1 (θn, θn−1, ...θ1) on S
n given in (2.8), one can

verify Yln,ln−1,...l1 (θn, θn−1, ...θ1) is the eigenfunction of Laplacian operator ∇2
Sn satisfying

∇2
SnYln,ln−1,...l1 (θn, θn−1, ...θ1) = −ln (ln + n− 1)Yln,ln−1,...l1 (θn, θn−1, ...θ1) , (A-6)
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where the quantum number satisfies |l1| ≤ l2 ≤ l3 ≤ ...ln. We note that the Laplacian operator

∇2
Sn satisfies the following recurrence as,

∇2
Sn+1 = sin−n θn+1

∂

∂θn+1
sinn θn+1

∂

∂θn+1
+ sin−2 θn+1∇2

Sn , (A-7)

where θn+1 is the n+1-th spherical coordinate on Sn+1. Thus, use the identity for the associated

Legendre polynomial Pm
l (cos θ)

l +m

2l + 1
Pm
l−1 (cos θ) +

l −m+ 1

2l + 1
Pm
l+1 (cos θ) = cos θPm

l (cos θ) , (A-8)

after some messy but straightforward calculations, we can obtain

cos θnYln,ln−1,...l1 =

√
(ln − ln−1) (ln + ln−1 + n− 2)

(2ln + n− 1) (2ln + n− 3)
Yln−1,ln−1,...l1

+

√
(ln + ln−1 + n− 1)

(2ln + n− 1)

(ln − ln−1 + 1)

(2ln + n+ 1)
Yln+1,ln−1,...l1 , (A-9)

which leads to a useful integration,

Yl′n,l′n−1,...l
′
1;ln,ln−1,...l1 ≡

ˆ
dVSnY∗

l′n,l
′
n−1,...l

′
1
cos θnYln,ln−1,...l1

=

[√
(ln − ln−1) (ln + ln−1 + n− 2)

(2ln + n− 1) (2ln + n− 3)
δl′n,ln−1

+

√
(ln + ln−1 + n− 1)

(2ln + n− 1)

(ln − ln−1 + 1)

(2ln + n+ 1)
δl′n,ln+1

]
×

n−1∏
j=1

δl′j ,lj . (A-10)

Keep these in hand, let us choose one of the coordinates yI = {y1, y2, ...yn+1} to compute its

matrix element
〈
nZ , nρ, ln, ln−1, ...l1 |yI |n′Z , n′ρ, l′n, l′n−1, ...l

′
1

〉
. Due to the spherical symmetry in

the Hamiltonian (2.1), we can choose the n+ 1-th coordinate yn+1 = ρ cos θn for simplification.

Note that although we use one quantum number |m⟩ to denote the eigenstate of the Hamiltonian

presented in (2.1), we must keep in mind the eigenstate is denoted by multiple quantum numbers

nZ , nρ, ln, ln−1, ...l1 according to (2.5). Hence we can write explicitly the matrix element xmk

presented in (2.21) as,
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xmk =
〈
nZ , nρ, ln, ln−1, ...l1 |yn+1|n′Z , n′ρ, l′n, l′n−1, ...l

′
1

〉
=
〈
nZ , nρ, ln, ln−1, ...l1 |ρ cos θn|n′Z , n′ρ, l′n, l′n−1, ...l

′
1

〉
=δn′

Z ,nZ
ρn′

ρ,l
′
n;nρ,lnYl′n,l′n−1,...l

′
1;ln,ln−1,...l1 , (A-11)

where we have used the normalization of the wave function given in (2.5) and (A-10) with

ρn′
ρ,l

′
n;nρ,ln =

ˆ
ρn+1dρRn′

ρ,l
′
n
Rnρ,ln . (A-12)

By defining the kernels of the useful functions as,

Yl′n,l′n−1,...l
′
1;ln,ln−1,...l1 =Y ker

l′n,l
′
n−1;ln,ln−1

δn′
Z ,nZ

n−2∏
j=1

δl′j ,lj ,

xkern′
ρ,l

′
n,l

′
n−1;nρ,ln,ln−1

=ρn′
ρ,l

′
n;nρ,lnY

ker
l′n,l

′
n−1;ln,ln−1

,

Y ker
l′n,l

′
n−1;ln,ln−1

=

[√
(ln − ln−1) (ln + ln−1 + n− 2)

(2ln + n− 1) (2ln + n− 3)
δl′n,ln−1

+

√
(ln + ln−1 + n− 1)

(2ln + n− 1)

(ln − ln−1 + 1)

(2ln + n+ 1)
δl′n,ln+1

]
δl′n−1,ln−1

, (A-13)

the matrix element bnm defined in (2.21) can be written explicitly as,

bnZ ,nρ,ln,ln−1,...l1;n′
Z ,n′

ρ,l
′
n,l

′
n−1,...l

′
1
(t)

=mρ

∑
n′′
ρ ,l

′′
n,l

′′
n−1

δnZ ,n′
Z
xkernρ,ln,ln−1;n′′

ρ ,l
′′
n,l

′′
n−1

xkern′′
ρ ,l

′′
n,l

′′
n−1;n

′
ρ,l

′
n,l

′
n−1

n−2∏
j=1

δlj ,l′j

×
(
En′

Z ,n′′
ρ ,l

′′
n;n

′
Z ,n′

ρ,l
′
n
e
iEnZ,nρ,ln;n′

Z
,n′′

ρ ,l′′n
t − EnZ ,nρ,ln;n′

Z ,n′′
ρ ,l

′′
n
e
iEn′

Z
,n′′

ρ ,l′′n;n′
Z
,n′

ρ,l
′
n
t
)
, (A-14)

where EnZ ,nρ,ln;n′
Z ,n′

ρ,l
′
n
refers to the difference of the energy defined by (2.12) (2.13) with var-

ious quantum numbers nZ , nρ, ln;n
′
Z , n

′
ρ, l

′
n. Therefore the microcanonical OTOC cn (t) can be

written as,
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cnZ ,nρ,ln,ln−1,...l1 (t)

=
∑

n′
Z ,n′

ρ,l
′
n,l

′
n−1,...l

′
1

b∗nZ ,nρ,ln,ln−1,...l1;n′
Z ,n′

ρ,l
′
n,l

′
n−1,...l

′
1
bnZ ,nρ,ln,ln−1,...l1;n′

Z ,n′
ρ,l

′
n,l

′
n−1,...l

′
1

=m2
ρ

∑
n′
ρ,l

′
n,l

′
n−1;n

′′
ρ ,l

′′
n,l

′′
n−1;n

′′′
ρ ,l′′′n ,l′′′n−1[

xkernρ,ln,ln−1;n′′
ρ ,l

′′
n,l

′′
n−1

xkern′′
ρ ,l

′′
n,l

′′
n−1;n

′
ρ,l

′
n,l

′
n−1

xkernρ,ln,ln−1;n′′′
ρ ,l′′′n ,l′′′n−1

xkern′′′
ρ ,l′′′n ,l′′′n−1;n

′
ρ,l

′
n,l

′
n−1

×
(
En′′

ρ ,l
′′
n;n

′
ρ,l

′
n
e
−iEnρ,ln;n′′

ρ ,l′′n
t − Enρ,ln;n′′

ρ ,l
′′
n
e
−iEn′′

ρ ,l′′n;n′
ρ,l

′
n
t
)

×
(
En′′′

ρ ,l′′′n ;n′
ρ,l

′
n
e
iEnρ,ln;n′′′

ρ ,l′′′n
t − Enρ,ln;n′′′

ρ ,l′′′n e
iEn′′′

ρ ,l′′′n ;n′
ρ,l

′
n
t
)]
, (A-15)

where

EnZ ,nρ,ln;nZ ,n′
ρ,l

′
n
≡ Enρ,ln − En′

ρ,l
′
n
= Enρ,ln;n′

ρ,l
′
n
. (A-16)

Altogether, the OTOC is able to be evaluated numerically once the kernel of the matrix elements

xkern′′
ρ ,l

′′
n,l

′′
n−1;n

′
ρ,l

′
n,l

′
n−1

is obtained. In addition, the thermal OTOC can be obtained by using (2.14)

as,

CT (t) =
1

Z
∑

nZ ,nρ,ln,ln−1...l1

cnZ ,nρ,ln,ln−1,...l1 (t) e
−

EnZ,nρ,ln
T , (A-17)

where the partition function is given by

Z =
∑

nZ ,nρ,ln,ln−1...l1

e−
EnZ,nρ,ln

T =
∑

nZ ,nρ,ln

nde
−

EnZ,nρ,ln
T , (A-18)

and nd is the degeneracy number in (3.1) for a given energy EnZ ,nρ,ln .
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