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Operator spreading has profound implications in diverse fields ranging from statistical mechanics and black-
hole physics to quantum information. The usual way to quantify it is through out-of-time-order correlators
(OTOCs), which are the quantum analog to Lyapunov exponents in classical chaotic dynamics. In this work we
explore the phenomenon of operator spreading in quantum simulation of electronic structure in quantum com-
puters. To substantiate our results, we focus on a hydrogen chain H4 and demonstrate that operator spreading
is enhanced when the chain is far from its equilibrium geometry. We also investigate the dynamics of bipartite
entanglement and its dependence on the partition’s size. Our findings reveal distinctive signatures closely re-
sembling area- and volume-laws in equilibrium and far-from-equilibrium geometries, respectively. Our results
provide insight of operator spreading of coherent errors in quantum simulation of electronic structure and can
be experimentally implemented in various platforms available today.

Chemistry offers a plethora of problems where complex
dynamics can naturally appear [1–3]. External fields or per-
turbations applied to molecules can induce electronic transi-
tions between different potential surfaces and generate com-
plex molecular dynamics [4, 5]. Even under the Born-
Oppenheimer approximation [6], due to the huge number of
electronic degrees of freedom, the problem of electronic struc-
ture becomes intractable using classical computers [7]. One
alternative to overcome this problem is to use quantum de-
vices to simulate it [8–10], which is one of the most promis-
ing near-term applications of quantum computers [11, 12]. In
fact, with currently existing technologies, we have access to
quantum devices that already can solve some small-size prob-
lems in quantum chemistry including electronic structure and
molecular vibrations [8, 13–16]. One of the challenges of
quantum simulation is to understand propagation of coherent
or incoherent errors [17–19] and how to correct them [20, 21].

In a typical quantum simulation, coherent errors appearing
during the computation can be treated as local unitaries acting
on our system [22–24]. The aim of this work is to investigate
operator spreading of these unitaries during a quantum simu-
lation of a molecule in equilibrium and far-from-equilibrium
geometries. To substantiate our ideas, we consider a one-
dimensional hydrogen chain H4. We encode the electronic
structure Hamiltonian in terms of qubits thus creating a quan-
tum circuit with a parametric dependence on the geometry
of the chain. We explore how local operators propagate in
the system using out-time-order correlators (OTOCs) [25–
27], a common tool used to investigate quantum signatures
of chaos [28] and information scrambling[29].

To achieve this, we leverage tools like the Jordan-Wigner
encoding [30, 31] of the electronic Hamiltonian for H4 in the
minimal basis using 8 qubits. Motivated by Ref. [32] we pro-
pose a protocol to measure OTOCs in quantum simulation of
electronic structure. We first propagate a separable state for-
wards in time during time T , then apply a local orbital rota-
tion to a given qubit and afterwards we propagate backwards
in time during the same time T . In this way, the measure-

ment of a local Pauli operator in the resulting state give us the
OTOC. Further, we calculate the dynamics of bipartite entan-
glement and investigate how it depends on the partition size
for different molecular geometries.

Recent works exploring OTOcs in chemistry have investi-
gated information scrambling in a model of chemical reac-
tion based on a double-well reaction coordinate [33], in vibra-
tional energy hopping [34, 35], and in ring-polymer molecu-
lar dynamics for a classically chaotic double-well model [36].
In our work we decided to take a different route to previous
works and instead of exploring continuous degrees of free-
dom, we tackle the problem of operator spreading and entan-
glement in quantum simulations of electronic structure, which
involves discrete degrees of freedom represented using qubits.
We demonstrate that when simulating electronic structure in
equilibrium geometries, local operators remain bounded in the
system due to the small entanglement created during quantum
dynamics. In stark contrast to this, far from the equilibrium
geometry there is strong operator spreading as the bipartite
entanglement grows proportionally to the partition’s size, thus
resembling a volume law of entanglement.

The field of quantum simulation of dynamics for quantum
chemistry in quantum computers is rather unexplored [37].
Our work contributes in understanding how molecular geom-
etry relates to operator spreading and entanglement, which is
relevant for near-term implementations of electronic structure
using quantum computers and for method developments in
quantum chemistry.

Electronic structure in quantum computers: The under-
standing of electronic structure stands as the most challeng-
ing problem in chemistry as it requires to numerically re-
solve the interactions between atoms and nuclei within spe-
cific configurations [1, 38–40]. Although this problem de-
fies the limits of classical computers, quantum computers of-
fer natural platform to simulate it [7, 41]. Let us begin by
briefly summarizing how to encode the electronic structure
problem into a quantum computer [8, 10]. The first step is
to consider the electronic structure Hamiltonian Hamiltonian
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Ĥ(R) =
∑N

i ĥ(i) +
∑N

i< j r−1
i, j under the Born-Oppenheimer ap-

proximation [6], where N is the number of electrons. The term
ĥ(i) contains information of the kinetic energy and the poten-
tial energy of interaction of the i-th electron with M nuclei,
while ri, j = |ri − r j| is the distance between the i-th and j-th
electrons [6]. Further, the Hamiltonian depends parametri-
cally on the positions R = (R1,R2, . . . ,RM) of the M nuclei.
To account for the fermionic statistics of the electrons, it is
convenient to work with the electronic structure Hamiltonian
in second quantization

Ĥ(R) =
∑
i, j

hi, j(R)â†i â j +
1
2

∑
i, j

Vi, j,k,l(R)â†i â†j âkâl . (1)

Here hi, j(R) and Vi, j,k,l(R) denote one- and two-electron in-
tegrals that are related to the terms ĥ(i) and 1/ri, j discussed
above. Further, the operators â†i and âi are the fermionic cre-
ation and annihilation operators satisfying the anticommuta-
tion relations {âi, â

†

j } = δi, j and {âi, â j} = {â
†

i , â
†

j } = 0.
In our work, we explore how molecular geometry influ-

ences operator spreading and entanglement in a one dimen-
sional Hydrogen chain H4. This problem involves N = 4 elec-
trons and M = 4 nuclei. The geometry of our system is deter-
mined by the nuclear positions Rl = [Xl, 0, 0] for l = 1, . . . , 4.
all the coordinates Xl = (l − 1)R − (−1)lr depends on a sin-
gle parameter |r| < 3.3a0, where a0 is the Bohr radius and
R = 7.55a0. For this reason, from now on, we will abuse the
notation and use Ĥ(r) instead of Ĥ(R) to denote the paramet-
ric dependence of the electronic structure Hamiltonian.

Next we use the Jordan-Wigner transformation [30] of the
fermionic operators â†j =

(⊗ j−1
i=1 σ̂

z
i

)
⊗ σ̂+j to represent Ĥ(r) in

terms of Pauli operators for a given parameter r determining
the geometry, thus mapping the system to a quantum circuit.
We assume that each electron can occupy 4 delocalized spatial
orbitals [16]. That is, if we add the spin degrees of freedom
there is a set of 8 spin orbitals labelled by j in Eq. (1), which
allows us to encode the problem using 8 qubits. We imple-
mented the H4 Hamiltonian in terms of Pauli operators using
the pyscf library integrated within the Pennylane framework
[42]. Every Hamiltonian matrix can be decomposed into a
sum of Pauli operators and constructed using quantum gates
that can be implemented in digital quantum computers [43].

Out-of-time-order correlators in electronic structure: Now
let us evaluate how the molecular geometry influences opera-
tor spreading [25–27] in the qubit representation. We consider
two local unitaries V̂ = σz

i and Ŵ = e−iασ̂z
j/2 with α ∈ [0, 2π].

As σz
i = 2â†i âi − 1 in the fermionic representation, V̂ gives us

the local occupation of i-th spin orbital, while Ŵ is essentially
a local orbital rotation acting on the j-th orbital.

From the definition, we can see that [V̂ , Ŵ] = 0. How-
ever, if we now consider the operator Ŵ in the Heisenberg pic-
ture Ŵ(T ) = Û†(T )ŴÛ(T ) with Û(T ) = exp

[
−iĤ(r)T

]
being

the evolution under the electronic structure Hamiltonian, after
some time T we will have [V̂ , Ŵ(T )] , 0.

Evolution
Forwards 

in time

Evolution
Backwards 

in time
a) Û †(T )

Û(T )

V̂

Ŵ

|0〉
|0〉
|0〉

|0〉
|0〉
|0〉

Û(T ) Û †(T )

b)

Ŵ V̂

FIG. 1: Operator spreading in electronic structure using quan-
tum computers. a) Illustrates how local operators acting on
molecular orbitals propagate during the dynamics. b) Shows
the corresponding quantum circuit to implement our idea. The
red region represent the light cone characteristic of operator
spreading.

This is the onset of operator spreading [44] that can cap-
tured by the out-of-time order correlation (OTOC) [25–27]

FV,W (T ) = ⟨Ŵ†(T )V̂†Ŵ(T )V̂⟩ , (2)

where the expectation value is calculated in the initial state
|ψin(0)⟩. This gives us information about operator spreading
because Re[FV,W (T )] = 1 − ⟨|[V̂ , Ŵ(T )]|2⟩/2 [27, 29]. Note
that the operators V̂ and Ŵ we consider in this work are local
in the fermionic and qubit representations and the concept of
operator spreading of local operators makes sense from both
points of view. This is not the case for other operators such as
â†j , because they are local in the fermionic representation but
highly nonlocal in terms of spins.

Figs. 1 a) and b) illustrate an operational way to measure
the OTOCs in a molecular system by applying local unitaries
and time reversal in a quantum computer [29]. To calcu-
late FV,W (T ) and for the all the calculations in this work, we
use initial state |ψin(0)⟩ = |11110000⟩ that is easy to pre-
pare in a quantum computer. For this initial state the OTOC
can be rewritten as FV,W (T ) = ±⟨ψfin(T )|σz

i |ψfin(T )⟩, where
|ψfin(T )⟩ = Ŵ(T )|ψin(0)⟩ can be prepared using the quantum
circuit in Fig. 1 b). Note that the ± sign in our OTOC depends
on the orbital label i at which we perform the measurement.
To prepare |ψfin(T )⟩ can be quite challenging as it involves
to perform evolution backwards in time, but this can be per-
formed in a quantum computer [29].

Mean energy surfaces and operator spreading: It is im-
portant to explore in more detail how molecular geometry in-
fluences the quantum dynamics. Previously, we consider an
initial |ψin(0)⟩ = |11110000⟩ that is not the ground state nor
any of the excited states in electronic structure, which are
highly entangled [45]. Our initial state is a linear combi-
nation |ψin(0)⟩ =

∑
n cn(r)|En(r)⟩ of molecular energy eigen-

states that are solutions of the electronic structure problem
Ĥ(r)|En(r)⟩ = En(r)|En(r)⟩. The parametric dependence indi-
cates that they are determined by the geometry of the molecule
thus defining a family {En(r)} of energy surfaces [46]. In
other words, given En(r), there is an associated geometry of
the molecule [46]. For example, for hydrogen cyanide HCN,
the ground state energy exhibits a linear equilibrium geometry
while its three excited single states are bent [46]. Motivated
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by this, in our work, we define the mean energy landscape
associated to the initial state, as follows

Ē(r) = Tr[Ĥ(r)ρin] =
∑

n

|cn(r)|2En(r). (3)

From this one can see that |cn(r)|2 give us information of how
much a given energy surface contribute to Ē(r). Figure 2 a)
shows the energy landscape for our hydrogen chain as a func-
tion of the parameter r. This diagram clearly shows two low-
energy equilibrium geometries (red and blue) and an unsta-
ble transition state (green). It is important to have a chemi-
cal intuition of these geometries. When two hydrogen atoms
approach, they form bonding and antibonding molecular or-
bitals. The lowest energy configuration corresponds then to
the bonding orbital. For this reason, the lowest energy is
achieved in our hydrogen chain when the atoms form two
dimers (blue). Bringing the atoms far away from the equi-
librium geometry implies to have a larger energy (green).

To quantify how the geometry of the surface influences the
localization of our initial state |ψin(0)⟩ in the energy eigenba-
sis, we consider the participation ratio P−1(r) = 1/

(∑
|cn(r)|4

)
for different values of r. The inset of Fig. 2 a) shows that the
participation ratio at the unstable geometry is large in compar-
ison to the equilibrium points.

Next, we will investigate how the mean energy surface as-
sociated to the initial state and the participation ratio P−1(r)
determine the nature of operator spreading. As we discussed
in the previous section, our protocol to calculate FV,W (T ) in-
volves a local orbital rotation Ŵ that propagates backwards in
time and spreads out across the system[26]. To quantify this,
we calculate the fidelity Fr(T ) = |⟨ψin(0)|ψfin(T )⟩|2 between
the initial state and the final state, which allows to assess the
system’s sensitivity to small local orbital rotations for differ-
ent geometries determined by Ē(r) in Fig. 2 a).

Before discussing our numerical results for the fidelity and
the OTOC it is important to understand how these quantities
are related to the energy surfaces {Em(r)}. Let us start by con-
sidering the operator in the energy eigenbasis

Ŵ(T ) =
∑
m,n

eiωm,nT Wm,n|Em(r)⟩⟨En(r)| , (4)

where Wm,n = ⟨Em(r)|Ŵ |En(r)⟩ and ωm,n = Em(r)−En(r). This
simple expression together with the mean energy landscape
and the participation ratio, is all what we need to know to
understand the dynamics of the fidelity and the OTOC.

Let us first start by considering the transition probability
⟨ψin(0)|ψfin(T )⟩ = ⟨ψin(0)|Ŵ(T )|ψin(0)⟩. Given the initial state
|ψin(0)⟩ =

∑
n cn(r)|En(r)⟩, Ŵ(T ) induces electronic transitions

or ”surface hoppings” that are weighted by the coefficients cn.
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FIG. 2: Molecular geometry, fidelity and OTOCs. a) Depicts
the mean energy landscape as a function of r. The insets illus-
trate three different geometries of our hydrogen chain. In b)
we show the fidelity for these geometries, comparing results
obtained from both exact and Trotterized simulations and by
applying a local orbital rotation Ŵ = e−iασ̂z

1/2 to the first qubit
with α = π. Figures c) and d) Show the dynamics for our
OTOC FV,W (T ) for V̂ = σz

i for different orbitals labelled by i.

At the equilibrium geometries, the participation ratio P−1(r)
is low and our state is localized in the energy eigenbasis. For
this reason the transitions induced by Ŵ are restricted and the
few oscillation frequencies ωm,n in Eq. (5) give us a periodic
behavior of fidelity as in Fig. 2 b).

Contrary to this, when we are far from the equilibrium ge-
ometry, the initial state is a superposition of many eigenstates
with larger participation ratio. Thus, there are more transitions
inducing a decay of the fidelity and the oscillations become
non-harmonic because there are more relevant frequencies, as
we show in Fig. 2 b).

We can use similar arguments to understand the OTOC

FV,W (T ) =
∑

m,n,k,l

ei(ωm,n−ωk,l)T Wm,nW∗k,lVl,mc∗kcn , (5)

where Vl,m = ⟨Em(r)|V̂ |En(r)⟩. Thus, the OTOC can be in-
terpreted as sequence of ”surface hoppings” generated by Ŵ
and V̂ and weighted by the coefficients cn. Figs. 2 c) and d)
depict the dynamics of |FV,W (T )|. Clearly, our result is consis-
tent with the fidelity in Fig. 2 b) and reveals that the system
is extremely sensible to the action of local unitaries when it
is far from the equilibrium geometry and exhibits a stronger
operator spreading with a non-periodic behavior in time. The
reason for this is the large amount of energy surfaces available
to hop to in this configuration.

Molecular geometry and entanglement entropy: Operator
spreading and OTOCs are related to fascinating concepts in
manybody and statistical physics with applications in diverse
fields [25–27]. In the manybody localized phase, local con-
served quantities restrict the operator spreading and the bipar-
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tite entanglement exhibits an area law [47, 48]. On the con-
trary, ergodic system have large operator spreading and the
bipartite entanglement shows a volume law [49].

It is natural to think that if we observe operator spreading in
electronic structure, this will be accompanied of entanglement
growth between in the system. As the molecular orbitals are
arranged in a one-dimensional array so we can use the Jordan-
Wigner transformation, after qubit mapping our system is en-
coded in a quantum computer using a one-dimensional spin
chain with 8 qubits and nonlocal interactions. Motivated by
this, we will calculate a measure of bipartite entanglement
and study its dependence with the length of a bipartition of the
chain into two parts A and B with A having L = 2, 3, 4 qubits.
More specifically, we consider the state |ψ(T )⟩ = Û(T )|ψin(0)⟩
with Û(T ) = exp

[
−iĤ(r)T

]
for a fixed geometry r. As a next

step, we define the reduced density matrix ρ̂L(t) = TrB[ρ̂(T )]
of the density matrix ρ̂(T ) = |ψ(T )⟩⟨ψ(T )| and use the von-
Neumann entropy [48] defined as S L = −TrA[ρ̂L log(ρ̂L)]. It is
important to remind the reader on the basics of entanglement
entropy and the limiting cases. For a separable quantum state
|ψ(T )⟩ of the two subsystems A and B discussed above, the
reduced density matrix ρ̂L(t) turns out to be pure. In this case,
S (ρ̂L) = 0. In other situations the value is going to increase
dependent on how mixed the reduced density matrix ρ̂L is.

Entanglement also has implications in quantum chem-
istry [50, 51] ans it intimately related to the correlation en-
ergy [45, 52]. For this reason, it is interesting to explore the
dependence of entanglement entropy of our molecular system
encoded as a one dimensional spin chain as a function of the
partition size L. In systems that satisfy an area law, the entropy
of the system increases in proportion to its surface area rather
than its volume. This means that regardless of the number of
qubits involved in the bipartition, the entropy does not neces-
sarily increase directly with the partition’s size L. In contrast,
for systems with volume law, the entanglement entropy scales
with the subsystem’s size L.

To have insight on the size dependence of the entanglement
entropy for our system, we calculate its dependence for dif-
ferent values of r and L. The results are depicted in Fig. 3.
Our calculations show that a clear trend emerges regarding
the entanglement entropy within the system. Moving from ρ2,
ρ3 to ρ4, we observe increasing entropy values when the sys-
tem is far from equilibrium geometry (r ≈ 0). This behavior
suggests a correlation between the size L of the region under
consideration and the entanglement entropy, which is a pattern
that is expected for systems under a volume law. Contrary to
this, when the system is close to equilibrium geometries the
values of entanglement entropy for the three subsystems ρ1,
ρ2, and ρ3 do not increase with system size and show with a
time-periodic behaviour consistent with the periodicity of the
fidelity from figure 2 b). This result resembles an area law as
the entanglement is not sensible to the length L of the parti-
tion.
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FIG. 3: Entanglement entropy in the Hydrogen chain H4 for
different lengths L = 2, 3 and 4 of the bipartition A and B
of the system. The upper, middle and lower panels show
the entanglement entropy for the reduced density matrices ρ̂2,
ρ̂3, and ρ̂4, respectively. Our results reveal the entanglement
grows with the subsystem size L when the system is far from
the equilibrium geometry.

Our analysis of entanglement for different partition sizes L
indicates a potential relation the entanglement entropy with
the partition size L and the molecular geometry of the sys-
tem. This naturally offers valuable insights into the nature of
entanglement when the system is equilibrium and far-from-
equilibrium geometries, respectively. Our results have impli-
cations for quantum simulation of electronic structure using
quantum computers as information scrambling implies that
the information becomes non-local during the time evolution
for far-from-equilibrium geometries. In a quantum simula-
tion, local coherent errors can be interpreted as local operators
Ŵ, which at short times are local, but that rapidly spread out
in the syste and become correlated.

Conclusions: In summary, we have defined out-of-time or-
der correlators for electronic structure problems encoded in a
quantum computer. We show that the mean energy surface
and the associated molecular geometries strongly influence
the operator spreading and the behavior of the bipartite entan-
glement. Of course, we are not restricted to highly symmetric
molecules such as our hydrogen chain. We could, for instance
consider other molecules with less symmetries and investigate
if area-like and volume-like laws are generic in molecular sys-
tems when they are in equilibrium and far-from equilibrium
geometries, respectively. Other direction of research is to in-
vestigate the implications of our results on error propagation
of coherent errors due to hardware in quantum simulations of
electronic structure.
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