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In generic closed quantum systems, the complexity of operators increases under time evolution governed by
the Heisenberg equation, reflecting the scrambling of local quantum information. However, when systems inter-
act with an external environment, the system-environment coupling allows operators to escape from the system,
inducing a dynamical transition between the scrambling phase and the dissipative phase. This transition is
known as the environment-induced information scrambling transition, originally proposed in Majorana fermion
systems. In this work, we advance this dicovery by investigating the transition in charge-conserved systems
with space-time randomness. We construct solvable Brownian Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev models of complex fermions
coupled to an environment, enabling the analytical computation of operator growth. We determine the critical
dissipation strength, which is proportional to n(1 − n) with n being the density of the complex fermions, arising
from the suppression in the quantum Lyapunov exponent due to the Pauli blockade in the scattering process. We
further analyze the density dependence of maximally scrambled operators at late time. Our results shed light on
the intriguing interplay between information scrambling, dissipation, and conservation laws.

INTRODUCTION

Recent years have witnessed breakthroughs in understand-
ing the dynamics of quantum information in many-body sys-
tems. In particular, there has been considerable attention fo-
cusing on information scrambling [1–17], which describes
how local information disperses throughout the entire system.
As an illustration, suppose we initially encode a single-qubit
state |ψ⟩ locally in a many-body wavefunction by preparing
a product state |Ψ⟩ = |ψ⟩ ⊗ |0⟩ ⊗ ... ⊗ |0⟩. We then proceed
to evolve the entire system in time, described by an evolution
operator Û. Consequently, the state of the system becomes
|Ψ(t)⟩ = Û |Ψ⟩. In general, this evolution will build up en-
tanglement between different qubits in the many-body system,
causing the encoded information to become extended. To read
off the encoded information by only observing operators {Ôm

1 }

acting locally on the first qubit, one should apply to |Ψ(t)⟩
the backwardly evolved operators {Ôm

1 (−t) ≡ ÛÔm
1 Û†}, which

is highly complex and non-local. A quantitative measure of
operator complexity is provided by the operator size distribu-
tion, extensively investigated in solvable models or through
numerical simulations [4, 18–35]. For systems with all-to-all
interactions, the operator size exhibits exponential growth in
the early-time regime and eventually ”thermalizes” to a max-
imally scrambled operator modeled by a uniform distribution
among all operators.

Later, the study of information scrambling has been ex-
tended to systems that are embedded in environments [36–
40]. In the presence of system-environment couplings, an
operator may disappear from the system and disperses into
the environment. This process can be viewed as a dissipa-
tion in the operator space. Refs. [36, 40] propose that ac-
tually an environment-induced information scrambling tran-
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FIG. 1: (a) Schematics of the all-to-all interacting systems with
charge conservation. Here, each red dot corresponds to a charge
occupation. U3 corresponds to an interaction between three system
fermions and a single environment fermion, and U1 represents the
hopping between the system and environment. (b) The phase dia-
gram of the model, in which the information scrambling transition
occurs at U1/U3 = n(1 − n).

sition can occur when the system-environment couplings are
fine tuned; this transition separates a scrambling phase and
a dissipative phase. In the scrambling phase, the operator
size within the system continues to increase to an order of
N (where N is the system size), as in closed systems. Con-
versely, in the dissipative phase, the size decreases exponen-
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tially over time. Additionally, it is noted that the distribution
of operator sizes displays a power-law decay at the critical
point. Explicit examples include random circuit models [40]
and Brownian SYK models [41–45] with Majorana fermions
[36]. Both models feature space-time randomness and lacking
any discernible global symmetry.

However, it is well-established that conservation laws ex-
ert profound implications on the dynamics of quantum many-
body systems. For instance, in systems with charge conserva-
tion, the out-of-time-order correlator [3, 4, 46, 47] in random
circuits exhibits power-law tails attributed to the diffusion of
local charges [48, 49]. It is also known that the Rényi en-
tropies (with Rényi index α > 1) of a half-infinite system
grow as ≤

√
t ln t [50, 51] after a quantum quench. In sys-

tems at low/high densities n, both the quantum Lyapunov ex-
ponent and the butterfly velocity are suppressed by a polyno-
mial of n due to the Pauli blockade of the effective Hilbert
space [52–54]. Therefore, it is interesting to explore the the
fate of the environment-induced information scrambling tran-
sition in systems with charge conservations.

In this work, we construct a solvable complex Brownian
SYK model embedded in an environment, as illustrated in
FIG. 1 (a). The total system exhibits a weak U(1) sym-
metry, allowing for the interchange of charges between the
system and the environment. By analyzing generic system-
environment couplings, we identify dominant terms in the
low/high-density limit. The main contribution to the informa-
tion scrambling in the system comes from a four-body interac-
tion, yielding a quantum Lyapunov exponent κeff ∝ n(1−n)U3,
where U3 is the interaction strength. For comparison, dissi-
pation is governed by a direct hopping between the system
and the environment, with an effective dissipation rate U1
independent of the density n. Consequently, we expect that
the information scrambling transition shall occur at U1/U3 ∝

n(1 − n), as sketched in FIG. 1 (b). This expectation agrees
with an analytically calculation using the complex Brownian
SYK model. We further analyze the late-time regime using the
scramblon effective theory [31, 55], which unveils the renor-
malization of maximally scrambled operator.

MODEL AND TWO-POINT FUNCTIONS

We consider a Brownian SYK model of N complex
fermions ĉ j. The Hamiltonian of the system reads

ĤS =
∑

q

∑
i1<...<i q

2

∑
j1<...< j q

2

J{il, jl}(t)ĉ
†

i1
ĉ†i2 ...ĉ

†

i q
2

ĉ j1 ĉ j2 ...ĉ j q
2

, (1)

where the coupling strengthes J{il, jl}(t) are independent Brow-
nian variables with zero expectation and

J{il, jl}(t)J{il, jl}(t′)∗ =
Jqδ(t − t′)

q
2 !( q

2 − 1)!Nq−1
. (2)

Here, the normalization factor is chosen to cancel the sym-
metry factor of self-energies. We then couple the system to a

microscopic environment, which contains complex fermions
êa with a ∈ {1, 2, ...,M} [56–58]. We assume M ≫ N to en-
sure that the environment contains much more degrees of free-
doms. We consider a generic coupling Hamiltonian between
the system and the environment

ĤS E =
∑
{pl}

′ ∑
{il, jl,ak ,bk}

U{il, jl,ak ,bk}(t)ĉ
†

i1
...ĉ†ip1

ĉ j1 ...ĉ jp2

× ê†a1
...ê†ap3

êb1 ...êbp4
,

(3)

where we use (p1, p2, p3, p4) to count the number of
(ĉ†, ĉ, ê†, ê) operators. We impose the conservation of the par-
ticle number Q̂ =

∑
i ĉ†i ĉi +

∑
a ê†aêa by restricting the summa-

tion over {pl} to partitions satisfying p1 + p3 = p2 + p4. The
variance of the system-environment couplings are

U{il, jl,ak ,bk}(t)U{il, jl,ak ,bk}(t′)∗ =
p2U{pl}δ(t − t′)∏4

l=1(pl!) N p1+p2−1Mp3+p4
.

(4)
Since the time dependence of the coupling strengths breaks

time translational invariance, the only tuning parameter for the
steady state of the model is the charge density n. Employing
a grand canonical ensemble, the steady-state density matrix is
given by ρ = Z−1e−µQ̂, where Z = tr[e−µQ̂]. The density n
can be related to the chemical potential µ by

n = ⟨ĉ†i ĉi⟩ = ⟨ê†aêa⟩ =
1

eµ + 1
. (5)

The steady-state properties can be analyzed using a Keldysh
path-integral approach, which includes a forward evolution
branch u and a backward evolution branch d:

∞u

d

−∞

ρ
(6)

The two-point function on this contour is a two-by-two ma-
trix Gss′ (t) = ⟨cs

i (t)c̄s′
i (0)⟩, where s, s′ ∈ {u, d} labels fields on

different branches. In the large-N limit, the self-energy only
receives contributions from melon diagrams; the Schwinger-
Dyson equation reads [59](

Guu Gud

Gdu Gdd

)
=

(
−iω − Σuu −Σud

−Σdu iω − Σdd

)−1

, (7)

with self-energies

Σuu(ω) = Σdd(ω) = −
Γ

2
(1 − 2n),

Σud(ω) = −Γn, Σdu(ω) = Γ(1 − n),
(8)

where we have introduced the quasi-particle lifetime

Γ =
∑

q

Jq[n(1 − n)]
q
2−1 +

∑
{pl}

′

U{pl}[n(1 − n)]
∑

l pl
2 −1. (9)

Performing the inverse Fourier transform, we find Green’s
functions in the time domain

G(t) =
( 1

2 − n + 1
2 sgn(t) −n

1 − n 1
2 − n − 1

2 sgn(t)

)
e−

Γ|t|
2 . (10)

This determines the retarded and advanced Green’s functions

GR/A(t) = ∓iθ(±t) tr
[
ρ{ci(t), c

†

i (0)}
]
= ∓iθ(±t)e−

Γ|t|
2 . (11)
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OPERATOR SIZE FOR COMPLEX FERMIONS

We investigate the information scrambling in our model by
computing the operator size growth. Our aim is to study op-
erator growth in systems embedded in an environment at ar-
bitrary density n. To motivate its general definition, we first
consider the half-filling case µ = 0, for which the density ma-
trix ρ can be neglected. We introduce a orthonormal basis

{Ôm
j } = {I, ĉ j + ĉ†j , i(ĉ j − ĉ†j ), 2ĉ†j ĉ j − 1}, (12)

with m ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} on each system fermion mode [53]. Here,
the addition of −1 to the particle number operator ensures or-
thogonality with the identity. We assign a size to each local
basis operator as {sm} = {0, 1, 1, 2}. This definition matches
the standard convention [60] if we split each complex fermion
into two Majorana fermions. A generic operator Ô(t) can be
expanded as

Ô(t) =
∑
{mi}

Cm1m2...mN (t)Ôm1
1 Ôm2

2 ...ÔmN
N ⊗ ÔE , (13)

where ÔE is an operator supported solely within the environ-
ment. We assume Ô is some simple operator, such as ĉ1. We
define the size of each string operator Ôm1

1 ...ÔmN
N ⊗ ÔE as a

summation s{mi} =
∑N

i=1 smi . The operator size distribution
P0(n, t) at half-filling µ = 0 then reads

P0(s, t) =
∑
{mi}

∣∣∣Cm1m2...mN (t)
∣∣∣2 δs,s{mi }

⟨Ô†EÔE⟩. (14)

Here, ⟨Ô⟩ ≡ 2−M−N tr[Ô] measures the norm of the environ-
ment operator. For later convenience, we further introduce its
generating function Z0(ν, t) =

∑
s e−νsP0(s, t).

By generalizing analysis in closed systems [53], we can ex-
press Z(µ, t) as a correlation function on the doubled Hilbert
space by introducing an auxiliary copy of the total system,
which includes system fermions ξ̂ j and environment fermions
ηa. We pair up (c j, ξ j) and (ea, ηa) by introducing a maximally
entangled state

|I⟩ = ⊗N
j=1

[
|01⟩ j + |10⟩ j
√

2

]
⊗M

a=1

[
|01⟩a + |10⟩a
√

2

]
. (15)

With the help of |I⟩, we can map each operator Ô(t) into a
state |Ô(t)⟩ = Ô(t)|I⟩. We then look for a size operator Ŝ 0 =∑N

j=1 ŝ0, j, which satisfies

ŝ0, j|Ôm
j ⟩ = sm|Ôm

j ⟩. (16)

It is straightforward to check that we can choose

ŝ0, j =
1
2

[
(c†j − ξ

†

j )(c j − ξ j) + (c j + ξ j)(c
†

j + ξ
†

j )
]
. (17)

Therefore, the generating function can be expressed as

Z0(ν, t) = ⟨Ô(t)|e−νŜ 0 |Ô(t)⟩. (18)

Now, we consider adding a restriction to the Hilbert space
to focus on the subspace with a general density n. The situ-
ation here closely parallels the definition of operator size at
finite temperature [31, 32]. In the grand canonical ensemble,
the restriction can be incorporated by replacing |Ô(t)⟩ with

|Ô(t)⟩µ ≡
|ρ

1
4 Ô(t)ρ

1
4 ⟩√

⟨ρ
1
4 Ô(t)ρ

1
4 |ρ

1
4 Ô(t)ρ

1
4 ⟩

=
|ρ

1
4 Ô(t)ρ

1
4 ⟩√

⟨Ôρ
1
2 Ôρ

1
2 ⟩

. (19)

Then, we choose to modify the size operator Ŝ µ ≡
∑N

j=1 ŝµ, j
correspondingly such that identity operator has no size
ŝµ, j|I⟩µ = 0. A convenient choice is [53]

ŝµ, j = A(µ)
[
(e

µ
4 ĉ†j − e−

µ
4 ξ̂†j )(e

µ
4 ĉ j − e−

µ
4 ξ̂ j)

+ (e−
µ
4 ĉ j + e

µ
4 ξ̂ j)(e

−
µ
4 ĉ†j + e

µ
4 ξ̂†j )

]
.

(20)

Here, A(µ) is an overall normalization factor that should sat-
isfy A(0) = 1/2. The size operator ŝµ, j is positive semi-
definite and measures ”excitations” relative to the reference
state |I⟩µ. In this work, we fix A(µ) = (2 cosh(µ/2))−1 =
√

n(1 − n) by further requiring

ŝµ, j|ĉ j⟩µ = |ĉ j⟩µ. (21)

Putting all ingredients together, we define the generating func-
tion at finite chemical potential as

Zµ(ν, t) = µ⟨Ô(t)|e−νŜ µ |Ô(t)⟩µ, (22)

and the operator size distribution Pµ(s, t) is its inverse Laplace
transform. By definition, we have Zµ(0, t) = 1, which fixes the
normalization

∑
s Pµ(s, t) = 1.

EVOLUTION OF OPERATOR SIZE

The information scrambling in chaotic systems with all-to-
all interactions can be divided into two regimes: the early-time
regime with t ∼ O(1) and the late-time regime t ∼ ln N. In
Ref. [36], we demonstrate the existence of the environment-
induced information scrambling transition in Majorana sys-
tems by computing the size distribution for single fermion op-
erator in the early-time regime. In this section, we extend
the calculation to our complex Brownian SYK models with
Ô = ĉ1.

The study of Zµ(ν, t) requires introducing the doubled
Keldysh contour [61]. As a warm-up, we first consider the
average operator size S , which reads

S = µ⟨ĉ1(t)|Ŝ µ|ĉ1(t)⟩µ =
∑

j

⟨ρ
1
2 {ĉ1(t), ĉ j}ρ

1
2 {ĉ1(t), ĉ j}⟩

+
∑

j

⟨ρ
1
2 {ĉ1(t), ĉ†j }ρ

1
2 {ĉ1(t), ĉ†j }⟩,

(23)
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where, we have used ⟨ĉ†1ρ
1
2 ĉ1ρ

1
2 ⟩ =

√
n(1 − n). In the path-

integral approach, these four-point functions correspond to

u

d√
ρ

u

d√
ρ

world 1

world 2
(24)

In addition to the index s ∈ {u, d}, we further introduce a world
index w ∈ {1, 2} that distinguishes the two forward/backward
evolution branches. Here, black dots represent the insertion
of ĉ1 or ĉ†1. Red dots represent the source term due to the size
operator Ŝ µ. In other words, we have

S =
∑

j

〈
TC cu,2

1 (t)cu,1
1 (t)

[
cu,2

j (0) − cd,2
j (0)

] [
c̄d,1

j (0) − c̄u,1
j (0)

]〉
+

〈
TC cu,2

1 (t)cu,1
1 (t)

[
c̄u,2

j (0) − c̄d,2
j (0)

] [
cd,1

j (0) − cu,1
j (0)

]〉
.

(25)
Here, the minus sign arises from the anti-commutation rela-
tion of Grassmann fields, and TC denotes the contour ordering
operator. Generalizing the discussion to the generating func-
tion Zµ(ν, t), we have

Zµ(ν, t) =

〈
TC cu,2

1 (t)cu,1
1 (t)e−∆I

〉
√

n(1 − n)
, (26)

with souce term

∆I = C(ν, µ)
∑

j

( [
cu,2

j (0) − cd,2
j (0)

] [
c̄d,1

j (0) − c̄u,1
j (0)

]
−

[
c̄u,2

j (0) − c̄d,2
j (0)

] [
cd,1

j (0) − cu,1
j (0)

] )
,

(27)

where C(ν, µ) = (1 − e−ν)A(µ) denotes the strength of the
source term.

To derive the equation for Zµ(ν, t), we introduce the inter-
world Wightmann function

GW (t1, t2) =
〈
TC cu,2(t1)c̄u,1(t2)e−∆I

〉
, (28)

Using the symmetry when interchanging two worlds, this
definition can be equivalently expressed as GW (t1, t2) =〈
TC c̄u,2(t2)cu,1(t1)e−∆I

〉
. The interworld Wightmann function

satisfies the Schwinger-Dyson equation [36, 59]

GW (t1, t2) =
∫

dt3dt4 GR(t1 − t3)ΣW (t3, t4)GA(t4 − t2). (29)

with self-energy

ΣW (t, t′) =δ(t − t′)
(∑

q

JqGW (t, t)q−1 −C(ν, µ)δ(t)

+
∑
{pl}

′

U{pl}G
W (t, t)p1+p2−1[n(1 − n)]

p3+p4
2

)
.

(30)

Finally, we set t1 = t2 = t and apply the operator (∂t +

Γ) to both sides of (29). Using the relation GW (t, t) =
√

n(1 − n)Zµ(ν, t), we find the differential equation for t > 0

∂Zµ
∂t
=

∑
q

Jq[n(1 − n)]
q
2−1(Zq−1

µ − Zµ)

+
∑
{pl}

′

U{pl}[n(1 − n)]
∑

l pl
2 −1(Zp1+p2−1

µ − Zµ),
(31)

with initial condition Zµ(0, ν) = e−ν fixed by the source term
C(ν, µ).

INFORMATION SCRAMBLING TRANSITION

The terms on the R.H.S. of (31) follow the same pattern as
their counterparts for Majorana fermions [36]. Therefore, we
expect the system to exhibit an environment-induced informa-
tion scrambling transition, as we will now elaborate. We first
study the average size S (t) = −∂νZµ(t, 0). Using (31), it is
straightforward to derive S

′
= κS , with

κ =
∑

q

Jq[n(1 − n)]
q
2−1(q − 2)

+
∑
{pl}

′

U{pl}[n(1 − n)]
∑

l pl
2 −1(p1 + p2 − 2).

(32)

Therefore, terms can be divided into three groups:

1. Terms with q = 2 or p1 + p2 = 2 vanish, as they do not
contribute to the operator growth.

2. Terms with p1 + p2 = 1 are negative, representing the
dissipation that suppreses the operator growth.

3. Terms with q ≥ 4 or p1 + p2 > 1 are positive, rep-
resenting the system intrinsic or environment propelled
scramblings respectively.

When the dissipation effect dominates, we find κ < 0, and
the operator size decays exponentially in time. When scram-
bling dominates, we have κ > 0, and the operator size grows
exponentially in the early-time regime. These two dynamical
phases are separated by the transition point at κ = 0, where the
average size remains constant. It is also interesting to note that
the dissipation effect only manifests when the U(1) symmetry
is weak, as terms with p1 + p2 = 1 do not conserve particle
numbers in the system. Therefore, systems with a strong U(1)
symmetry shall always lie in the scrambling phase.

We further explore the fate of the scrambling transition in
the low/high-density limit n→ 0/1. In this case, (32) is domi-
nated by terms with the smallest q or

∑
l p. For the dissipation

process, we only keep p1 + p2 = 1 and p3 + p4 = 1 with
strength U1,0,0,1 ≡ U1. This represents a direct hopping be-
tween the system and the environment. The dominant scram-
bling process is given by q = 4 or

∑
l pl = 4, which are four-

fermion interactions. As an example, let us focus on a special
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(b)

FIG. 2: The early-time operator size distribution Pµ(s, t) for the
model (3) with only U1 and U3 nonzero across different phases: (a)
In the dissipative phase with U1 = 3U3[n(1 − n)]/2, the operator
weight rapidly decays to zero for s ≥ 1. (b) In the scrambling phase
with U1 = U3[n(1 − n)]/2, the operator weight at s = 0 saturates to
Pµ(0,∞) = r = 1/2.

term with p1 + p2 = 3 and introduce its strength U3. This cor-
responds to the interaction between three system fermion op-
erators and one environment fermion operator. This environ-
ment propelled scrambling rate is proportional to n(1− n) due
to the Pauli blockade in the scattering process. This model is
illustrated in FIG. 1, for which we have κ = U3[n(1−n)]−U1,
and the scrambling transition occurs at U1/U3 = n(1− n). We
expect its scaling at n → 0/1 to be exact in wider generic
models.

To fully characterize the operator growth in this simplified
model with only U1 and U3, we directly solve the differential
equation (31). The result reads

Zµ(ν, t) = 1 −
(r − 1)(1 − e−ν)

e−κt(r − e−ν) − (1 − e−ν)
. (33)

This takes the same form as the results of the Majorana model
in [36]. Here, all density dependence is through κ and r ≡
U1/U3[n(1 − n)]. Expanding in terms of e−ν, we obtain the
operator size distribution

Pµ(s, t) =

1 − (1 − r) eκt
eκt−r , (s = 0)

(1 − r)2 eκt(eκt−1)s−1

(eκt−r)s+1 . (s ≥ 1)
(34)

The dissipative phase corresponds to r > 1 and κ < 0, where
the operator size distribution decays exponentially in size s.
For |κ|t ≳ 1, the operator weight at s > 0 also decays as eκt

in time, approaching Pµ(s,∞) = δs,0 in the long-time limit.
As a comparison, the scrambling phase has r < 1 and κ > 0.
The operator size distribution is approximately constant for
1 ≤ s ≲ eκt. In the long-time limit, we have Pµ(0,∞) = r, and
there is always finite operator weight at s > 0. We provide a
density plot of Pµ(s, t) in both phases in FIG. 2.

SCRAMBLING PHASE AT LATE-TIME

In the scrambling phase, the growth of operator size satu-
rates when the time t greatly exceeds the scrambling time ts =

κ−1 ln N. In this section, we examine the operator size distri-
bution in the late-time regime when t ≈ ts. Since a typical
operator now has size s ∼ O(N), we take the continuum limit
by introducing σ = s/N ∈ [0, 1] and Pµ(σ, t) = NPµ(σN, t) as
in Majorana fermion systems [36]. As in the early-time cal-
culation, it is convenient to introduce the generating function

Sµ(v, t) =
∫ 1

0
dσ Pµ(σ, t)e−σv = Zµ(v/N, t). (35)

Due to the exponential growth factor eκt approaching or-
der N, the traditional large-N expansion becomes problem-
atic. Consequently, Eq. (29) or (31) becomes invalid. To per-
form a resummation over all leading contributions for fixed
eκt/N, we employ the scramblon effective field developed in
Refs. [31, 32, 55]. The basic assumption is that these contri-
butions arise due to out-of-time-ordered correlations mediated
by a collective mode, known as the scramblon. This effective
theory contains a set of Feynman rules for scramblons, which
can be used to compute generic correlation functions. Firstly,
a scramblon has an exponentially growing propagator

t 0 = −
eκt

C
≡ −λ, (36)

which is a signature of quantum many-body chaos. Here,
C ∝ N is a numerical factor. Secondly, scramblons can inter-
act with a pair of fermion operators ĉ j and ĉ†j , with scattering
vertexes

= ΥR,m, = ΥA,m. (37)

Here, m labels the number of scramblons, and R/A denotes
scattering in the past/future. Notice that we have not fixed
the normalization of the scramblon field. There exists a trans-
formation C → a2C and Υm → amΥm that leaves all physical
observables invariant. For systems with time-reversal symme-
try (as our complex Brownian SYK model), we have ΥR,m =

ΥA,m = Υm. In particular, we have Υ0 = GW (0, 0)|ν=0 =√
n(1 − n).
Let us first compute the generating function Sµ(v, t) using

these Feynman rules and postpone the determination of C and
Υm. If we only keep out-of-time order correlations [31], we
can approximate

Sµ(v, t) ≈ µ⟨ĉ1(t)|e−
v
N Ŝ ′µ |ĉ1(t)⟩µ, (38)

with

Ŝ ′µ =
∑

j

2A(µ)
[
2
√

n(1 − n) − ξ̂†j ĉ j − ĉ†j ξ̂ j

]
. (39)

Here, we retain cross terms between (ĉ, ĉ†) and (ξ̂, ξ̂†) as oper-
ators while replacing other terms with their expectation values
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on the reference state |I⟩µ. We further represent Sµ(v, t) using
the path-integral approach:

Sµ = e−4A
√

n(1−n)v

〈
TC cu,2

1 (t)cu,1
1 (t)e

2Av
N

∑
j( cd,2

1 (0)cd,1
1 (0)+c̄d,2

1 (0)cd,1
1 (0))

〉
√

n(1 − n)
,

(40)
We expand the source term in ν, each insertion can create arbi-
trary number of scramblons, which interacts with cu,2

1 (t)cu,1
1 (t)

in the future. Diagrammatically, we find

Sµ(v, t) = =
e−4A

√
n(1−n)v

√
n(1 − n)

∞∑
n=0

(4Av)n

n!

×
∑
{m j≥0}

(
−

eκt

C

)∑
j m j Υ

∑
j m jΥm1 . . .Υmn

m1!m2! . . .mn!
,

(41)

where we have used the fact that both cd,2
1 (0)cd,1

1 (0) and
c̄d,2

1 (0)cd,1
1 (0) share the same scattering vertexes [53] in our

setup where the density matrix is equally split as shown in
(24). In other words, Υm remains invariant under the particle-
hole transformation. The summation can be carried out by
introducing auxiliary functions f (x) and h(y) [31], which sat-
isfies

f (x) =
∞∑

m=0

(−x)m

m!
Υm, f (x) =

∫ ∞

0
dy h(y)e−xy. (42)

In particular, we have f (0) = Υ0 =
√

n(1 − n). The summa-
tion in (41) gives

Sµ(v, t) =
∫ ∞

0
dy

h(y)
√

n(1 − n)
e−4Av(√n(1−n)− f (λy)). (43)

Now, we determine Υm in the simplified model by compar-
ing (43) with (33) in the early-time limit with 1 ≪ κt ≪ ln N.
Using (43), we should expand eκty/C to leading order, which
gives

Sµ(v, t) =
1

√
n(1 − n)

f
(

4A(µ)eκtΥ1v
C

)
. (44)

On the other hand, expanding (33) for small ν = v/N, we
obtain

Sµ(v, t) = r +
1 − r

1 + eκtv(1 − r)−1/N
. (45)

To proceed, we use the aforementioned symmetry C → a2C
and Υm → amΥm to fix

4A(µ)Υ1

C
=

1
(1 − r)N

. (46)

In this convention, we have f (x) =
√

n(1 − n)[r + (1− r)/(1+
x)], which corresponds to

Υ0 =
√

n(1 − n), Υm =
√

n(1 − n)(1 − r) m!. (47)

Using (46), this further gives C/N = 4(1 − r)n(1 − n). The
scaling ofΥm and C in the low/high density limit matches their
counterparts in closed Brownian SYK models [53]. We can
also apply the inverse Laplace transform to f (x) to determine

h(y) =
√

n(1 − n)
[
(1 − r)e−y + rδ(y)

]
. (48)

Using explicit expressions for both f (x) and h(y), the gen-
erating function reads

Sµ(v, t) = r +
∫ ∞

0
dy (1 − r)e−ye−ssc

λy
1+λy , (49)

where ssc = 4n(1 − n)(1 − r). Performing the inverse Laplace
transform, we find the continuum size distribution function
Pµ(σ, t) = rδ(σ) + Pr

µ(σ, t), with

Pr
µ(σ, t) = θ(ssc − σ)

ssc(1 − r)e
σ

λ(σ−ssc)

λ(σ − ssc)2 . (50)

For systems at half-filling n = 1/2 with r = 0, the operator
size distribution saturates to a delta function at σ = ssc = 1.
This corresponds to the standard maximally scrambled opera-
tor in complex fermion systems, where each operator in (12)
appears with the same probability, resulting in an average size
of 1. When n , 1/2, the Hilbert space restriction reduces the
effective dimension of the operator space, and the saturation
value becomes 4n(1 − n), which diminishes as n → 0/1. In-
troducing a finite r further reduces ssc by a factor of (1 − r),
indicating a “drag” force exerted by the environment, similar
to the Majorana case [36]. Additionally, we have a singular
part rδ(σ), representing the contribution of pure environment
operators.

SUMMARY

In this work, we investigate how charge conservation af-
fects the environment-induced information scrambling transi-
tions by examining a solvable complex Brownian SYK model
embedded in an environment. After defining the size op-
erator within our setup, we analyze the dominant processes
in the low/high density limits. This analysis leads us to
identify a minimal model featuring system-environment hop-
ping, denoted as U1, and four-fermion interactions, denoted
as U3. We determine that the scrambling transition occurs at
U1/U3 = n(1 − n), which separates a dissipative phase char-
acterized by large U1 from a scrambling phase characterized
by small U1. Furthermore, we delve into the late-time regime
using the scramblon effective theory [31, 55], revealing the
renormalization of maximally scrambled operators with a typ-
ical size of 4n(1 − n)(1 − r).
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