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We study information scrambling — a spread of initially localized quantum information into the
system’s many degree of freedom — in discrete-time quantum walks. We consider out-of-time-
ordered correlators (OTOC) and K-complexity as probe of information scrambling. The OTOC for
local spin operators in all directions has a light-cone structure which is “shell-like”. As the wavefront
passes, the OTOC approaches to zero in the long-time limit, showing no signature of scrambling. The
introduction of spatial or temporal disorder changes the shape of the light-cone akin to localization
of wavefuction. We formulate the K-complexity in system with discrete-time evolution, and show
that it grows linearly in discrete-time quantum walk. The presence of disorder modifies this growth
to sub-linear. Our study present interesting case to explore many-body phenomenon in discrete-time
quantum walk using scrambling.

Introduction
Quantum scrambling [1, 2] is the process where interac-
tions within a quantum system spread local information
across its many degree of freedom. It’s a fundamental
process behind how isolated quantum systems reach ther-
mal equilibrium [3–5], and it’s closely linked to quantum
chaos [6], the black-hole information problem [7–9], and
how disorder affects collective spins in many-body sys-
tems [10, 11]. The concept of scrambling also lays the
groundwork for developing algorithms in quantum bench-
marking and machine learning, which can make the ex-
ploration of Hilbert spaces more efficient [12–16].

There remain ambiguity is describing the process of
quantum scrambling. One method to probe it involves
using an out-of-time-ordered correlator [1, 17]. For sys-
tems that exhibit a semi-classical limit or have a large
number of local degrees of freedom, this correlator shows
exponential growth, which can be used to identify a quan-
tum counterpart to the Lyapunov exponent (LE), thus
linking it to classical chaos [18]. Another approach in-
volves studying the evolution dynamics of operators in
Krylov space. Here, operator growth is measured by
the “K-complexity”, indicating the extent of delocaliza-
tion of initial local operators evolving under Heisenberg
evolution under the system Hamiltonian [19–21]. It is
speculated that this K-complexity grows exponentially in
most generic nonintegrable systems [19]. This exponen-
tial growth in K-complexity can be used to extract LE,
establishing a connection with out-of-time-ordered corre-
lators [6]. Recent studies have explored K-complexity in
various systems such as Ising models [22–24], Sachdev-
Ye-Kitaev (SYK) models [25–27], quantum field theo-
ries [28–33], many-body localization system [34, 35], and
open quantum systems [36–40].

Experimentally tunable toy models serve as valuable
tools for investigating different phenomena from theo-
retical physics. One such tool, which we will pursue in
this work, is the quantum walk — a quantum version
of the classical random walk [41, 42]. Specifically, we

FIG. 1. Schematic showing the “shell-like” structure of OTOC
in which as the wavefront passes the operator site l, the OTOC
approaches to zero in the long-time limit. The horizonal line
shows different time slices increasing in upward direction. We
note that the site where OTOC is non-zero at initial time, goes
to zero at late time, implying that operator has no support
on site.

examine discrete-time quantum walks, which have been
previously employed to simulate controlled dynamics in
quantum systems [43–45] and to construct quantum al-
gorithms [42]. These quantum walks are implemented
experimentally using both lattice-based quantum sys-
tems and circuit-based quantum processors [46–48]. The
adaptability of quantum walks, allowing for the exper-
imental modeling of various phenomena like topological
effects [45, 49], therefore, also positions them as a promis-
ing platform for studying scrambling.

In this article, we study the out-of-time-ordered cor-
relator (OTOC) and K-complexity for different opera-
tors in the exactly-solvable one-dimensional discrete-time
quantum walk. Our study of OTOC for different spin
operators shows universal “shell-like” structure so as the
wavefront passes, the OTOC goes to zero in the long-time
limit, in other words, operator has no support on the site,
implying absence of scrambling (See Fig. 1). On the other
hand, we show that K-complexity grows linearly in time,
akin to approximate orthonorgonality of operator at each
time-step. We further study the effect of disorder which
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generally results in slowdown of information scrambling.
In both spatial and temporal disorder, the shape of light-
cone deforms showing no scrambling beyond localization
length. The K-complexity growth transit from linear to
sub-linear showing saturation at late-times reflecting the
localization of operator.

Quantifying scrambling
Out-of-time-ordered correlators
Out-of-time-ordered correlators (OTOCs) provide a
means to quantify the evolution of operators. Let’s
consider two local operators, W and V , within a one-
dimensional spin chain. The idea is to probe the spread
of W (t) = eiHtWe−iHt using another operator V , typ-
ically a simple spin operator positioned at a distance l
from W evolving under system Hamiltonian H. To do
this, one considers the expectation value of the squared
commutator,

C(l, t) =
〈
[W (t), V ]†[W (t), V ]

〉
(1)

Initially, this quantity is zero for widely separated op-
erators, but it deviates significantly from zero once
W (t) extends to the location of V . In the special sce-
nario where W and V are Hermitian and unitary, the
squared commutator can be expressed as C(t) = 2 −
2 Re [⟨W (t)VW (t)V ⟩], with ⟨W (t)VW (t)V ⟩ = F (t) rep-
resenting the OTOC. The growing interest in OTOCs
has spurred numerous experimental proposals and exper-
iments aimed at measuring them [50–55].

The OTOC serves as a tool to investigate character-
istics of chaos such as operator growth and the butterfly
effect. In the case of local interactions, the growth C(l, t)
is conjecture to obey [10, 56–58]

C(l, t) ∼ exp

[
−λp

(l − vBt)
1+p

tp
+ a log t

]
(2)

Here, vB denotes the butterfly velocity, p represents the
wavefront broadening coefficient, and a encapsulates the
logarithmic growth observed in the many-body localized
(MBL) phase under disorder.

Krylov complexity
Continuous-time evolution
In a closed system, the evolution of any operator O0 un-
der a time-independent Hamiltonian H is described by
the Heisenberg equation of motion,

O(t) = eitHO0e
−itH = eiLtO0 =

∞∑
n=0

(it)n

n!
LnO0 (3)

where L is Hermitian Liouvillian superoperator given by
L = [H, • ]. Therefore, the operator O(t) can be written
as a span of the nested commutators with the initial op-
erator i.e. {LnO0}∞n=0. A orthonormal basis {|On)}K−1

n=0

can be constructed from this nested span of commuta-
tors, by choosing a certain scalar product (·|·) on operator
space using a form of Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization
known as Lanczos algorithm. The dimension of Krylov
space K obeys a bound K ≤ D2 −D+1, where D is the
dimension of the state Hilbert space [21]. In the krylov
basis {|On)}, the Liouvillian takes the tridiagonal form
L|On) = bn+1|On+1) + bn|On), where bn are known as
Lanczos coefficients that are tied to chaotic nature of the
system at hand [23]. We can write the expansion of the
operator O(t) in terms of constructed krylov basis as

O(t) =

K−1∑
n=0

inϕn(t)|On) (4)

The amplitudes ϕn(t) evolve according to the recursion
relation ϕ̇n(t) = bn−1ϕn−1(t)− bnϕn+1(t) with the initial
conditions ϕn(0) = δn,0 . The recursion relation suggests
that the Lanczos coefficients bn are hopping amplitudes
for the initial operator O0 localized at the initial site to
explore the Krylov chain. With time, the operator gains
support away from the origin in Krylov chain reflects the
growth of complexity as higher Krylov basis vectors are
required in operator expansion. To quantify this, one
defines the average position of the operator in Krylov
chain — called the Krylov complexity as

K(t) = (O(t)|K|O(t)) =

K−1∑
n=0

n|ϕn(t)|2 (5)

where K =
∑K−1

n=0 n|On)(On| is position operator in the
Krylov chain. For our purpose, we will use the infinite-
temperature inner product, also known as Frobenius in-
ner product :

(A|B) = 1

D
Tr

[
A†B

]
, ∥A∥ =

√
(A|A) . (6)

Discrete-time evolution
To formulate the K-complexity for system with discrete-
time evolution such that Ot = U†

t Ot−1Ut, where t =
1, 2, . . . and U is the unitary operator describing system
dynamics. We define the Krylov basis by choosing |O0) =
O0 and then recursively orthogonalizing each Ot with all
the |Ot) for i < t. At any t, we can expand the state Ot

in Krylov basis as

Ot =

D∑
n=0

ϕn,t|On) , (7)

where the expansion coefficient ϕn,t = (On|Ot). We de-
fine the K-complexity of the state as the average position
of the distribution on the ordered Krylov basis:

K(t) =

D∑
n=0

n|ϕn,t|2 . (8)
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Discrete-time quantum walks
The discrete-time quantum walk on a line is defined on
a Hilbert space H = Hc ⊗ Hp where Hc is coin Hilbert
space and Hp is the position Hilbert space. For a walk in
one dimension, Hc is spanned by the basis set |↑⟩ and |↓⟩
representing the internal degree of the walker, and Hp

is spanned by the basis state of the position |x⟩ where
x ∈ Z on which the walker evolves. At any time t, the
state can be represented by

|Ψ(t)⟩ = |↑⟩ ⊗ |Ψ↑(t)⟩+ |↓⟩ ⊗ |Ψ↓(t)⟩ =
∑
x

[
ψ↑
x,t

ψ↓
x,t

]
. (9)

Each step of the discrete-time quantum walk is defined
by a unitary quantum coin operation C on the internal
degrees of freedom of the walker followed by a conditional
position shift operation S which acts on the configuration
of the walker and position space. Therefore, the state at
time (t+ 1) will be

|Ψ(t+ 1)⟩ = S(C ⊗ I)|Ψ(t)⟩ =W |Ψ(t)⟩. (10)

The general form of coin operator C, given by

C = C(ξ, θ, φ, δ) = eiξe−iθσxe−iφσye−iδσz (11)

where ξ is global phase angle, 2θ, 2φ, 2δ are the an-
gles of rotations along x, y and z axes respectively with
θ, φ, δ ∈ [0, 2π], and σµ is the µth component of the Pauli
spin matrices {σx, σy, σz}, which are generators of SU(2)
group. The position shift operator S is of the form

S = |↓⟩⟨↓|⊗T++|↑⟩⟨↑|⊗T− where T± =
∑
x∈Z

|x±1⟩⟨x|

(12)
are translation operators. In this work, we will consider
the specific choice of coin operator

C(θ) =

[
cos θ sin θ
− sin θ cos θ

]
(13)

corresponding to parameters (0, θ, 0, 3π/2) which previ-
ously has been studied in context of Dirac dynamic [59].
In momentum basis, the unitary operator can be diag-
onalized to obtain the dispersion relation in space-time
continuum limit [60]

ω(k, θ) = ±
√
k2 cos θ + 2(1− cos θ) (14)

Therefore, the group velocity vg(k, θ) given by

vg(k, θ) ≡
dω(k, θ))

dk
= ± k cos θ√

k2 cos θ + 2(1− cos θ)
.

(15)
It’s important to note that group velocity is maximum
(equals to 1) at θ = 0 for all k corresponds to identity as
coin operator. The coin parameter θ controls the variance
σ2 of the probability distribution in the position space
and this distribution spreads quadratically faster (σ2 ≈
[1 − t2 sin θ]) in position space when compared to the
classical random walk [61].

Disordered discrete-time quantum walk
There are number of ways to induce disorder in discrete-
time quantum walk that usually lead to localization of
wavefunction [62–67]. Here, we will consider two choices
of disorder — spatial and temporal disorder. The spa-
tial disorder in quantum walk is define by introducing
a position dependent coin operator C(θx) with θx ∈
θ0+{−W/2,W/2} where 0 ≤W ≤ π defines the disorder
strength and θ0 is mean value. Therefore, the evolution
of the state is described by

|Ψ(t+ 1)⟩ = S ·
⊕
x

C(θx)|Ψ(t)⟩ . (16)

In the similar analogy, the temporal disorder in quantum
walk define by introducing a time-dependent coin opera-
tor C(θt) with θt ∈ θ0 + {−W/2,W/2}. The evolution of
the state is given by

|Ψ(t+ 1)⟩ = S · (C(θt)⊗ I)|Ψ(t)⟩ . (17)

While the temporal disorder in quantum walk leads to a
weak localization, the spatial disorder is known to induce
Anderson localization [64]. Although, in both cases,

lim
t→∞

⟨vSD/TD
g ⟩ → 0 (18)

The mean group velocity drops to zero faster for a walk
with spatial disorder resulting in strong localization com-
pared to temporal disorder which leads to weak localiza-
tion. the localization length is usually a function of the
coin parameter θ given as ζ = [ln cos θ]−1. Both of these
disorders have been studied extensively in enhancing the
entanglement and non-Markovianity generated between
the internal and external degrees of freedom [67, 68].

Results
Out-of-time-ordered correlator
We will be interested in the quantities

Cµν(l, t) ≡
1

2

〈
|[Wµ

l (t), V
ν
0 ]|2

〉
=

1

2

〈
[Wµ

l (t), V
ν
0 ]†[Wµ

l (t), V
ν
0 ]
〉 (19)

where µ, ν ∈ {x, y, z} and the operators Wµ
l and V ν

0 are
local operators defined as σµ ⊗ |l⟩⟨l| and σν ⊗ |0⟩⟨0|, re-
spectively.

We consider the function Cµν(l, t) in Eq. (19) for the
discrete-time quantum walk in one-dimension and coin-
angle θ for varying distance l between the initial opera-
tors. Figure 2 shows the numerical results for Cµν(l, t)
at various time slices. We can identify the velocity of
the wavefront as vB = maxk dϵk/dk = maxk vg(k, θ).
In the present case, the OTOC function is “shell-like”.
That is, inside the timelike region, in the long-time
limit, Cµν(l, t) → 0, indicating no scrambling of oper-
ator Wµ

l (t), the vanishing of the Cµν OTOC in the long-
time limit suggests that expansion of Wµ

l (t) in terms of



4

−25−20−15−10 −5 0 5 10 15 20 25
l

0

10

20

30

40

50
t

µ, ν = x, x

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

−25−20−15−10 −5 0 5 10 15 20 25
l

0

10

20

30

40

50

t

µ, ν = x, y

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

−25−20−15−10 −5 0 5 10 15 20 25
l

0

10

20

30

40

50

t

µ, ν = x, z

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

−25−20−15−10 −5 0 5 10 15 20 25
l

0

10

20

30

40

50

t

µ, ν = y, x

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

−25−20−15−10 −5 0 5 10 15 20 25
l

0

10

20

30

40

50

t

µ, ν = y, y

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

−25−20−15−10 −5 0 5 10 15 20 25
l

0

10

20

30

40

50

t

µ, ν = y, x

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

−25−20−15−10 −5 0 5 10 15 20 25
l

0

10

20

30

40

50

t

µ, ν = z, x

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

−25−20−15−10 −5 0 5 10 15 20 25
l

0

10

20

30

40

50

t

µ, ν = z, y

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

−25−20−15−10 −5 0 5 10 15 20 25
l

0

10

20

30

40

50

t

µ, ν = z, z

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

FIG. 2. The function Cµν(l, t) for the discrete-time quantum walk; the system size is L = 100; the coin-angle θ = π/4. We show
data as matrix plot as a function of l and time t (the maximum is set to 0.25 in all cases for better visibility and comparison).
The light cone can be readily identified and corresponds to the maximal quasiparticle group velocity vB = maxk dϵk/dk. In
the timelike region, Cµν(l, t) approaches zero in the long-time limit, indicating the absence of “scrambling”. The dotted lines
shows the light cone corresponding to case vB = 1 corresponding to the case θ = 0

.

Pauli strings does not contain many pauli matrices “in
the middle” of the strings. The feature common to Inte-
grable quantum systems [69]. The disorder (both spatial
and temporal) in a system causes a slowdown in informa-
tion propagation (see Fig. 3). In particular, the spatial
disorder results in Anderson localization which should be
distinguished from MBL phase. The later is known as a
non-interacting phenomenon. As the disorder strength
increase, the shape of the light cone changes from ballis-
tic to confine up to localization length for time t → ∞
showing no information propagation beyond localization
length. As shown in Fig. 3, the spatial disorder leads to
more rapid localization compared to temporal disorder
as we increase disorder strength.

To characterize the localization, we consider inverse
participation ratio (IPR) defined as [70]

IPR(t) =
∑
x

|⟨x|Ψ(t)⟩|4 =
∑
x

p2x(t) (20)

where px(t) is probability of walker being at position x
and time t. The IPR quantifies the number of basis states
that effectively contribute to the system’s time evolution.
Figure 4 shows the IPR calculated in presence of spatial
and temporal disorder for varying disorder strength W .
In presence of disorder, the IPR saturates to a finite value
which increase with disorder strength. The saturation
value is larger in case of spatial compare to temporal
showing that localization is strong in presence of spatial
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FIG. 3. The function Cxx(l, t) for the discrete-time quantum walk in presence of spatial (top) and temporal (bottom) disorder;
the system size is L = 100; the disorder strength W . The disorder average is taken over 500 realizations.
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FIG. 4. Inverse participation ratio calculated for spatial (left)
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W . The disorder average is taken over 500 realizations.

disorder.

K-complexity
Considering the formulation of K-complexity presented
in Sec. for discrete-time evolution, we can show that
the discrete-time quantum walk exhibit linear growth.
We will consider the initial operator to be of the form
O0 = σµ⊗|0⟩⟨0|. At any time t, the operator is given by

Ot = (U†)tO0U
t (21)

where the evolution operator U = S(C ⊗ I). We will
show that the set of operators {O0,O1,O2, . . .} form a
orthogonal basis i.e. (Oi|Oj) = δij . First, we note that
operators {Pij ≡ |i⟩⟨j| : i, j ∈ Z} forms a orthogonal
basis in position Hilbert space Hp. Next, consider the
operator O1 = U†O0U

O1 = (C† ⊗ I · S†)O0(S · C ⊗ I)

= C†
↓σ

µC↓ ⊗ | − 1⟩⟨−1|+ C†
↓σ

µC↑ ⊗ | − 1⟩⟨1|
+ C†

↑σ
µC↓ ⊗ |1⟩⟨−1|+ C†

↑σ
µC↑ ⊗ |1⟩⟨1|

where C↑ = |↑⟩⟨↑| · C and C↓ = |↓⟩⟨↓| · C to unclutter
notation and we used T †

+ = T−. More generally, the evo-
lution of operator |l⟩⟨l| contains the linear combination

of terms |l±1⟩⟨l±1| that are orthonormal to each other.
In what follow, it will prove important to represent the
operators as

O0 = O1 = (22)

where the blue dot represent the presence of term Pij =
|i⟩⟨j| and multiple presence of blue dot represents the
linear combination of these terms in operator expansion.
The inner product between operators Oi and Oj corre-
sponds depends on the expansion term corresponding to
where dot color matches. The inner product between the
operators in Eq. (22) is zero i.e. the operators are or-
thonormal to each other since there are no common blue
dots. At t = 2, 3, the operators given by

O2 = O3 = (23)

which shows (O2|O1) = 0 and (O3|O2) = (O3|O0) = 0.
In general, it follows that (Ot|Ot+1) = 0. If we define a
matrix A such that Anm = (On|Om), it be such that it’s
odd off-diagonal terms are zero. We now prove that even
off-diagonal terms are equal to each other. To show this
consider,

At,t−2 ≡ (Ot|Ot−2) ∝ Tr
(
O†

tOt−2

)
= Tr

(
U†O†

t−1UOt−2

)
= Tr

(
O†

t−1Ot−3

)
≡ At−1,t−3
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as required. In summary, we can write

A =



1 0 A0,2 0 A0,4 · · ·
0 1 0 A0,2 0

. . .

A0,2 0 1 0 A0,2
. . .

0 A0,2 0 1 0
. . .

...
. . . . . . . . . . . .

...


(24)

Therefore, the krylov basis vector |On) given by

|An) = |On)−
∑
i<n

(Oi|On)|Oi) → |On) =
|An)

∥An∥
|A0) = |O0)

|A1) = |O1)

|A2) = |O2)−A02|O0) → ∥A2∥ = 1− |A02|2

|A3) = |O3)−A02|O1) → ∥A3∥ = 1− |A02|2

As the dispersion in discrete-time quantum walk grows
linearly, the amplitude A0,2t ≈ 0, and therefore,
(On|Om) ≈ δnm. It follows that ϕn,t = (On|Ot) ≈ δn,t,
hence the K-complexity given by

K(t) =
∑
n

n|ϕn(t)|2 ∼ t . (25)

In Fig. 5, the numerical analysis is presented for K-
complexity of the discrete-time quantum walk. The norm
of operator |An) saturates at a constant value close to
1 showing that at late-time, the operators |On) are ap-
proximately orthogonal to each-other. Therefore, the K-
complexity obeys a linear growth.

As we seen in Sec. , the introduction of disorder
leads to slowdown in information propagation. The K-
complexity shows the similar localized behavior as OTOC
in which it deviates from linear growth to suppress power
law ∼ t1/δ with δ > 1. In this case, the amplitude A0,2n

goes to zero for large n due to localization at n = 0.
Therefore, the expansion coefficient ϕn,t = (On|Ot) is
non-zero for small n which results in suppressed growth in
complexity. In Fig. 6, the K-complexity is calculated un-
der temporal and spatial disorder in discrete-time quan-
tum walk for increasing disorder strength W . As with
the OTOC, the suppression in K-complexity growth is
smaller in temporal case compared to spatial as result of
strong localization (or AL) in the later case.

Conclusion
In summary, the discrete-time quantum walks are quan-
tum model which can be used to simulate a large number
of phenomenon from quantum many-body physics as well
as for construction of quantum algorithms. There ex-
perimental implementation on wide number of platform

makes them suitable to study theoretical ideas. In this
article, we studied information scrambling in discrete-
time quantum walk using the out-of-time correlators and
K-complexity as probe. The OTOC features the “shell-
like” behavior, in which, at long-time limit, it goes to zero
indicating no scrambling of the operator. The introduc-
tion of disorder (spatial or temporal) results in slowdown
of information scrambling where the shape of light-cone
confines up to localization length. The K-complexity
shows a linear growth which ties to the fact that the
operator at any time is approximately orthonormal to all
operators at previous times. The disorder suppresses the
K-complexity growth resulting its behavior of sub-linear.
While the spatial disorder results in strong localization,
the temporal disorder results in weak localization which
is apparent from the behavior of both OTOC as well as
K-complexity.

We would like to understand the effect of boundary
conditions. In this work, we focused discrete-time quan-
tum walk in infinite-dimensional 1D lattice, but from ex-
perimental point of view, it may be interesting to see the
late-time behavior of these quantities t > L. In ref. [71],
the information scrambling was studied on Clifford quan-
tum cellular automata (QCA). These systems shown to
break ergodicity, i.e., they exhibit quantum scarring. It
was further shown that such a system could exhibit clas-
sical dynamics in some semi-classical limit. While the
discrete-time quantum walks are not the same as QCA,
but they can be regarded as the dynamics of the one-
particle sector of a QCA [72]. Therefore, it be interesting
if the connection between the two results can be made
more direct. In this direction, one should note that Clif-
ford QCAs model studied in ref. [71] also exhibits linear
growth in K-complexity. It follows from the evolution
of operator under Clifford QCAs in which a string of
pauli operators maps to another. Since the pauli opera-
tor form a orthonormal basis, each evolution step gener-
ate a new basis element resulting in linear growth. While
for infinite-dimensional case, this growth will persist for-
ever due infinite dimensional Hilbert space, in case of
finite-dimensional lattice, the growth will stop as the op-
erator get backs to its initial state. Therefore, the linear
growth in K-complexity follows by a sudden decay to
zero followed by repetitive behavior which is refinance of
recurrence dynamics.

In this work, we formulated the K-complexity for the
system with discrete-time evolution. Therefore, it opens
up a way to consider more interesting many-body systems
with discrete-time evolution. One such example could be
random unitary circuits (RUCs) [73], which has been an
active area of research for the past several years. RUCs
have shed light on longstanding questions about thermal-
ization and chaos and on the underlying universal dynam-
ics of quantum information and entanglement [74]. While
several works have explored the dynamics of OTOC in
a number of variants of RUCs [75, 76], the study of K-
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FIG. 6. The K-complexity calculated for discrete-time quan-
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disorder with varying disorder strength W . The disorder is
taken over 500 copies. The dotted lines show the curve cor-
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complexity can further help understand post-scrambling-
time behavior.

From the point of view of discrete-time quantum
walks, which are the basis of many quantum algorithms,
the study of information scrambling could provide the
basis for designing algorithms that can efficiently explore
the Hilbert spaces. In this context, the K-complexity
which describe delocalization of operator in Hilbert space
may be useful. Overall, the study of scrambling in both
discrete-time quantum walks as well as in more generic
systems with discrete-time evolution paves toward new
physics in quantum many-body physics.

Acknowledgement: We wish to thank Aranya Bhat-
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