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A distinct feature of Hermitian quantum chaotic dynamics is the exponential increase of

certain out-of-time-order-correlation (OTOC) functions around the Ehrenfest time with a

rate given by a Lyapunov exponent. Physically, the OTOCs describe the growth of quantum

uncertainty that crucially depends on the nature of the quantum motion. Here, we employ

the OTOC in order to provide a precise definition of dissipative quantum chaos. For this

purpose, we compute analytically the Lyapunov exponent for the vectorized formulation

of the large q-limit of a q-body Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model coupled to a Markovian bath.

These analytic results are confirmed by an explicit numerical calculation of the Lyapunov

exponent for several values of q ≥ 4 based on the solutions of the Schwinger-Dyson and

Bethe-Salpeter equations. We show that the Lyapunov exponent decreases monotonically as

the coupling to the bath increases and eventually becomes negative at a critical value of the

coupling signaling a transition to a dynamics which is no longer quantum chaotic. Therefore,

a positive Lyapunov exponent is a defining feature of dissipative many-body quantum chaos.

The observation of the breaking of the exponential growth for sufficiently strong coupling

suggests that dissipative quantum chaos may require in certain cases a sufficiently weak

coupling to the environment.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Research on many-body quantum chaos is receiving a lot of attention because its strikingly

universal features allow a qualitative description of the quantum time evolution that does not

depend on the details of the Hamiltonian. These universal features leave fingerprints in the quantum

dynamics at different time scales.

One of these time scales is the so called Ehrenfest time, or scrambling [1, 2] time, tE , characterized

by the time scale below which the quantum dynamics largely follows the classical motion. For

t ≳ tE , deviations from the classical dynamics due to the increase of quantum uncertainty develop

rapidly. For semiclassical quantum chaotic systems, this is reflected in the exponential growth

of certain out-of-time correlation (OTOC) functions [3, 4] with a rate controlled by the classical

Lyapunov exponent describing the exponential divergence of classical trajectories. By contrast, for
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integrable systems, the growth of the OTOC is generically slower than exponential. This makes

the calculation of the OTOC a powerful tool to characterize the nature of the quantum dynamics

around the relatively short time scale of the Ehrenfest time.

For much longer times, of the order of the Heisenberg time, the inverse of the mean level spacing,

quantum chaotic dynamics is well characterized by level statistics. According to the celebrated

Bohigas-Giannoni-Schmit (BGS) conjecture [5], level statistics of quantum chaotic systems agrees

with the predictions of random matrix theory [6–12]. The study of spectral correlations has been by

far the most used tool to study quantum chaos because it is relatively easy to obtain the spectrum

numerically and compare it with the compact analytic results provided by random matrix theory

[12].

However, in the early days of the development of quantum chaos theory, the OTOC, and the

Lyapunov exponent, were computed analytically, or semi-analytically, for simple systems such as a

kicked rotor [4] or a non-interacting particle in a random potential [3]. For many-body quantum

chaotic systems, it was considered quite challenging to compute the OTOC either numerically or

analytically.

Recently, the situation changed drastically after two major results: the proposal that in quantum

chaotic systems the Lyapunov exponent is subject to a universal bound [13] which is conjectured

to be saturated in field theories with a gravity dual, and the observation [14] that, in the low

temperature limit, the bound is saturated in the now called Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model [14–

22], N zero-dimensional Majorana fermions with random q-body interactions of infinite range in

Fock space. Moreover, recent developments in numerical techniques have made it possible to largely

confirm these theoretical predictions [23, 24].

Therefore, the SYK model is quantum chaotic at the relatively short time scale of the Ehrenfest

time. It is indeed quantum chaotic at all scales as spectral correlations [25] are well described by

random matrix theory.

All the above results apply only to Hermitian systems. However, the dynamics of a quantum

chaotic system coupled to an environment, so that the system Hamiltonian is not Hermitian, has

received a recent boost of attention, especially for systems that are PT symmetric [26], in a broad

variety of problems from quantum optics [27, 28] and condensed matter [29–31], to cold atom [32],

and high energy physics [33], see Ref. [34] for a comprehensive review.

However, the meaning and characterization of quantum chaos in these systems are much less

developed. Although the BGS conjecture has effectively been extended to non-Hermitian systems

[35, 36], and there have been several successful comparisons between quantum dissipative systems
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[37–43] with the corresponding non-Hermitian random matrix ensembles [44–46], it still remains

poorly understood the degree of universality [47] of the conjecture in non-Hermitian systems and,

more generally, the fate of quantum chaotic effects in the presence of an environment. For instance,

one would expect that a strong coupling to the bath would erase, partially or completely, quantum

features but it is unclear how this would precisely be reflected in observables like the OTOC.

Here, we address this problem by studying the OTOC of an SYK model coupled to a Markovian

bath [48–50] in the framework of the so called Lindblad formalism [51–55].

We aim to answer the following questions: does the OTOC still grow exponentially around the

Ehrenfest time in the presence of an environment? If this applies, it could be used as a sharp

definition of dissipative quantum chaos. Does a quantum-classical transition occur for a sufficiently

strong coupling to the environment? If so, this will constrain the definition of dissipative quantum

chaos to the quantum region where the Lyapunov exponent is positive, no matter whether spectral

correlations are described by non-Hermitian random matrix theory [45].

The role of decoherence in the OTOC [56–59] and whether chaotic and integrable motion can be

distinguishable in a quantum dissipative system [60] have already been investigated in the literature

but, as far as we know, the question stated above has not yet been fully settled.

Other studies of OTOCs in non-Hermitian quantum chaotic systems, limited to single particle

kicked rotors [61], two level systems [62], the Ising model [63], or considering non-Hermitian oper-

ators [64] in the OTOC, altogether avoided addressing the question of the definition of dissipative

many-body quantum chaos that motivates our research. Likewise, different aspects of the dynamics

of non-Hermitian SYK’s [50, 65–76] that have confirmed agreement with the RMT predictions,

have also been the subject of recent research, but their emphasis was not on the description of early

signatures of dissipative quantum chaos.

The Lyapunov exponent has been computed [77–81] in several settings involving two coupled

SYK models that, with a certain choice of operators, could be understood [82] as a single site

SYK model coupled to a bath modeled by the other SYK model. This relation has been explicitly

exploited in Ref. [77] to show that, in agreement with our results, if the SYK model acting as a bath

has a number of Majoranas parametrically larger than the SYK acting as a system, the Lyapunov

exponent vanishes if the coupling to the bath is sufficiently strong.

The manuscript is organized as follows: we start in section II with the introduction of the Lind-

blad SYK model and its main features. All calculations are performed for the Keldysh formulation

of the vectorized form of this model, which is also discussed in this section. In section III A, we first

carry out the calculation of the OTOC from the numerical solution of the Schwinger-Dyson (SD)
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equations for q ≥ 4. The resulting Lyapunov exponent decreases monotonously with the coupling

to the bath and eventually vanishes, indicating the transition to a non quantum-chaotic time evo-

lution. Section III B is devoted to an analytical calculation of the Lyapunov exponent in the large q

limit that is in full agreement with the numerical findings of the previous section. In view of these

results, in section IV we discuss both a possible definition of quantum chaos in dissipative systems

and the universality of our results. In the appendix, we cover technical aspects of the calculation of

the OTOC such as the derivation of both the Schwinger-Dyson and the Bethe-Salpeter equations,

the latter also termed kernel equation, necessary to compute the Lyapunov exponent analytically

or numerically.

II. THE DISSIPATIVE SYK MODEL AND THE CALCULATION OF GREEN’S

FUNCTIONS

We study a single-site SYK model coupled to a Markovian environment described by the Lind-

blad formalism [48, 49] in which the bath is characterized by jump operators Li that depend on the

single-site SYK Majoranas. The evolution of the density matrix of this system is dictated by:

dρ

dt
= L, L = −i[H, ρ] +

∑
i

LiρL
†
i −

1

2
{L†

iLi, ρ}, (1)

where L is termed the Liouvillian. The Hamiltonian H of the SYK model is given by,

H = iq/2
∑

i1<i2<···<iq

Ji1···iqψi1 · · ·ψiq (2)

with Ji1···iq Gaussian random couplings

⟨Ji1i2···iq⟩ = 0, ⟨J2
ijkl⟩ =

(q − 1)!J2

N q−1
(3)

and {ψi, ψj} = δij . We consider jump operators, Li =
√
µψi, linear in the Majorana fermions.

Since ψ2
i = 1/2, the Liouvillian simplifies to

L = −i[H, ρ] + µ
∑
i

ψiρψi −
Nµ

2
ρ. (4)

It is clear that an equilibrium solution of the Lindblad equation is given by the identity matrix

ρ =
∑
k

|k⟩⟨k|, (5)

which, for an equilibrium system, is the density matrix at infinite temperature. Physically, this

means that the effect of the coupling to a bath induces an out of equilibrium dynamics resulting in

an increase of temperature until the final steady state is reached at infinite temperature.
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The study of the dynamics of this system requires [83] the vectorization of the Liouvillian,

resulting in a doubling of degrees of freedom, in order to set up the Keldysh path integral [84]. This

doubling is a direct consequence of the fact that the density matrix in Eq. (1) is an operator that

evolves from the right with the adjoint of the left time evolution, which in the doubled space can be

interpreted as backward time evolution. The Liouvillian is usually referred to as a super-operator as

it generates the dynamics of another operator, the density matrix. We note that in this formulation,

the infinite temperature thermal density matrix ρ(∞) is mapped onto the Thermo-Field-Double

(TFD) state at infinite temperature

|I⟩ ≡
∑
k

|k⟩ ⊗ |k⟩. (6)

This is an exact eigenstate with a zero eigenvalue describing the steady (t→ ∞ limit) state of the

vectorized system.

A. SD equations and calculation of Green’s functions

In order to carry out the mentioned vectorization, following Ref. [50], we first employ the Choi-

Jamiolkowski isomorphism to express the density matrix operator as a vector in a space where the

number of degrees of freedom are doubled. In a second step, we set up the Keldysh integral by

relating Majoranas in this doubled Fock space to a certain time contour representing backward

and forward time evolution. Vectors in the doubled space, ψ ≡ ψ+ ⊗ ψ− obey the following time

evolution equation,

dψ

dt
= Lψ, (7)

where the vectorized Lindbladian is given by

L = −iH+ + i(−1)
q
2H− − iµ

∑
i

ψ+
i ψ

−
i − 1

2
µN. (8)

Here, H+ = H(ψ+)⊗1 andH− = 1⊗H(ψ−) are two copies (±) of the single site SYK Hamiltonian,

Eq. (2), with the same probability distribution but different fermions. For notational clarity, we are

not displaying the tensor products in the remainder of the paper. All eigenvalues of the Lindblad

operator have a non-positive real part, so that the equilibrium state corresponds to the eigenvalue

λ = 0. In terms of eigenstates of the single SYK Hamiltonian, H|k⟩ = Ek|k⟩, its eigenstate is given

by the TFD state Eq. (6).
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The path integral for the overlap of the initial state ψ(ti) and the final state ψ(tf ) is given by

⟨ψ(tf )|ψ(ti)⟩ =
∫
DψeiS (9)

with action given by

iS =

∫ tf

ti

dt

(
−1

2
ψ−
i (t)∂tψ

−
i (t)−

1

2
ψ+
i (t)∂tψ

+
i (t) + L

)
, (10)

where we use the notation of summing over repeated indexes. We will be interested in sufficiently

long times where the system is close to a stationary state. Given the quantum chaotic nature of the

dynamics of the SYK model, we can safely neglect any dependence on initial conditions. Despite the

fact that the system is close to stationary, we still want to evaluate real time correlation functions

for any time difference. As a result of these considerations, we set ti = −∞, tf = +∞. The

Keldysh path integral formalism involves combining the integrations over ψ+ and ψ− into a single

integration variable over a doubled contour in the complex plane. More specifically, the integrals

over ψ+ and ψ− are combined into a single contour, C = C+∪C−, where C+ runs from −∞ to +∞,

namely, forward in time, and C− runs from +∞ to −∞, namely, backward in time. Physically,

the need of a backward and a forward in time direction is expected because, as mentioned earlier,

the density matrix is an operator so its time evolution must include both time directions. On the

Keldysh contour C we use the definitions ψi(t+) = ψ+
i (t) and ψi(t−) = iψ−

i (t), where ψ+
i and ψ−

i

are the independent Majoranas introduced in the action Eq. (10). Since the action in the Keldysh

contour is in general defined in the complex plane, it is more natural to rewrite it as,

iS =−
∫
C
dz ψi(z)∂zψ

i(z)− i

∫
C
dz iq/2

N∑
i1<···<iq

Ji1···iqψ
i1(z) · · ·ψiq(z)

+
µ

2

∫
C
dz dz′K(z, z′)ψi(z)ψi(z′),

(11)

where dz = dt on C+, dz = −dt on C− and the kernel K(z, z′) is defined by∫
C
dz dz′K(z, z′)ψi(z)ψi(z′) =

∫
dt
(
ψi(t+)ψi(t−)− ψi(t−)ψi(t+)

)
. (12)

For convenience, we did not include the irrelevant constant −Nµ/2. We note that the resulting

Keldysh contour (path) integral has no constraints related, for instance, to initial conditions. This

is another simplification that is justified because we are not interested in the short time dynamics,

namely, implicitly we are assuming that the system will quickly forget about initial conditions which

is typical of quantum chaotic systems. We refer to Ref. [50] for more details on the derivation of

the action.
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We now average over random couplings Jijkl and introduce two bi-local functions Gab(z1, z2)

and Σab(z1, z2) according to

δ(Gab(t1, t2) + i
∑
i

ψai (t1)ψ
b
i (t2)) =

∫
dΣe−

N
2

∫∫
C Σab(z1,z2)(Gab(z1,z2)+i

∑
i ψ

a
i (z1)ψ

b
i (z2)) (13)

with labels a and b ∈ {+,−}. After integrating the fermions, the path integral
∫
DGDΣeiS is a

functional integral with respect to G and Σ which can be evaluated by a saddle-point approximation.

The Schwinger-Dyson equations are given by (see Appendix C),

(iδ(z − z′)∂z − Σ(z, z′))G(z, z′) = 1C , (14)

Σ(z, z′) + iqJ2[G(z, z′)]q−1 − i

2
µ[K(z, z′)−K(z′, z)] = 0, (15)

where we have used that G(z, z′) = −G(z′, z). In terms of the ± components and the time variables,

these equations can be written down as (i∂t − Σ++)G++ +Σ+−G−+ (i∂t − Σ++)G+− +Σ+−G−−

−(i∂t +Σ−−)G−+ +Σ−+G++ −(i∂t +Σ−−)G−− +Σ−+G+−

 =

δ(t, t′) 0

0 δ(t, t′)

 , (16)

and

Σ++(t, t′) + J2iqG++(t, t′)q−1 = 0, Σ−−(t, t′) + J2iqG−−(t, t′)q−1 = 0,

Σ+−(t, t′) + J2iqG+−(t, t′)q−1 − iµδ(t, t′) = 0, Σ−+(t, t′) + J2iqG−+(t, t′)q−1 + iµδ(t, t′) = 0.

(17)

It is often convenient to express the solutions of the SD equations above in terms of the real time

Green’s functions

G<(t, t′) = ⟨G+−(t, t′)⟩,

G>(t, t′) = ⟨G−+(t, t′)⟩,

GT (t, t′) = ⟨G++(t, t′)⟩, (18)

GT (t, t′) = ⟨G−−(t, t′)⟩. (19)

Similar combinations apply to the Σ variables.

Because the Keldysh contour is time ordered, we have that

GT (t, t′) = θ(t− t′)G>(t, t′) + θ(t′ − t)G<(t, t′), (20)

GT (t, t′) = θ(t− t′)G<(t, t′) + θ(t′ − t)G>(t, t′). (21)

This gives the identity

GT (t, t′) +GT (t, t′) = G>(t, t′) +G<(t, t′). (22)
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The action is invariant under ψ(t+) → ψ(t−), ψ(t−) → ψ(t+) and i→ −i. Therefore,

G>(t, t′) = −G<(t, t′), (23)

or, in Fourier space, G>(ω) = −G<(ω). Taking into account the usual relation for finite temperature

Green’s functions, G>(ω) = − exp(βω)G<(ω), we conclude that the Green’s functions are at infinite

temperature, which is consistent with the infinite temperature equilibrium state of the Lindblad

evolution. In appendix B, we will show that the conditions (22) and (23) also follow from the SD

equations.

The Fourier transformed SD equations are given by

(ω − ΣT (ω))GT (ω) + Σ<(ω)G>(ω) = 1, (24)

(ω − ΣT (ω))G<(ω) + Σ<(ω)GT (ω) = 0, (25)

(ω +ΣT (ω))G>(ω)− Σ>(ω)GT (ω) = 0, (26)

−(ω +ΣT (ω))GT (ω) + Σ>(ω)G<(ω) = 1. (27)

Generally, the solution of the SD equations requires an iϵ prescription, ω → ω + iϵ, but for given

boundary conditions, a nonzero value of µ already selects solutions with the correct causal structure.

In order to obtain the Lyapunov exponent, our first task is the evaluation of the retarded Green

function GR(t) = θ(t)(G>(t) − G<(t)). By using that the solutions of the SD equations satisfy

the conditions (22) and (23), the third and fourth SD equations coincide with the first two. The

difference and the sum of the first two SD equations results in

(ω − ΣR(ω))GR(ω) = 1, (ω − ΣA(ω))GA(ω) = 1. (28)

where we have defined the retarded and advanced Green’s function,

GR(ω) = GT (ω)−G<(ω), (29)

GA(ω) = GT (ω) +G<(ω), (30)

with analogous expressions for ΣR,A. To solve the SD equations, we will employ the reality con-

ditions of the Green’s functions which we will derive next. Following arguments in Ref. [85] for a

closely related model, they can also be obtained from the symmetry properties of the action.

The Euclidean time ordered Green’s function (denoted by a superscript E) in the limit of interest

is given by [80]

GE(u, u′) =

〈
1

N
Tr
∑
i

T ψi(u)ψi(u′)

〉
, (31)



10

with T the time ordering operator, and satisfies the analyticity requirement [80]

GE
∗
(u, u′) = −GE(−u∗,−u′∗). (32)

If the Hamiltonian is non-Hermitian, this identity is only valid if H† and H have the same weight

in the ensemble of random SYK models. Therefore,

G>
∗
(ω) = −G>(ω) = G<(ω),

GT
∗
(ω) = GT (ω) = −GT (ω), (33)

and

G>(ω) = −G<(ω) = 1

2
(GR(ω)−GR(ω)∗). (34)

We remind the reader that throughout this paper β = 0. In terms of the real time Green’s functions,

the SD equations can be simplified to

G<(ω) = −iImGR(ω),

ΣR(ω) + iµ = −2iJ2

∫ +∞

0
dtei(ω+iϵ)tIm[G<(t)3],

GR(ω) =
1

(ω + iϵ)− ΣR(ω)
, (35)

where we have used that ΣR(t) = θ(t)(Σ>(t) − Σ<(t)), Eq. (17), G>(t) = (G<(t))∗, and∫
dtδ(t)θ(t) = 1/2. The real time equations above are solved by standard iterative methods.

Strictly speaking, these expressions are only applicable to systems close to thermodynamical equi-

librium. As mentioned earlier, the steady state resulting from the Lindbladian dynamics is [50]

a TFD at infinite temperature (β = 0). At sufficiently short times, the dynamics will depend on

the initial state and therefore cannot be described by the SD equations which were derived from

the Keldysh path integral without introducing any initial state constraint or specifying a specific

quench protocol. This independence on initial conditions is anticipated, even for relatively short

time scales, because classically chaotic systems lose memory of the initial conditions rather quickly,

so this loss occurs much earlier than the exponential growth of the OTOC around the Ehrenfest

time due to the proliferation of quantum effects. However, for some choices of initial conditions,

the loss of memory may take longer to occur which may lead to non-universal deviations from the

OTOC results reported below. In any case, we expect this approximation to be valid in most cases,

especially for initial states given by a TFD state at sufficiently high temperature.

In the next section, we proceed with the computation of the OTOC around the Ehrenfest time

for an SYK coupled to a Markovian bath.
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III. CALCULATION OF THE OTOC

After solving the SD equations and finding an explicit expression for GR, we show in appendix

C that the Lyapunov exponent λL is computed by solving

F(t1, t2) =

∫
dt3dt4KR(t1, t2; t3, t4)F(t3, t4), (36)

using the Ansatz

F(t1, t2) = eλL(t1+t2)/2f(t1 − t2). (37)

The Bethe-Salpeter equation (36) is derived from the path integral formalism by evaluating the

leading 1/N correction and expressing it in terms of Green’s functions resulting from the solution

of the SD equations. It turns out that the expression for the kernel KR(t1, t2; t3, t4) has the same

structure as the one for the single site SYK model [22],

KR(t1, t2; t3, t4) = −(q − 1)J2GR(t1 − t3)G
R(t2 − t4)G

q−2
W (t3 − t4), (38)

where GW is the Wightman function, derived in appendix C, which can be expressed as the analytic

continuation of GE , the Euclidean Green’s function (31), GW (t) = GE(it+β/2) with β = 0 in this

case.

It is in principle surprising that the structure of this kernel function is the same as the one in

the original SYK model [22] even though the SYK model is now coupled to a Markovian bath.

The reason is that the specific choice of jump operators we are considering, linear in the Majorana

fermions, leads to a coupling term in the path integral which is linear in G> and G<. As a

result, the leading perturbations to the large N limit that are necessary for the calculation of the

OTOC only contribute linearly. Since the derivation of the kernel function relies on second-order

perturbations to the Green’s functions, the form of the kernel function does not depend on the

coupling µ, though the OTOC does depend on it through the retarded Green’s function and the

Wightman functions. More details can be found in appendix C. We stress that this independence

of the bath is a particularity of our choice of jump operators. In general, jump operators involving

two or more Majorana fermions will also modify the structure of the kernel equation.

Using the Ansatz (37), the kernel equation (36) can be transformed into

f(t1 − t2) = −(q − 1)J2

∫ t1

−∞

∫ t2

−∞
dt3dt4e

λL
2

(t3+t4−t1−t2)

×GR(t1 − t3)G
R(t2 − t4)G

q−2
W (t3 − t4)f(t3 − t4).

(39)



12

At time scales where the system is close to the equilibrium state, the retarded Green’s function is

expected to simplify to

GR(t) ≈ −iθ(t)e−Γt, (40)

and the ladder equation reduces to a differential equation

(∂t1 +
λL
2

+ Γ)(∂t2 +
λL
2

+ Γ)f(t1 − t2) = (q − 1)J2Gq−2
W (t1 − t2)f(t1 − t2). (41)

Using translational invariance, this becomes the Schrödinger-like equation[
−∂2t +

(
λL
2

+ Γ

)2

− (q − 1)J2Gq−2
W (t)

]
f(t) = 0 (42)

of a particle in the potential −(q − 1)J2Gq−2
W (t). Note that GW (t) is an even function of t. In the

next section, we will analytically solve this equation in the large q limit. In the limit β → 0 of

interest, we would have to solve the real time equations (35). In that case, the Fourier transformed

Wightman function is obtained from the Euclidean Green’s function [80]

GE(u) = −
∫
dω

2π
e−ωuIm[GR(ω)] (43)

resulting in the Wightman function GW (t) = GE(it), and

GW (ω) = Im[GR(ω)]. (44)

The function f(ω) obeys the integral equation

f(ω) = (q − 1)J2

∣∣∣∣GR(ω + i
λL
2
)

∣∣∣∣2 ∫ dω′

2π
gW (ω − ω′)f(ω′), (45)

where gW (ω) is the Fourier transform of Gq−2
W (t). Numerically, after discretizing ω, this equation

becomes a finite dimensional eigenvalue equation. Its eigenvalues depend on λL, and λL is deter-

mined by the condition that the integral equation has an eigenvalue 1. Numerically, this can be

done efficiently by bi-section in λL.

A. Numerical OTOC and Lyapunov exponent

The SD equations are solved numerically by iterating the real-time equations (35). After a

Fourier transform, this gives the retarded Green’s function GR(ω). The Wightman function GW (ω)

is obtained from GR(ω) according to (44). This allows us to solve the kernel equation, also called the
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Figure 1. The Lyapunov exponent λL as a function of the coupling to the bath µ from the numerical solution

of the ladder equation (36) for q = 4. We observe that λL decreases with µ and eventually becomes negative

for µ > 0.33.

Bethe-Salpeter equation (45), by discretizing the frequencies and numerically solving the ensuing

eigenvalue equation.

It was shown in Ref. [50] that for sufficiently long times and µ > 0, the steady state resulting

from the Liouvillian dynamics is a TFD state at infinite temperature (β = 0). Following the

numerical procedure explained above, we show in Fig. 1 the Lyapunov exponent λL as a function

of the coupling to the bath for q = 4. Interestingly, it shows a monotonous, almost linear, decrease

of the Lyapunov exponent with the coupling to the bath µ until it becomes negative for µ >

µc ≈ 0.33. A negative value of λL indicates that the exponential growth of the OTOC, which

physically describes the increase in quantum uncertainty with time, has been fully suppressed by

the coupling to the bath. It is tempting to identify this point as the transition between quantum

chaotic dynamics, mostly driven by the single-site SYK model, and non-chaotic dynamics mostly

driven by the environment. More work needs to be done to fully characterize the nature of this

transition.
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B. Analytic calculation of λL in the large q limit

We now proceed to the analytic calculation of the Lyapunov exponent for β → 0 in the large q

limit at fixed

J 2 =
qJ2

2q−1
and µ̂ = µq. (46)

In this limit, the self-energy becomes O(1/q) which makes it possible to solve the SD equations

analytically. Following the derivation for the Maldacena-Qi model [78], the real time Green’s

functions can be expanded as,

GT (t) = − i

2
sgn(t)(1 +

1

q
gT (t) + · · · ),

G<(t) =
i

2
(1 +

1

q
g<(t) + · · · ),

(47)

and, for β = 0, G> = −G<. Therefore,

GR(t) = θ(t)(G>(t)−G<(t)) = −iθ(t)(1 + 1

q
g<(t) + · · · ), (48)

and the self-energies are given by

ΣT (t) = −iqJ2GT (t)
q−1

=
i2q−1J2

2q−1
sgnq−1(t)eg

T (t),

Σ<(t) = −iqJ2G<(t)
q−1

+ iµ =
i2q−1J2

2q−1
eg

<(t) + iµ. (49)

Substituting the large q expressions for G and Σ into the Schwinger-Dyson equations and collecting

the 1/q contributions (the leading order cancels) results in the differential equations

∂2t (sgn(t)g
T (t)) + 2J 2sgn(t)eg

T (t) = 0,

∂2t g
<(t) + 2J 2eg

<(t) = 0. (50)

The solutions of these equations are given by

eg
T (t) =

α2

J 2 cosh2(α|t|+ γ)
, eg

<(t) =
α̃2

J 2 cosh2(α̃|t|+ γ̃)
, (51)

where α, α̃, γ and γ̃ are integration constants determined by the conditions

α2

J 2 cosh2 γ
= 1, 2α̃ tanh γ̃ = µ̂, α̃ = α, γ̃ = γ, (52)

resulting from the imposition of the following boundary conditions: GT (0+) = i/2, so exp
(
gT (0)

)
=

1, ∂tg<(0) = −µ̂, which can be derived by recalling the Schwinger-Dyson equations and applying
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the 1/q expansion. The last two conditions in (52) come from the relation GT (t) = −sgn(t)G<(t)

in the t→ ∞ limit [78].

For large t, the retarded Green function GR(t) is expected to decay exponentially, GR(t) ∝ e−Γt.

This can be shown explicitly in the limits of large q and t ≫ 1 [50, 78, 86, 87]. Using that the

Green’s function vanishes for t→ ∞ as

G<(t) =
i

2
e−2αt/q, (53)

where the exponent is obtained by matching to the t ≪ q solution. Although this result is only

valid for t ≫ 1, it also turns out to be a good approximation for t < 1 [88]. To enable a fully

analytical calculation of the Lyapunov exponent, we use this approximation so that the retarded

Green’s function is given by

GR(t) = −iθ(t)e−2αt/q. (54)

The same result can be obtained by a naïve exponentiation of the 1/q correction in (48). The

accuracy of this approximation has been confirmed by comparing with results from the numerical

solution of the SD equations at a large but finite q. We note that this approximation is incompatible

with a strict large q expansion but, at finite q, as in the Hermitian case [22], we shall see it gives

a much better approximation. For example, in the weak-coupling/high-temperature limit of the

single site SYK model, the 1/q-correction to the Lyapunov exponent is given by 2J (1 − 2/q) so

approximately for q = 4 the Lyapunov exponent is suppressed by a factor two in rough agreement

with numerical results from solving the SD equations (see Fig. 11 of [22]).

The (q− 2)th power of the Wightman function (see Eq. (44) for an expression of the Wightman

function in terms of the retarded Green’s function) for β → 0 is given by,

(q − 1)J2Gq−2
W (t) = (q − 1)J2(−i)q−2G<

q−2
(t) =

2α2

cosh2(α|t|+ γ)
. (55)

Therefore, in the kernel equation (36), the main contributions to the integral come from t3 − t4 ∼

O(1) and both t1 − t3 and t2 − t4 ∼ O(q).

From the discussion in the previous section, we know that for an exponentially decreasing re-

tarded Green’s function the kernel equation reduces to the differential equation[
−∂2t +

(
Γ +

λL
2

)2

− 2α2

cosh2(α|t|+ γ)

]
f(t) = 0. (56)

This is a Schrödinger-like equation for which we are seeking bound state solutions. Since the

potential has a discontinuous derivative at t = 0, we have to separate solutions for t < 0 (equivalent
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to γ → −γ) and t > 0. In order to satisfy the differential equation, these two solutions must

be continuous and with a continuous derivative at t = 0. The general solution of this differential

equation is given by,

f(t) = c1e
−σ(t+γ/α)(σ + α tanh(αt+ γ)) + c2e

σ(t−γ/α)(−σ + α tanh(αt− γ)). (57)

Using the boundary conditions that f(|t| → ∞) = 0, we have that c2 = 0 for t > 0 and c1 = 0 for

t < 0 when also γ → −γ. Continuity of the solution at t = 0 requires that c2 = −c1. We thus find

the solution

f(t) = c1θ(t)e
−σ(t+γ/α)(σ + α tanh(α(t+ γ/α))− c1θ(−t)eσ(t−γ/α)(−σ + α tanh(α(t− γ/α))

= c1e
−σ(|t|)+γ/α)(σ + α tanh(α|t|+ γ)). (58)

The second derivative in Eq.(56) gives rise to a term f ′(t)δ(t), which has to vanish for f(t) to be a

solution of the differential equation (56), i.e. f ′(0) = 0. Therefore,

σ

α

(
−σ
α
− tanh γ)

)
+

1

cosh2 γ
= 0. (59)

Solving for σ/α leads to,

σ

α
= −1

2
tanh γ +

√
4 + sinh2 γ

2 cosh γ
. (60)

From Eq. (52) we obtain

sinh γ =
µ̂

2J
, α = J cosh γ. (61)

Combining these equations with the expression for σ/α (60), we can solve for the Lyapunov exponent

λL and the decay rate Γ as a function of µ,

λL = 2σ − 4α

q
, Γ ≡ 2α

q
. (62)

In Fig. 2, we show the result of the Lyapunov exponent versus µ̂ for various values of q. Beyond a

critical value of µ, the Lyapunov exponent becomes negative which indicates the strong suppression

of quantum effects consistent with a transition from quantum chaotic to quasi-classical dynamics.

We note that although these are results from a large-q analysis, the Lyapunov exponent for q = 2

still vanishes as was expected for a non quantum chaotic system.

The resulting analytical expressions for Γ and λL, together with the numerical results for q =

16, 24, 32 and 64, from solving the SD equations numerically, are shown in Fig. 3. The value of

the coupling constant is equal to J =
√
qJ/2(q−1)/2 = 1. The agreement with the analytical result
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Figure 2. Analytic Lyapunov exponent λL as a function µ̂ = µq for various finite values of q (black curves)

and q → ∞ (red curve). It becomes negative for sufficiently large µ̂.

.

improves for increasing values of q. Also when λL < 0, the SD equations and the Bethe-Salpeter

equations can be solved in the same way without any problem. The results show a similar agreement

with the analytical results, but we do not show this part of the curves.
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Figure 3. Lyapunov exponent λL (left) and decay rate Γ (right) for J = 1, q = 16, 32, 48, 64, β = 0

for various µ̂. The dots correspond to the numerical solution of the kernel equation (45), while the solid

curves stand for the analytic large q prediction Eq. (62). We observe that the agreement becomes better as

q increases. They are already almost indistinguishable for q = 64.

We have also checked that the solution, Eq. (58), satisfies the integral equation (56) by an

explicit evaluation of the integral (see appendix D). In that case, the quantization condition (60)
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results from imposing that the solution Eq. (58) is an eigenfunction of the integral kernel equation

(56).

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

The results of this paper shed light on the question of precisely defining quantum chaos in

dissipative systems. In principle, it is tempting to extend the BGS conjecture to systems with

a complex spectrum, namely to state that dissipative quantum chaotic dynamics is characterized

by the agreement of the spectral correlations of the system, in our case an SYK model coupled

to a bath, with the predictions of an ensemble of non-Hermitian random matrices with the corre-

sponding symmetries. Indeed, at least in certain cases, it has been found [40, 41] level statistics of

non-Hermitian many-body quantum systems are well described by non-Hermitian random matrix

theory. However, dissipation tends to suppress quantum effects, so it is rather unclear whether

the extension of the BGS conjecture to non-Hermitian systems is in all cases meaningful, even if

spectral correlations are well described by (non-Hermitian) random matrix theory. The findings

of this paper show that dissipation suppresses the Lyapunov exponent and eventually leads to a

negative Lyapunov exponent for a sufficiently strong dissipation strength. In that case, quantum

fluctuations decrease with time, so the initial wave packet stays close to the classical trajectory.

This suggests that a necessary condition for the existence of dissipative quantum chaos is a positive

Lyapunov exponent. However, a warning is in order, we have studied a very specific Markovian

bath leading to a coupling term in the Liouvillian which is both integrable and Hermitian. It would

be necessary to confirm whether the observed transition occurs for more general jump operators

with a larger number of Majorana fermions and random couplings [48, 86] leading to coupling terms

in the Liouvillian which are both non-Hermitian and potentially quantum chaotic.

Another issue, also related to the definition of quantum chaos in Hermitian systems, is the bound

[13] on the Lyapunov exponent λL ≤ 2πT/ℏ for systems at finite temperature T . The saturation of

the bound is a signature of many-body quantum chaotic systems with a gravity dual. It would be

interesting to explore the extension of the bound to dissipative quantum chaos. Unfortunately, our

setting leads to a steady state at infinite temperature whose Lyapunov exponent is not restricted

by the bound. Different jump operators will generally lead to different steady states so fine tuning

may be necessary to equilibrate to a Gibbs state which complicates the study of finite temperature

effects.

Finally, we comment on the universality of our results. As was mentioned in the introduction, a
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similar vanishing of the Lyapunov exponent has been reported [77] in a two-site SYK model where

one of the SYK models acts as a thermal bath provided that the coupling to the system, the other

SYK, is strong enough. We do not believe that this result depends on the details of the SYK model.

Quite the contrary, to some extent, the SYK model is the most quantum chaotic system due to

the random couplings and the infinite range of its interactions, so we would expect that interacting

models with a sparser interaction will be less robust to the suppression of quantum effects due to

the contact with a bath and the subsequent suppression of the exponential growth of the OTOC

when the coupling is sufficiently strong. However, as mentioned earlier, additional results within

the Lindbladian approach, using more general jump operators, are certainly desirable to confirm

this expectation.

In conclusion, we have studied the OTOC for the vectorized formulation of a single-site SYK

model coupled to a Markovian bath described by the Lindblad formalism. We have found that

the growth is still exponential around the Ehrenfest time, but the Lyapunov exponent decreases

with the coupling strength to the bath and eventually becomes negative leading to a transition

whose details remain to be studied. Therefore, a natural definition of quantum chaos in dissipative

systems is the existence of a positive Lyapunov exponent independent of whether level statistics

agrees with the corresponding non-Hermitian random matrix prediction whose precise relation to

dissipative quantum chaos dynamics remains to be demonstrated. We note that a limitation of this

characterization is that it requires a well defined semiclassical limit, in the SYK model it is the

existence of a 1/N expansion. In certain Hermitian systems, like certain spin-chains [89–92] whose

level statistics is well described by random matrix theory [93], no exponential growth of the OTOC

is observed because of this reason.

As mentioned earlier, a natural extension of this work is to study the dynamics for more general

jump operators in order to clarify the details of the transition. It would also be interesting to

compute the Lyapunov exponent in dissipative spin-chains and other similar settings in order to test

the universality of the suppression of chaos in dissipative systems. Moreover, it would be worthwhile

to extend our results to finite temperature and to work out the gravity dual interpretation, especially

the mentioned transition. We note that our SYK setting has striking similarities with a wormhole

configuration in a global near de Sitter background in two dimensions [50, 94–96].
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Appendix A: Conventions

In this appendix, we summarize some of the conventions we have been using in this paper.

The Fourier transform and its inverse are defined by

f(t) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
e−iωtf(ω), (A1)

f(ω) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dteiωtf(t). (A2)

For translational invariant functions we write

f(t1, t2) = f(t1 − t2) = f(t) (A3)

.

Appendix B: Solution of the Schwinger-Dyson Equations

In this appendix, we show that the solutions of the SD equations satisfy the properites

G>(ω) = −G<(ω),

GT (ω) = −GT (ω). (B1)

To solve the SD equations we introduce

Σ̃+−(t, t′) = Σ+−(t, t′)− iµδ(t, t′),

Σ̃−+(t, t′) = Σ−+(t, t′) + iµδ(t, t′). (B2)

Then the Σ̃αβ , with α, β ∈ {+,−}, have the same transformation properties under t → −t as the

corresponding Green’s functions. For the Fourier transformed Green’s functions and self-energies,

this results in

Σ̃>(−ω) = −Σ̃<(ω). (B3)
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We thus find the SD equations

(ω − ΣT (ω))GT (ω) + (Σ̃<(ω) + iµ)G>(ω) = 1, (B4)

(ω − ΣT (ω))G<(ω) + (Σ̃<(ω) + iµ)GT (ω) = 0, (B5)

(ω +ΣT (ω))G>(ω)− (Σ̃>(ω)− iµ)GT (ω) = 0, (B6)

−(ω +ΣT (ω))GT (ω) + (Σ̃>(ω)− iµ)G<(ω) = 1. (B7)

Adding the second and third equation and subtracting the fourth equation from the first one gives

(ω − ΣT (ω))G<(ω) + Σ̃<(ω)GT (ω) + (ω +ΣT (ω))G>(ω)− Σ̃>(ω)GT (ω) = −iµ(GT (ω) +GT (ω)),

(B8)

(ω − ΣT (ω))GT (ω) + Σ̃<(ω)G>(ω) + (ω +ΣT (ω))GT (ω)− Σ̃>(ω)G<(ω) = iµ(G>(ω) +G<(ω)).

(B9)

The combination of the previous equations results in

Σ̃<(ω)G>(ω)− Σ̃>(ω)G<(ω) = iµ(G>(ω) +G<(ω)), (B10)

which can be rewritten as

1

2
(Σ̃<(ω)− Σ̃>(ω))(G<(ω) +G>(ω))− 1

2
(Σ̃<(ω) + Σ̃>(ω))(G<(ω)−G>(ω)) = iµ(G>(ω) +G<(ω)).

(B11)

After substituting the equations for the self-energy, we obtain one equation with two unknown

functions, resulting in a relation between G>(ω) and G<(ω). We expect at most a finite set of

solutions. If we make the Ansatz G>(ω) = α exp(bω)G<(ω) we find

αebω(1− α2)Σ<(ω)G<(ω) = iµ(1 + αebω)G<(ω). (B12)

Since both G<(ω) and Σ<(ω) are non-vanishing, not constant functions, we conclude that α = −1

and b = 0.

We thus have shown that the SD equations imply

G>(ω) = −G<(ω). (B13)

Using the usual finite temperature relation G>(ω) = − exp(βω)G<(ω), we confirm the solutions of

the SD equations give Green’s functions at β = 0 in agreement with the equilibrium solution of
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the Lindblad equation equal to the identity, or in vectorized form, the TFD state at β = 0. After

substituting (B13) into (B8) we find

−(ΣT (ω) + ΣT (ω))G<(ω) + Σ̃<(ω)(GT (ω) +GT (ω)) = −iµ(GT (ω) +GT (ω)). (B14)

This shows that

GT (ω) = −GT (ω). (B15)

Appendix C: Derivation of the OTOC kernel equation

In this appendix, we derive an expression for the OTOC in terms of Green’s functions. The

derivation is along the lines of Ref. [22] and follows the calculation of the OTOC [80] for the

Maldacena-Qi model [78].

The regularized OTOC [22, 78] is defined by the four-point function

F (t1, t3) =
1

N2

1

Z

〈
Tr ρ1/4η ψ+

i (t1)ρ
1/4
η ψ−

j (0)ρ
1/4
η ψ+

i (t3)ρ
1/4
η ψ−

j (0)
〉
, (C1)

where ψ±
i (t) refers to Majoranas living on the forward and backward in time sections of the contour

Fig. 4 to be introduced shortly, ⟨· · · ⟩ denote averaging over the random couplings and ρη is a

regulator for a proper definition of the Keldysh contour representing a "thermal" density matrix at

inverse temperature η ≪ 1, see Fig. 4. We will take the limit η → 0 at the end of the calculation.

The sum over repeated indexes i, j is assumed and the average is normalized by the ”partition”

function Z = Tr ρη, which is known as the dissipative form factor [87].

In order to proceed, it is convenient to introduce the Euclidean four-point function given by

FE(u1, u2, u3, u4) =
1

N2
⟨Trψi(u1)ψj(u2)ψi(u3)ψj(u4)⟩ , (C2)

where the expectation value is with respect to the path integral over Majorana fermions discussed

below and the Euclidean coordinates given by

u1 = it1 +
η

4
, u2 =

η

2
, u3 = it3 +

3η

4
, u4 = η, (C3)

are time ordered on the Keldysh contour of Fig. 4. In this appendix we use the Euclidean variable

u related to the contour integration variable z in the main text by u = iz. Below we will omit

the redundant superscripts of the ψi. The four-point function can be expressed as a two-replica

path integral that can be evaluated by a saddle-point approximation. To leading order in 1/N

the result factorizes into the product of two Green’s functions, but these do not contribute to the
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Figure 4. In order to calculate the OTOC for the SYK model with dissipation, we introduce the Keldysh

contour C (solid line). The solid back disks and the dashed lines denote the values of the arguments for

which the OTOC is evaluated.

exponentially increasing part of the OTOC and we will ignore them. The exponentially increasing

part of the OTOC, F(t1, 0, t3, 0), is obtained from the connected 1/N corrections1

F (t1, 0, t3, 0) = − 1

N2
⟨ψi(u1)ψi(u3)⟩⟨ψj(u2)ψj(u4)⟩+

1

N
F(u1, u2, u3, u4), (C4)

which is the average of the product of two fermion bilinears
∑

k ψk(u)ψk(v).

The four-point function is given by the expectation value Eq. (C2) with respect to the action

−S =

∫
C

(
− i

2

∑
ψi(u)∂uψi(u)− iq/2+1

∑
Jijklψi(u)ψj(u)ψk(u)ψl(u)

)
+
µ

2

∫∫
C

∑
i

ψi(ua)ψi(ub)K(ua, ub), (C5)

where C is the Keldysh contour shown in Fig. 4, and K(u, v) = −K(v, u) is defined by

1

2

∫∫
C

∑
i

ψi(ua)ψi(ub)K(ua, ub) =

∫ ∞

0
dtψ+(t)ψ−(t). (C6)

The limit of integration of the integration contour C and the right hand side of the above equation

can be extended to −∞ without affecting the result. We note that to simplify the notation in

1 There are also disconnected 1/N corrections from the contraction of ψi(u1) with ψj(u4) and ψi(u2) with ψj(u3).
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this appendix, we are not writing down the differentials du for single integrals, duadub for double

integrals, and duadubducdud for quadruple integrals.

The corresponding partition function after averaging over the random couplings is given by

⟨Z⟩J =

∫
Dψ exp

(
− i

2

∫
C
ψi(u)∂uψi(u)−

N

2q
J2

∫∫
C

(
1

N
ψi(ua)ψi(ub)

)q
+
µ

2

∫
C
ψi(ua)ψi(ub)K(ua, ub)

)
.

(C7)

Introducing the identity

1 ∼
∫
DGDΣexp

(
−N

2

∫∫
C
Σ(ua, ub)

(
G(ua, ub) +

i

N

∑
i

ψi(ua)ψi(ub)

))
(C8)

the partition function becomes (note that q is even)

⟨Z⟩J =

∫
DGDΣDψ exp

(
− i

2

∫
C
ψi(u)∂uψi(u)−

N

2q
J2

∫∫
C
[iG(ua, ub)]

q (C9)

− iNµ
2

∫∫
C
G(ua, ub)K(ua, ub)−

N

2

∫∫
C
Σ(ua, ub)G(ua, ub)−

i

2

∫∫
C
Σ(ua, ub)ψi(ua)ψi(ub)

)
.

After integrating over the fermions, we obtain the ΣG expression for the partition function,

⟨Z⟩J =

∫
DGDΣexp

(
N

2

∫ ∫
C
Tr log (iδ(ua, ub)∂ua + iΣ(ua, ub))−

N

2q
J2

∫∫
C
[iG(ua, ub)]

q

)
× exp

(
+
iNµ

2

∫∫
C
G(ua, ub)K(ua, ub)−

N

2

∫∫
C
Σ(ua, ub)G(ua, ub)

)
.

(C10)

Variation with respect to δG(ua, ub) and δΣ(ua, ub) gives the Schwinger-Dyson equations

−Σ(ua, ub)− iqJ2G(ua, ub)
q−1 + iµK(ua, ub)δ(ua, ub) = 0,

(−∂u − Σ) ·G = 1.

In terms of the z variables along the Keldysh contour of the main text, the second equation becomes

(i∂z − Σ) ·G = 1, (C11)

while the first equation remains the same. The OTOC is given by the leading 1/N corrections,

F(u1, u2, u3, u4)/N , of

F (t1, t2 = 0, t3, t4 = 0) = − 1

Z
⟨G(u1, u3)G(u2, u4)⟩ (C12)

with uk defined in Eq. (C3). We will evaluate this correlation function for general Euclidean uk.

The 1/N corrections are obtained from the second order expansion of the action about the saddle

point. Writing Σ(u, v) = Σ(u, v) + δΣ(u, v) and G(u, v) = G(u, v) + δG(u, v) we find

−N
4

∫∫∫∫
C
G(ua, ub)δΣ(ub, uc)G(uc, ud)δΣ(ud, ua)−

N

2

∫∫
C
δΣ(ua, ub)δG(ua, ub)
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−N
4
J2(q − 1)iq

∫∫
C
G(ua, ub)

q−2δG(ua, ub)
2. (C13)

The integral over δΣ(ua, ub) can be performed by completing squares resulting in the effective action

Seff =
N

4

∫∫∫∫
C
G

−1
(uc, ud)δG(ud, ua)G

−1
(ua, ub)δG(ub, uc)

−N
4
J2(q − 1)iq

∫∫
C
G(ua, ub)

q−2δG(ua, ub)
2

=
N

4

∫∫∫∫
C
G

−1
(ua, uc)G

−1
(ub, ud) [δ(ua − uf )δ(ub − ue)

+
N

4
J2(q − 1)iq G(uf , ua)G(ue, ub)G

q−2
(ue, uf )

]
δG(ue, uc)δG(uf , ud). (C14)

The 1/N correction to the four-point function

F(u1, u2, u3, u4) = −
∫
d[δG]δG(u1, u3)δG(u2, u4)e

−Seff
(C15)

is evaluated as

F(u1, u2, u3, u4) = − [1−K]−1 (u1, u3;u, v)G(u, u2)G(v, u4) (C16)

= −
[
G(u3, u2)G(u1, u4)− J2(q − 1)iq

∫∫
K(u1, u3, u, v)G(u, u2)G(v, u4) + · · ·

]
with kernel K given by

K(ua, ub, uc, ud) = −J2(q − 1)iqG(ua, uc)G(ub, ud)G
q−2

(uc, ud), (C17)

and the points uk are equal to

u1 = it1 +
η

4
, u2 = +

η

2
, u3 = it3 +

3η

4
, u4 = +η. (C18)

The action of the kernel K by expanding the inverse in a geometric series results in the combinations∫∫
C
dudvK(it1 +

η

4
, it3 +

3η

4
, u, v)F (u, v). (C19)

As discussed in Ref. [80, 97], the part of the u integration that is on the 3η/4 branch cancels because

the upward integration differs by a minus sign from the downward integration (the ϵ difference

between the upward and downward path is negligible with respect to 3η/4 because we take the

ϵ→ 0 limit first). This is not the case when the u integration is over the η/4 branch. Then, when

t1 is on the + path,

i(G(t+1 , t
+
u )−G(t+1 , t

−
u )) = i(GT (t1, tu)−G<(t1, tu)) = iGR(t1, tu). (C20)

The result is the same when t1 is on the minus path

i(G(t−1 , t
+
u )−G(t−1 , t

−
u )) = i(G>(t1, tu)−GT (t1, tu)) = iGR(t1, tu). (C21)
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This also means that the u variable only contributes when it is on the η/4 branch. An analogue

argument shows that the v integration only contributes when it is on the 3η/4 branch. Combining

the + and − paths again gives the retarded Green’s function GR(t3, tv). In the domain where u

and v give non-vanishing contributions, they are separated by η/2. Therefore the Green’s function

G(u, v) simply becomes the Wightman function G(itu, itv + η/2) ≡ GW (i(tu − tb)− η/2).

We conclude that the kernel is given by

K(t1, t2, t3, t4) = −J2(q − 1)GR(t1, t3)G
R(t2, t4)G

q−2
W (t3, t4). (C22)

In the domain of exponential growth, for large t1 and t2, we have that (1 − K)F ≪ F0 with

F0(u1, u2, u3, u4) = G(u1, u3)G(u2, u4). Neglecting the right hand side, the Lyapunov exponent is

obtained by solving the integral equation

(1−K)F = 0. (C23)

Appendix D: Solution of kernel equation for β = 0

In this Appendix, we calculate the integral in Eq. (36) of the main text,

I =

∫∫
dt3dt4θ(t1 − t3)θ(t2 − t4)e

−σ(t1−t3)e−σ(t2−t4)
2α2

cosh2(α|t3 − t4|+ γ)
f(|t3 − t4)|), (D1)

where f(|t3 − t4)|) is the solution of the differential equation (56),

(∂2t − σ2)f(t) = − 2α2

cosh2(α|t|+ γ)
f(t). (D2)

We will check that the integral (D1) is given by f(t12). The integral can be carried out by changing

coordinates as follows,

s = t3 − t4 and t =
1

2
(t3 + t4). (D3)

This results in

I =

∫ ∞

0
dte−2σt

∫ 2t

−2t
ds

2α2

cosh2(α|s+ t12|+ γ)
f(|s+ t12|), (D4)

where t12 = t1 − t2. After a partial integration of the t integral, integrating over s results in

I =
1

2σ

∫ ∞

0
dte−2σt

(
2α2

cosh2(α|2t+ t12|+ γ)
f(|2t+ t12|) +

2α2

cosh2(α| − 2t+ t12|+ γ)
f(| − 2t+ t12|)

)
=

1

σ

∫ ∞

t12

due−σ(u−t12)
2α2

cosh2(α|u|+ γ)
f(|u|) + 1

σ

∫ t12

−∞
dueσ(u−t12)

2α2

cosh2(α|u|+ γ)
f(|u|). (D5)
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Next we use that f(u) satisfies the differential equation (D2) resulting in

I =
1

2σ

∫ ∞

t12

due−σ(u−t12)(σ2 − ∂2u)f(|u|) +
1

2σ

∫ t12

0
dueσ(u−t12)(σ2 − ∂2u)f(|u|)

+
1

2σ

∫ 0

−∞
dueσ(u−t12)(σ2 − ∂2u)f(|u|). (D6)

The σ2 term cancels against the integral that remains after two partial integrations of the ∂2u term

leaving us with only boundary contributions given by

I = − 1

2σ
e−σ(u−t12)∂uf(|u|)

∣∣∣∞
t12

− 1

2
e−σ(u−t12)f(|u|)

∣∣∣∞
t12

− 1

2σ
eσ(u−t12)∂uf(|u|)

∣∣∣t12
0+

− 1

2
eσ(u−t12)f(|u|)

∣∣∣t12
0+

− 1

2σ
e−σt12∂uf(|u|)

∣∣0−
−∞ +

1

2
e−σt12f(|u|)

∣∣0−
−∞ . (D7)

The solution f(|u|) is a function of |u| so that the derivatives at 0− and at 0+ have the opposite

sign. We finally obtain

I = f(t12) +
1

2σ
eσ(−t12)∂uf(|u|)

∣∣∣0+
0−
. (D8)

Therefore, the integral I = f(t12) if f ′(u = 0) = 0, which is the same condition as the one obtained

from solving the differential equation in the main text.
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