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Abstract: We consider a truncation of the BMN matrix model to a configuration of two

fuzzy spheres, described by two coupled non-linear oscillators dependent on the mass pa-

rameter µ. The classical phase diagram of the system generically (µ ̸= 0) contains three

equilibrium points: two centers and a center-saddle; as µ→ 0 the system exhibits a pitch-

fork bifurcation. We demonstrate that the system is exactly integrable in quadratures for

µ = 0, while for very large values of µ, it approaches another integrable point characterized

by two harmonic oscillators. The classical phase space is mixed, containing both integrable

islands and chaotic regions, as evidenced by the classical Lyapunov spectrum. At the quan-

tum level, we explore indicators of early and late time chaos. The eigenvalue spacing is

best described by a Brody distribution, which interpolates between Poisson and Wigner

distributions; it dovetails, at the quantum level, the classical results and reemphasizes the

notion that the quantum system is mixed. We also study the spectral form factor and the

quantum Lyapunov exponent, as defined by out-of-time-ordered correlators. These two

indicators of quantum chaos exhibit weak correlations with the Brody distribution. We

speculate that the behavior of the system as µ→ 0 dominates the spectral form factor and

the quantum Lyapunov exponent, making these indicators of quantum chaos less effective

in the context of a mixed phase space.
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1 Introduction and Summary

Chaotic phenomena are ubiquitous in both classical dynamical systems and quantum sys-

tems. Recently, significant connections between chaos, quantum information, and the

quantum aspects of black holes have emerged [1]. A key example of this synergy is the

bound on chaos defined by the quantum Lyapunov exponent [2]. This bound offers a way

to compare black holes and quantum many-body systems as information scramblers, high-

lighting that the saturation of Lyapunov exponents is a common feature of both black holes

and certain quantum mechanical systems.

This framework motivates the search for simple quantum mechanical systems that ex-

hibit maximal chaos, offering insights into certain aspects of black hole physics. This search

is bolstered by The Central Dogma, a viewpoint that has gained prominence through recent

advances in our understanding of black holes. As formulated in [3], The Central Dogma

posits that a black hole, when observed from the outside, can be described by a quantum

system of microstates evolving unitarily over time. The search for the simplest realization

of this Dogma has occupied part of the community since Kitaev’s original proposal in 2015

(see reviews [4, 5]).

Among the simplest quantum mechanical systems capable of exhibiting black hole-like

behavior, one may consider one-dimensional quantum mechanical models. Two notable

examples that potentially display black hole-like characteristics in certain limits are the

Berenstein-Maldacena-Nastase (BMN) matrix model [6] and the Banks-Fischler-Susskind-

Shenker (BFSS) matrix model [7]. The BFSS model has been demonstrated to encapsulate

black hole physics within specific regimes [8], with recent developments and intriguing

avenues highlighted in [9].

In this manuscript, we study a very drastic truncation of the BMN model. One chal-

lenge we encounter is that the resulting system lacks strong chaotic behavior; its phase

space is mixed and, therefore, many traditional indicators of chaos yield conflicting results.

Consequently, we systematically examine chaos indicators at both classical and quantum

levels, focusing on the characterization of weakly chaotic mixed systems. Below, we outline

our principal findings.

1.1 Summary of Results

Classical Chaos

After truncating the BMN model, the dynamics is described by the following Lagrangian:

L =
1

2
ẋ2 +

1

2
ẏ2 − 1

2
(x2 + y2)2 − 1

8
µ2x2 − 1

2
µ2y2 + µy3. (1.1)

• Depending on the value of µ there are either three (for µ > 0) or one (for µ =

0) equilibrium points. The system exhibits a Hamiltonian supercritical pitchfork

bifurcation around µ = 0.
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• We demonstrate that for µ = 0 the system is classically integrable by solving it in

quadratures. When µ is much larger compared to other scales in the problem, as

indicated by Eq. (1.1), the system approximates two decoupled harmonic oscillators.

• While studying classical chaos, we observed a mixed phase space containing both

integrable and chaotic regions, which is a common feature in many dynamical systems.

• For most regions in phase space we show that there is a positive, albeit small, largest

Lyapunov exponent (λL ∼ 10−5); we also find initial conditions leading to strongly

chaotic trajectories with λL ∼ 10−1.

• We argue that the nature of such weak chaos is due to a peculiar switching of trajec-

tories between two attractor points, reminiscent of the original Lorenz mechanism,

albeit in a system that is Hamiltonian (see Figure 7 for detailed explanations).

Quantum Chaos

• We find that the distribution of the energy level spacings, ∆E, is well described by

a Brody distribution

ρ(∆E) = cb (∆E)b exp
(
−cb (∆E)b+1

)
, (1.2)

where cb is a constant. Note that b = 0 describes a Poisson distribution while b = 1

corresponds to a Wigner distribution. The eigenvalue distribution analysis leads to

an almost Poison distribution (integrable) (b ≈ 0) for µ = 0. The value of b then

increases as we increase µ, up to µ = 10, signaling a more chaotic (Wigner-like)

behavior. As we subsequently continue to increase µ the distribution tends to a

Poison-like, signalling integrable behavior. Since the values of b never reach b = 1 we

interpret this fact as an indication of weak quantum chaos.

• We also study the quantum Lyapunov exponent, following the OTOC prescription.

We show that the region of exponential growth of the OTOC is not necessarily well

defined and in some cases it simply does not exist. When we are able to reliably

compute the quantum Lyapunov exponent this way, we obtain λqL ∝ T 0.2. This

behavior is far from the linear-in-temperature one saturating the bound on chaos. We

focus our attention, therefore, on the late-time behavior of the OTOC by performing

a spectral analysis. Interestingly, the spectral decomposition shows that the most

chaotic configuration is for µ = 0 and, as we increase µ, the strength of the indicator

decreases.

• We study the spectral form factor of the model and find that the most chaotic signal

in the decay-ramp-plateau paradigm for strongly chaotic systems is displayed for

µ = 0. As we increase µ the behavior of the spectral form factor starts resembling

the one of harmonic oscillators.
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A summary of our results is sketched in Table 1 which represents the effectiveness of

various classical and quantum chaos indicators to detect chaos.

Chaos Indicator Pattern Strength with µ Detection

Classical Chaos
Largest Lyapunov ↗↘ Int. Chaotic Int. ✓

Phase Space ↗↘ Int. Chaotic Int. ✓

Quantum Chaos
Brody Distribution ↗↘ Int. Chaotic Int. ✓

OTOC ↘ Chaotic Mixed Int. ×
Spectral Form Factor ↘ Chaotic Mixed Int. ×

Table 1: Summary of various chaos indicators at the classical and quantum level for the
BMN matrix model truncated to two fuzzy spheres.

The rest of the manuscript is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce the model

and the particular truncation of interest. In section 3, we discuss classical aspects of this

system and establish that it is weakly chaotic with a mixed phase space. We start the

discussion of quantum aspects of chaos in section 4 with a study of the eigenvalue spacing

distribution. Modern indicators of chaos such as the quantum Lyapunov exponent and the

spectral form factor are discussed in sections 5 and 6, respectively. We conclude in section

7. We discuss aspects of our numerical method in appendix A.

2 The BMN Matrix Model Truncated to Two Fuzzy Spheres

Let us review the BMN matrix model [6] highlighting the salient features that will be

relevant for our analysis. The BMN matrix model is a one-dimensional U(N) gauge theory

composed of matrix-valued variables Xr(t) with r = 1, . . . , 9, a gauge field A and 16

fermions, Ψ; the action of its bosonic sector takes the form:

S =

∫
dt Tr

[
1

2
(DtX

r)2+
1

4
[Xr, Xs]2− 1

2

(µ
3

)2
X2

i −
1

2

(µ
6

)2
X2

a−
µ

3
iϵijkX

iXjXk

]
, (2.1)

where r, s = 1, . . . , 9; i, j = 1, 2, 3 and a, b, c = 4, . . . , 9. The covariant derivative is

DtX
r =

d

dt
Xr − i[A,Xr], (2.2)

where A is a U(N) gauge field.

The equations of motion take the following form:

Ẍi =

9∑
r=1

[[Xr, Xi], Xr]−
(µ
3

)2
Xi − iµ

3∑
j,k=1

ϵijkXjXk,

Ẍa =
9∑

r=1

[[Xr, Xa], Xr]−
(µ
6

)2
Xa. (2.3)
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The Gauss law constraint (coming from the equation of the gauge field A) implies:

0 =

9∑
r=1

[Xr, Ẋr]. (2.4)

The fermionic sector will not play a significant role in our analysis. There are supersym-

metric configurations in this model that play an important role. Let us review the fully

supersymmetric solutions of this action. Imposing that the supersymmetric variation of

the fermion vanishes, δΨ = 0, one finds that the only solutions are [6]:

[Xi, Xj ] = i
µ

3
ϵijk X

k, i, j, k = 1, 2, 3, Ẋi = 0, Xa = 0, a = 4, ..., 9. (2.5)

These solutions are known as ‘fuzzy spheres.’ The reason is that for these matrices

Tr

3∑
i=1

(Xi)2 ∼ µ

3
N, (2.6)

which resembles the equation of a sphere. However, since the ‘coordinates’ are matrices

and are inherently non-commutative, the term ‘fuzzy sphere’ is used. The ‘radius’ on the

right-hand side above is related to the Casimir of the representation. More precisely, the

solutions are labeled by all possible ways of dividing an N -dimensional representation of

SU(2) into irreducible representations. Note that the fuzzy sphere configuration above

becomes trivial in the µ→ 0 limit.

The BFSS model can be regarded as the BMN model in the µ → 0 limit. The BFSS

model is known to suffer from instabilities due to flat directions. For µ ̸= 0, however, there

are no flat directions because each field is effectively massive. In the µ → 0 limit, the

emergence of flat directions has been suggested to be related to black hole evaporation, as

discussed in [10, 11]. The µ→ 0 limit will play a significant role in this work.

There have been numerous studies on classical chaos in matrix models, starting with

Yang-Mills motivated models in [12] and more recently in the context of the BFSS model

[13]. The first exploration of classical chaos within the gauge/gravity correspondence was

presented in [14], with subsequent follow-ups and extensions in [15, 16]. Of particular

relevance to our investigations is the classical analysis of the BMN model given in [17],

which presented various aspects of the classical dynamics and established the presence of

chaos.

We now consider two pulsating fuzzy spheres in the BMN model. Namely, we consider

the following Ansatz for the matrices Xr in terms of 2× 2 matrices [17]:

Xi = y(t)
σi

2
, (i = 1, 2, 3), X7 = X8 = X9 = 0,

Xa′ = x(t)
σa

′−3

2
, (a′ = 4, 5, 6),
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where σi, i = 1, 2, 3 are the Pauli matrices.This configuration bears some resemblance to

the supersymmetric fuzzy spheres described in (2.5). However, there are crucial differences:

(i) our configuration breaks supersymmetry due to its explicit time dependence, and (ii)

the matrices Xa′ do not vanish identically.

The Lagrangian for the effective dynamical variables x(t), y(t) takes the form:

L =
1

2
ẋ2 − 1

8
µ2x2 − 1

2
x4 − x2y2

+
1

2
ẏ2 − 1

2
µ2y2 + µy3 − 1

2
y4.

(2.7)

Effectively, this is a system of two coupled nonlinear oscillators.

2.1 Remarks on Scaling Relations and Regimes

It will be instructive to examine various scaling properties of the action in certain limits.

Note, for example, that for µ = 0 the quadratic and cubic terms in the Hamiltonian vanish

and we end up with:

E = p2x + p2y + x2y2 +
1

2
x4 +

1

2
y4. (2.8)

The resulting system admits the following scaling transformation:

(x, y) 7→ (ℓx, ℓy), t 7→ ℓ−1t, E 7→ ℓ4E. (2.9)

Such scaling, as argued in [18], implies that the Lyapunov exponent scales as λclassical ∝
E1/4 since it has dimensions of inverse time. It was further argued that this classical scaling

is approximately seen in the quantum treatment of the thermal OTOC. In the next section,

we will demonstrate that the µ = 0 system is, in fact, classically integrable with important

implications for the nature of classical and quantum chaos.

It is worth remarking that the general problem has the following scaling property:

(x, y) 7→ (ℓx, ℓy), µ 7→ ℓµ, t 7→ ℓ−1t =⇒ E 7→ ℓ4E (2.10)

Namely, under the re-scaling of the coordinates and parameters above, the energy gets

re-scaled in a similar manner. One could use this scaling symmetry whenever µ ̸= 0 to

set µ ≡ 1 and work with the appropriate dimensionless quantities:
(
x
µ ,

y
µ , µ t,

E
µ4

)
. We will

not necessarily follow this approach here but it provides a useful intuition: there are two

important cases µ = 0 and µ ̸= 0; the former one is integrable and the latter one can be

studied universally as a function of the effective energy, E
µ4 .

The regime of large values of µ is also interesting. Note that when µ is the largest scale

we roughly have two harmonic oscillators around (x = 0, y = 0). This regime breaks down

when x, y ∼ µ in which case the terms µ2x2, µy3 and x4, y4 become of the same order.
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Therefore, for very small and very large values of µ the system is nearly integrable. In

the next sections, we are going to provide a systematic analysis of the dynamical system

given by (2.7).

3 Classical Chaos: Mixed Phase Space

The Hamiltonian corresponding to Lagrangian (2.7) is:

H =
1

2
p2x +

1

2
p2y +

1

8
µ2x2 +

1

2
x4 + x2y2 +

1

2
µ2y2 − µy3 +

1

2
y4 , (3.1)

and the corresponding Hamiltonian equations of motion are:

ẋ = px , (3.2)

ẏ = py , (3.3)

ṗx = −1

4
µ2x− 2x3 − 2xy2 , (3.4)

ṗy = −µ2y + 3µy2 − 2x2y − 2y3 . (3.5)

The equilibrium points are determined by the vanishing of the equations of motion above.

There are either three or one equilibrium points, for µ ̸= 0 or µ = 0, respectively. All

of these equilibria are located at zero momenta (px = 0, py = 0) and x = 0. Note that

the conditions x = 0 and y = const., precisely agree with the supersymmetry conditions

described in equation (2.5). Note also that the size of the supersymmetric fuzzy sphere is

given by the equilibrium value of y. The appearance of supersymmetry at the equilibrium

points of our system precisely checks our intuition regarding stability of dynamical systems

admitting supersymmetry.

More precisely, the system exhibits a Hamiltonian supercritical pitchfork bifurcation.

For µ = 0 there is a unique equilibrium at y = 0. If we increase µ beyond zero, there appear

three equilibria; one located at y = 0 (with eigenvalues λ1,2 = ±iµ/2 and λ3,4 = ±iµ), a
center at y = µ (with eigenvalues λ1,2 = ±iµ/2 and λ3,4 = ±iµ), and also a center-saddle

at y = µ/2 (with eigenvalues λ1,2 = ±
√
2µ/2 and λ3,4 = ±i

√
3µ/2).

Integrability of the µ = 0 case

Since for µ = 0 all the eingenvalues of the dynamical system vanish, linearizing the vector

field around the origin does not help in understanding the dynamics near the equilibrium

points. Fortunately, the µ = 0 case happens to be integrable. In order to verify this,

let us start by writing the Lagrangian (2.7) for µ = 0 in polar coordinates:

L =
1

2
ẋ2 +

1

2
ẏ2 − 1

2
(x2 + y2)2

=
1

2

(
ρ̇2 + ρ2θ̇2

)
− 1

2
ρ4 .

(3.6)
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Note that the Lagrangian does not depend explicitly on time, neither on the coordinate θ,

implying that the energy and angular momentum are conserved quantities:

E =
1

2
ρ̇2 +

J2

2ρ2
+

1

2
ρ4 ,

J = ρ2θ̇ , (3.7)

with the natural effective potential

Veff ≡ J2

ρ2
+ ρ4 , (3.8)

which is plotted in Figure 1 for different angular momenta. Therefore, this case can be

1 2 3 4

50

100

150

Figure 1: Plot of the effective potential for µ = 0 and values of the angular momentum
J = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 (from bottom to top).

integrated, with the general solution given by quadrature,

t =

∫
dρ√

2E − Veff
. (3.9)

Note now that for zero angular momentum from expressions (3.7) and (3.8) we get the

ordinary differential equation,
dρ̄

dτ
= ±

√
1− ρ̄4 , (3.10)

where we denoted τ ≡ (2E)1/4 t and ρ̄ ≡ ρ/(2E)1/4. For a positive (negative) sign of the

square root and the real-valued ρ̄ ∈ [0, 1), this equation has a stable (unstable) fixed point

at ρ̄ = 1. Note also that ρ̄ can reach zero value, but with a finite derivative. For this case

the exact solution of (3.9) is given by

τ = F (arcsin(ρ̄)| − 1) , (3.11)

where F (ϕ|m) is the elliptic integral of the first kind. The corresponding behavior may

be better understood by noting that, since ρ̄ < 1, the integrand in (3.9) can be reliably
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approximated by 1/(1− 0.5ρ̄4) and the corresponding solution is written as

τ = f(ρ̄) = 2
1
4

[
arctan

(
2−

1
4 ρ̄

)
+ arctanh

(
2−

1
4 ρ̄

)]
. (3.12)

The graph of the inverse of function f(ρ̄) is presented in Fig.2. A concrete example of the

Figure 2: Solution for µ = 0 and angular momentum J = 0.

corresponding dynamics for variables (x, y) is shown as the dark curve in the phase-space

projections shown in Figure 3. So, for this case, trajectories with zero angular momentum

(a) Projection on (x, y). (b) Projection on (y, py)

Figure 3: Projections of the phase-space for µ = 0. The dark curve corresponds to J = 0.
Two other trajectories with finite angular momentum are included, but only one of them
is visible in each figure.

behave like if the equilibrium at the origin of the phase-space was a center, with orbits in

the (x, y)-plane bouncing radially between the two points with ρ̄ = 1 and periodic orbits

lying entirely in a regular two-dimensional torus in the full four-dimensional phase space.

A slightly more complex behavior arises for finite angular momentum. As it can be

discerned from Figures 1 and 3, trajectories are now elliptical orbits precessing about the

origin. In the full 4-dimensional phase-space these periodic orbits lie on a KAM-torus. It

must be noticed that there are three curves plotted with different colors in each one of these
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figures. As already mentioned the dark one corresponds to J = 0, with initial conditions

(xi, pxi , yi, pyi) given by (2.,−0.1, 2,−0.1). Two more are included with (2.,−0.1, 2, 0.1)

and (2.000001,−0.1, 2, 0.1), respectively. Since from them only one is visible, it means that

no divergence of nearby trajectories is observed.

Bifurcation and chaos for µ ̸= 0

The bifurcation taking place when changing from µ = 0 to a finite value can be better

understood by considering the potential corresponding to Hamiltonian (3.1),

V (x, y;µ) =
1

8
µ2x2 +

1

2
µ2y2 − µy3 +

1

2
x4 +

1

2
y4 + x2y2 . (3.13)

First, it must be noted that it has a Z2 symmetry with respect to x for any value of µ. For

µ = 0 this is also the case in the y direction, therefore, since the system is Hamiltonian,

the solutions correspond to closed iso-level curves around the minimum, as it was shown

in the previous subsection. Now, for µ ̸= 0, as represented in Fig.4, the Z2 symmetry

Figure 4: Section of the potential for x = 0 as a function of µ. Note how the one extremum
at µ = 0 turns into three extrema as µ increases.

for y is broken by the µy3 term and the behavior of the solutions depends on the initial

configuration.

If initial conditions are set such that E(xi, pxi , yi, pyi) ≫ Vmax = µ4/25, then very large

values of xi and yi were used.1 It means that the dominant terms in the potential (3.13)

are the quartic ones, so that the high-energy regime can be understood as a small deviation

from the exactly integrable µ = 0 case. This is shown in Figure 5 where four solutions

1Another possibility is the total energy initially being dominated by the kinetic terms. However, because
of energy conservation, in such a case there will be a time when the corresponding solution will reach a
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Figure 5: Four solutions for µ = 1 and E ≫ Vmax.

for µ = 1 are presented with initial conditions (xi, pxi , yi, pyi) given by (0.,−20, 0.45µ, 0.),

(0.000001,−20, 0.45µ, 0.), (0.,−20, 0.55µ, 0), (0.000001,−20, 0.55µ, 0). For all these cases

Vmax = 0.03125. For the solutions with xi = 0, E = 200.030628125, while for the ones

with xi = 0.000001, E = 200.0306281250003. For each solution a different color was used

in this plot, but only two curves are visible, each one starting at a different side of the

maximum. This means that solutions with very close initial conditions here are practically

indistinguishable. The E ≫ Vmax regime emphasizes that µ is the smallest scale in the

problem and the system behaves qualitatively similar to a small deformation of the µ = 0

system.

Conversely, the case E < Vmax can be intuitively understood as the regime of large

µ, that is, when µ is the largest scale in the problem. This regime is approximately in-

tegrable and the system is well described by two slightly perturbed harmonic oscillators,

as can be inferred from the effective potential (3.13). In other words, the solutions will

follow periodic orbits in the full four-dimensional phase space around the corresponding

equilibria, i.e., either around the minimum at (0, 0) or around the minimum at (0, µ). This

is shown in Figure 6 where four solutions for µ = 10 are presented with initial condi-

tions (xi, pxi , yi, pyi) given by (0.,−2, 0.45µ, 0.), (0.000001,−2, 0.45µ, 0.), (0.,−2, 0.55µ, 0),

(0.000001,−2, 0.55µ, 0). For all these cases Vmax = 312.5. For the solutions with xi = 0,

E = 308.28125, while for the ones with xi = 0.000001, E = 308.28125000003. Again,

though four different colors were used, only one curve is visible at each side of the max-

imum, implying that solutions with very close initial conditions remain practically indis-

tinguishable.

point with low kinetic energy and high potential values.
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Figure 6: Four solutions for µ = 10 and E < Vmax.

Now, if E(xi, pxi , yi, pyi) ≈ Vmax from below, then two orbits starting very close to each

other may slowly drift apart because the initial separation will increase while getting closer

to the saddle point corresponding to Vmax. This explains the chaotic behavior arising

in this system when E ≈ Vmax from above. If starting to the left of the maximum at

(0, 0.5µ), orbits initially precess around the minimum at (0, 0), eventually reaching the

maximum with non-zero momenta, then they cross to the neighborhood of the minimum

at (0, µ), circling it until eventually crossing the maximum back into the neighborhood of

the minimum at the origin. The interesting feature here is that the number of cycles a

solution will do around each minimum (the time it will take to cross over the maximum)

is very sensitive to the initial conditions because orbit instability due to the presence of

the saddle point is now exponentially amplified by the irregular crossing from left to right,

and viceversa. As an example, in Figure 7 we present two solutions for µ = 5 with initial

conditions (xi, pxi , yi, pyi) given by (0.,−3.45, 0.45µ, 0.), (0.000001,−3.45, 0.45µ, 0.), which

corresponds to Vmax = 19.53125. For the solution with xi = 0, E = 25.093828125, while

for that with xi = 0.000001, E = 25.093828125008. As it is shown in the left panel, after

37 time units the solution represented by the dark curve remains circling around the origin,

while the one represented by the light curve has crossed over the maximum once. After

the light curve bounces back to the left, both trajectories, which started very close to each

other, keep circling the origin, but now following distinctly different paths. Later on, after

44 time units the solution represented by the dark curve also crosses to the right of the

maximum. This behavior continues on and renders the distance between the trajectories

ever larger. Obviously, the same behavior will be observed if the initial conditions are set

to the right of Vmax.
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(a) Projection on (y, x) after t = 37 units. (b) Projection on (y, x) after t = 44 units.

Figure 7: Projections of the phase-space for µ = 5. Two solutions with very close initial
conditions are presented at different times.

According to the discussion above, we expect for solutions of system (3.5) to exhibit

mixed behavior, with the ratio of regular to chaotic volumes of the phase space (which we

will judiciously denote as b) determined by the value of µ. For very low µ most of the

orbits will be cycling high above Vmax, while for very large µ many of the orbits will be

cycling around each potential well. Therefore, it seems like there exists a critical value of

µ for which the phase-space reaches maximal disorder, i.e., there is a maximum for b.

3.1 Classical Lyapunov Spectrum

In classical mechanics, a quantity often used to characterize the complexity of the phase-

space dynamics (regularity and chaos) is the largest Lyapunov exponent (LLE). It is a

measure of the average amount of divergence between nearby trajectories, i.e., a positive

LLE indicates sensitive dependence on the initial conditions, one of the common properties

of chaos. For a Hamiltonian system, there is a whole spectrum of Lyapunov exponents

characterizing the deformation of a ball defined by a set of initial conditions as the system

evolves determined by Hamilton equations. According to Liouville’s theorem, the sum of

all these exponents must be zero.

In contrast to the classical examples given in the site accompanying the book [19],

Hamiltonian systems exhibiting mixed behavior cannot be characterized by a unique LLE.

As explained in the previous subsection, whether nearby solutions of system (3.5) in average

diverge depends on the region of the phase space probed by the initial conditions. In

general, given a value of µ, in the high and low energies regimes initially close orbits will

not diverge exponentially, while for energies E(xi, pxi , yi, pyi) ≈ Vmax from above they

will exhibit sensitive dependence on initial conditions. Several examples of the LLE and

Lyapunov spectrum for different initial conditions and values of µ are given in Table 2.

Taking into account the finite precision of the numerical outputs, the results presented

in this table are consistent with the mixed dynamics of the system, as described in the

previous subsection.

To calculate the LLE we implemented the algorithm detailed by Sprott in [19] and
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Vmax = 0 x px y py

µ = 0
Initial conditions 0.1 0.06 0.0 0.4430
E = 0.09997
LLE 0.00005
Lyapunov spectrum 0.00012 9.9e-5 -9.2e-5 -0.00013

Vmax = 0.5 x px y py

µ = 2

Initial conditions -0.2 0.1 0.0 0.4289
E = 0.11778
LLE 0.00007
Lyapunov spectrum 0.00015 9.3e-5 -8.5e-5 -0.00016
· · ·
Initial conditions -0.2 -1.0 0.0 0.1842
E = 0.53776
LLE 0.06540
Lyapunov spectrum 0.07110 0.00013 -0.00013 -0.07110

Vmax = 5000.0 x px y py

µ = 20

Initial conditions 0.4 0.0 0.0 12.0
E = 80.0128
LLE 0.00063
Lyapunov spectrum 0.00082 6.3e-05 -8.1e-05 -0.00081
· · ·
Initial conditions 0.4 75.0 0.0 -75.0
E = 5633.0128
LLE 0.20614
Lyapunov spectrum 0.17444 0.00189 -0.00190 -0.17441

Table 2: Largest Lyapunov exponent (LLE) and Lyapunov spectrum for several values of
µ and different initial conditions.

tested it with the examples there provided in the book. The Lyapunov spectrum was

determined using a version of the algorithm proposed in Ref.[20]. It was tested with the

examples provided in Sprott’s book [19]. The LLE and the Lyapunov spectrum are quan-

tities defined asymptotically, so for obtaining reliable values we solved Eqs.(3.5) using an

implementation of the Dormand-Prince scheme which combines methods of third, fifth

and eighth orders to adapt the stepsize, ensuring the numerical error to be within a given

tolerance. In turn, we use energy conservation to set the parameters of the Dormand-

Prince method. Moreover, since asymptotically the largest positive value in the Lyapunov

spectrum must converge to the LLE, both quantities were used to tune the numerical cal-

culations of each other (though, because of the difference between the numerical methods,

one should expect these numbers to be only approximately equal ), taking also into account

that the sum of the exponents in the spectrum must be zero (again, within the bounded

precision of the numerical calculations).
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4 Quantum Chaos: Eigenvalue Statistics

Since the Schroedinger equation is linear, it implies that the randomness inherent to a

classically chaotic system will not be exhibited by the straightforward time-evolution of its

quantum counterpart. Nevertheless, two conjectures due to Berry-Tabor [21] and Bohigas-

Giannoni-Schmit [22] allowed to take a significant step into the distinction of quantum

versions of regular and chaotic classical systems. More specifically, the properly normal-

ized eigenvalue spacings (differences between consecutive eigenvalues, ∆E), for a generic

integrable system are distributed according to a Poisson distribution,

ρ(∆E) = e−∆E , (4.1)

while for a classically chaotic system, the difference of neighboring eigenvalues is expected

to obey the same statistics as for eigenvalues of an ensemble of real symmetric random

matrices with independent identically distributed entries. Generically, this is the same

probability distribution of the spaces between points in the spectra of nuclei of heavy atoms,

i.e., it follows the Wigner surmise:

ρ(∆E) =
π∆E

2
e−

−π(∆E)2

4 . (4.2)

Energy level statistics of mixed quantum systems whose classical dynamics are partly

regular and partly chaotic are harder to describe. The distinctive feature between the two

paradigmatic distributions is the nature of the level repulsion for low eigenvalues present

in the chaotic case. For mixed systems, it is convenient to consider the following Brody

distribution:

ρ(∆E) = cb (∆E)b exp
(
−cb (∆E)b+1

)
, (4.3)

where cb ≡
[
Γ
(
b+2
b+1

)]b+1
is a constant [23, 24]. The distribution (4.3) interpolates between

Poisson (b = 0) and Wigner (b = 1) distributions. As anticipated in section 3, the value of

b gives us an estimation of the ratio of regular to chaotic volumes of the phase space.

For accurate statistical analyses of the distribution of eigenvalue spacings, it is crucial

to properly account for symmetries present in the system. Symmetries can create inde-

pendent sub-spectra with different statistical properties within the full spectrum. For the

Hamiltonian (3.1), x → −x invariance means that we can label the eigenstates as having

either even or odd parity with respect to the x-coordinate. It is also very important to

remove the global trends in the spectrum, allowing to focus on local fluctuations. In our

study, taking this into account is particularly relevant because results from the classical

analysis in Sec.3 point to levels with Ei ≈ Vmax as playing a special role, which can be

obscured by the global properties of the spectrum. Unfolding is a technique commonly used

to ensure that we can compare the local statistical properties of the spectrum with theo-

retical predictions, such as those from Random Matrix Theory. It is also very important

to take into account that the unfolding procedure is not unique. The spacings statistics is
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µ 0 2 5 10 20

b (even) 0.06 0.20 0.39 0.19 0.13

b (odd) 0.08 0.18 0.42 0.21 0.12

Table 3: Bestfit values of Brody parameter b as function of µ.

very sensitive to the choice of the unfolding function in polynomial unfolding. Therefore,

we tested different methods and settings, finally choosing a configuration yielding results in

better agreement with the analysis in Sec.3. Summarizing, for our study we first decouple

Hamiltonian (3.1) into matrices corresponding to each symmetry class. Then we solve the

corresponding Schrödinger equations using the numerical method described in details in

Appendix A. Finally, for each subset of eigenvalues {Ei}, we use a polynomial interpolation

as a smooth approximation of the corresponding spectral staircase function. This allows

to map the original eigenvalues to unfolded eigenvalues. Then we fit the histogram of the

spacings of consecutive {Ei}unf , using Huber weights to reduce the influence of the outliers

on the fitting process. We test the strength of expression (4.3) by introducing an additive

parameter ϵ to measure the departure of data statistics from Brody distribution. In all of

the considered cases we obtained |ϵ| < 10−3. Since the largest difference between Poisson

and Wigner distributions arise at the smaller spacings, where the density is close to 1, then

any additive correction to (4.3) can be neglected.

The obtained best-fit values of the Brody parameter b for some values of µ are presented

in Table 3. In turn, the density distribution behavior corresponding to these values can

be observed in Figures 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12. For µ = 0 the spacings statistics, for even

(a) Even modes, b = 0.06. (b) Odd modes, b = 0.08.

Figure 8: Spacings distribution for µ = 0.

and odd modes, closely follows a Poisson density distribution. This picture starts to slowly

change as µ is increased, as can be observed, for instance, in Figure 9, where the results for

µ = 2 are shown. Moving up, for µ = 5 the density distribution (Fig.10) looks very much

like that predicted by Wigner surmise. However, as it can be observed in Fig.11, increasing

µ further leads back to distributions with lower b. Finally, the spacings statistics for cases

with large µ are practically indistinguishable from those with µ = 0 (for instance, µ = 20

in Fig.12 ).

Within the precision of the numerical calculations, this behavior of the density distri-
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(a) Even modes, b = 0.20. (b) Odd modes, b = 0.18.

Figure 9: Spacings distribution for µ = 2.

(a) Even modes, b = 0.39. (b) Odd modes, b = 0.42.

Figure 10: Spacings distribution for µ = 5.

(a) Even modes, b = 0.19. (b) Odd modes, b = 0.21.

Figure 11: Spacings distribution for µ = 10.

(a) Even modes, b = 0.13. (b) Odd modes, b = 0.12.

Figure 12: Spacings distribution for µ = 20.
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bution of the quantum eigenvalues is in agreement with the classical analysis presented in

Sec.3. There it was proved that at µ = 0 the system is integrable, for small values of µ the

solutions can be reasonably approximated by the µ = 0 quadrature, while for large values

of µ the system behaves as two decoupled harmonic oscillators, thus approaching another

integrable limit.

5 Quantum Lyapunov Exponents from OTOC

Let us briefly recall how the quantum Lyapunov exponent is typically introduced. A useful

probe of the early development of quantum chaos is motivated by the quantum butterfly

effect as described in [25]. Namely, one estimates the strength of such effects by considering

the following quantity:

C(t) = −
〈
[W (t), V (0)]2

〉
, (5.1)

where ⟨·⟩ ≡ Z−1tr[e−βH ·] denotes the thermal expectation value and β is the inverse

temperature. Physically, the commutator squared diagnoses the effect of perturbations

by generic operators V on later measurements of W . For chaotic quantum systems, C(t)

grows exponentially up to a time scale, dubbed ‘Ehrenfest’ or scrambling time t∗, at which

the initial perturbation has spread out within an O(1) fraction of the system’s degrees of

freedom. The quantity C(t) can be expressed as a combination of time-order and out-of-

time-order (OTOC) correlators. The former are insensitive to chaos, as they decay at a

shorter time scale, the dissipation time td, such that ⟨V (0)V (0)W (t)W (t)⟩ ∼ ⟨V V ⟩⟨WW ⟩+
O(e−t/td). The OTOCs, on the other hand, can evolve over longer times. Specifically, the

chaotic properties of (5.1) can be diagnosed by computing

f(t) =
⟨V (0)W (t)V (0)W (t)⟩

⟨V V ⟩⟨WW ⟩
. (5.2)

For chaotic systems with a large number of degrees of freedom Ndof, there can be a para-

metrically large hierarchy between the scrambling and dissipation times. This allows for

a time window td ≪ t ≪ t∗ during which (5.2) may exhibit a well-defined exponential

evolution, such that

f(t) = 1− f0
Ndof

eλLt +O(N−2
dof) . (5.3)

Analogous to classical chaos, the exponent λL in (5.3) is referred to as the quantum Lya-

punov exponent; it obeys a universal bound [2]

λL ≤ 2π

β
, (5.4)

which is saturated for field theories with Einstein gravity duals.2 The dissipation time here

is set by the lowest quasinormal mode of the host black hole td ∼ β, while t∗ ∼ β logNdof.

2The bound is saturated in both the closed and open string sectors. In the former case, it can be
attributed to the scattering of gravitons in the near-horizon region [26]. In the latter, it results from the
scattering of an infinite tower of string excitations, which effectively mimic single graviton exchange [27].
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In quantum mechanical systems with few degrees of freedom, there is generally no

significant hierarchy between the scrambling and dissipation times. As a result, depending

on other scales of the problem, a regime of exponential evolution may or may not exist,

and the quantum Lyapunov exponent may or may not be well-defined. Our goal here is to

investigate this issue within the context of the truncated BMN matrix model.

To compute the OTOC in a quantum mechanical system we follow the algorithm

outlined in [28]. For concreteness, and by analogy with the classical case, we pick the

operators as V = p̂ and W = x̂. The calculation requires us to compute the energy

spectrum, En, and the matrix elements, xnm, which we obtained numerically, to very high

accuracy. Details of these numerical calculations are given in Appendix A. We compute the

microcanonical commutator squared cn(t) ≡ −⟨n|[x̂(t), p̂(0)]2|n⟩ which can be expressed as:

cn(t) =
∑
m

bnm(t)b∗nm(t) , (5.5)

bnm(t) =
1

2

∑
k

xnkxkm(Ekme
iEnkt − Enke

iEkmt) , Enm ≡ En − Em . (5.6)

Finally, we compute the thermal expectation value

C(t) = Z−1
∑
n

e−βEncn(t) . (5.7)

5.1 Microcanonical and Thermal OTOC

To calculate the OTOC in the quantum mechanical system of interest, we follow the strat-

egy outlined in [28] and reviewed earlier. There are several important numerical aspects

that need clarification.

First, let us discuss the criteria used to truncate the spectrum consistently. To es-

timate the number of eigenvalues we need to keep to achieve numerically stable results,

we utilize the Boltzmann factor, e−En/T . Note that precisely this factor enters in going

from the microcanonical OTOC to the thermal OTOC (5.7). Clearly, the number of terms

needed depends on the temperature, with higher temperatures requiring more terms for

a given precision. Typically, for higher eigenvalues En, this Boltzmann factor is close to

zero. We numerically considered non-vanishing terms with a tolerance of 10−3. Due to

computational limitations, we focused on temperatures T ≤ 8 for µ = 0, 2, 5. In these

cases, the contributions of the Boltzmann factor to the thermal OTOC come only from

n ≤ 200 = Ntrunc. For larger values of µ = 10, . . . , 20, Ntrunc is much smaller as the

temperature is raised and the numerical requirements are less stringent.

The next step is to introduce a truncation levelMtrunc in the sum over the subindex m

in the microcanonical OTOC (5.5). For the selected value of Ntrunc as described above, we

start by plotting the microcanonical OTOC with small values ofMtrunc and then gradually

increase it. The appropriate truncation level for computing the thermal OTOC is identified

at the point where the microcanonical curves converge. In our case, Mtrunc = 300 for
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Figure 13: Short-time behavior in the logarithmic scale for microcanonical OTOC (first
column) and thermal OTOC (second column). A weak exponential growth is observed as
a scaling region in the microcanonical plots for some values of n. For the thermal OTOC
there is no clear linear growth.

µ = 0, 2, 5. For µ = 10, 20 smaller values of Mtrunc suffice. With these parameters at hand,

we then proceed to compute and plot both the microcanonical and thermal OTOC.

Following (5.3), we then look for an exponential growth in the plot of C(t). Identifying

this range of exponential growth in time from our model is one of the main technical

challenges we face. The numerical results of our study are displayed in Fig. 13 and Fig. 14,

which show the temporal evolution of the microcanonical (left panels) and thermal OTOC

(right panels) on a linear-logarithmic scale for µ = 0, 2, 5 and µ = 10, 20 respectively. We
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 14: Short-time behaviour in the logarithmic scale for microcanonical OTOC (first
column) and thermal OTOC (second column).

first explored the microcanical OTOC plotting this function for several values of n < 200.

For µ = 0 and 2, the behavior of the curves is diverse but for some values of n a slight linear

growth between t = 2 and t = 4 is observed as shown in Fig. 13a for n = 30 and in Fig. 13c

for n = 90, 120. On the other hand, for µ = 5 there is a distinct scaling region for several

values of n within the small interval between t = 1 and t = 2 as depicted in Fig. 13e. For

µ = 10, 20 the microcanonical OTOC is predominantly characterized by strong oscillations.

For the thermal OTOC, we plotted the functions for several values of the temperature

and we did not observe a clear exponential growth. Initially, all curves exhibit strong

fluctuations between 0 ≤ t ≤ 2 which we attribute to dissipation. For T = 1 CT (t) does

not show significant growth and continue to display strong oscillations. For T = 3 the best

fit behavior in the range 2 ≤ t ≤ 10 appears to be a power law. As the temperature is

raised, the curves exhibit a minor step-like increase around 1.5 ≤ t ≤ 1.7, with this effect

more pronounced for µ = 5. It may be inferred that there is a brief period of exponential

growth in CT (t) for 2 ≤ t ≤ 3.5 before transitioning to a power law behavior. However, this

interval is too short to definitively distinguish between exponential and power law growth.

Despite these challenges, we conducted an exponential fit for µ = 0 using Least-Square

regression. The Lyapunov exponent was fitted with the power law function λ = uT v. The

behavior for temperatures T = 3, 3.5, . . . , 7 is depicted in Fig. 15 with u = 0.22, v = 0.19

and a sum of squares of 6.7× 10−6.

– 21 –



0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
T0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

0.35
λ(T)

μ=0, T=3,...,7,

u=0.22

v=0.19

data

model: λ(T) = u Tv

Figure 15: The Estimation of the Lyapunov exponent λ for µ = 0 by fitting the curves
to the model CT (t) = aetλ(T ) between t = 2− 3.5

.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 16: Late-time plots of the thermal OTOC.

5.2 Late-time Behavior of OTOC

We have examined the growth phase of the OTOC, yet this appears to be a transient

and challenging region to unequivocally characterize. Several studies have noted that for

systems lacking maximal chaos, and few-body systems, the late-time behavior of the OTOC

may serve as a more suitable indicator of sub-maximal chaos. A systematic approach has

been recently proposed in [29, 30], with further discussion in [31]. For a broader review of

OTOCs in quantum chaos, particularly focusing on late-time dynamics, refer to [32].

In Fig. 16 we depict the behavior of several representative OTOCs up to times t =

2000. The curve for µ = 10 shows quasi-periodic oscillations at early times, roughly below

– 22 –



(a)
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Figure 17: Frequency participation in the late-time OTOC signal

t = 700. However, it transitions to irregular behavior at later times, approximately 750 ≲
t ≲ 2000. In contrast, for µ = 20, the behavior appears to remain periodic throughout.

The plots in Fig. 16 are, of course, inherently difficult to interpret directly. In Fig.

17 we present the amplitude spectrum corresponding to the late-time data of the thermal

OTOC shown previously in Fig. 16. This spectrum illustrates the frequency components

contributing to the time signal derived from the late-time OTOC.

From Fig. 17 it is evident that as we increase the temperature for any value of µ,

the number of frequencies contributing to the signal decreases. This can be interpreted

straightforwardly: higher temperatures lead to a more monochromatic signal, indicating

less chaos. Moreover, as µ increases from µ = 0 to µ = 20, Fig.17 shows a similar trend

where fewer frequencies participate in the signal. Essentially, higher values of µ correspond

to less chaotic behavior in the late-time OTOC signal.
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6 Spectral Form Factor

As a final probe of quantum chaos, we will explore the behavior of the spectral form factor

(SSF), a quantity constructed from the analytically continued partition function.

The motivation for considering this observable also stems from studies of black holes,

particularly from the observation that the behavior of horizon fluctuations in large anti-de

Sitter (AdS) black holes mirrors the random matrix dynamics seen in quantum chaotic

systems [33]. This study relies on the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model, a simplified rep-

resentation of a black hole, whose Hamiltonian is given by

H =
1

4!

∑
a,b,c,d

Jabcdψaψbψcψd . (6.1)

Here ψi are Majorana fermions and J are random couplings satisfying a Gaussian distri-

bution. By employing numerical methods, [33] precisely characterized the random matrix

behavior of the SYK model at early and late times, utilizing the SSF as a diagnostic tool.

The spectral form factor is defined as follows:

g(t) = Z(β + it)Z(β − it) , (6.2)

where Z(β) is the standard thermal partition function,

Z(β) ≡
∑
i

e−βEi . (6.3)

Assuming the energy spectrum is chaotic, the SSF exhibits a universal slope-ramp-plateau

pattern, which is exactly reproduced by the SYK model [33], as shown in Fig. 18 below.

⟨g(t)⟩J

Jt

slope

ramp

plateau

Figure 18: Typical log-log plot of the spectral form factor in the SYK model, matching
the expectation from 2d gravity [33]. The brackets ⟨·⟩J indicate an ensemble average over
the space of couplings. When the average is taken over a large sample, the late-time
fluctuations become softer and ultimately disappear (alternatively one can also consider
an average over short time scales).

The initial “slope” regime can be explained by fluctuations about the naive saddle point
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in the gravity background (analogous to a quasinormal mode analysis), and is consistent

with self-averaging (factorization) so that ⟨|Z(β + it)|2⟩J ≈ |⟨Z(β + it)⟩J |2. The “ramp”

and “plateau” are not self-averaging, but are in agreement with the expectations of random

matrix theory. The linear ramp results from a 1/(E − E′)2 term in the correlator of the

eigenvalue density ⟨ρ(E)ρ(E′)⟩, reflecting long-range repulsion between eigenvalues. The

plateau arises from a modification of this power law when the energy differences are of the

order of the typical level spacing E − E′ ∼ e−S . This transition takes place at a time of

order the inverse of this spacing, t ∼ eS .3

It is important to juxtapose the aforementioned slope-ramp-plateau pattern with sys-

tems that exhibit complete integrability. As a simple example, consider the quantum

harmonic oscillator, where the energy levels are given by

Ei =

(
i+

1

2

)
ω . (6.4)

A brief calculation yields,

Z(β) =
eβω/2

eβω − 1
, g(t) =

1

2 cosh(βω)− 2 cos(βt)
, (6.5)

unveiling a distinct periodicity in time within the SSF —see Fig. 19 below.

0.1 0.5 1 5 10 50 100

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

g(t)

t

Figure 19: Typical log-log plot of the spectral form factor in the quantum harmonic
oscillator. For the plot we have set parameters β = 1, ω = 1.

It is worth highlighting that unlike the SYK model, our system does not involve dis-

order or averaging. Instead, it comprises two coupled non-linear oscillators. The questions

surrounding disorder averaging, factorization, and wormholes are significant open questions

introduced by the SYK model, but may not necessarily be universally applicable to our

understanding of black holes. Notably, insights from higher dimensional Conformal Field

3Recently it was argued that this late-time behavior and the non-factorization could be explained by the
appearance of wormholes as saddles of the gravitational path integral [34, 35]. The argument involves the
connection between the spectral form factor and the second Renyi entropy of the time evolved thermofield
double state, which involves the so-called “replica” wormholes. These geometries arise in the context of the
information paradox and are required to obtain a Page curve consistent with unitarity.
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Theory (CFT) descriptions of black holes offer no indication of these features.

Our overarching aim is to discern which lessons from simple models are genuinely

universal in quantum mechanical models with gravity duals. In this context, it is pertinent

to note that the distinct slope-ramp-plateau pattern has also been observed in systems with

deterministic spectra, obviating the need for disorder or averaging [36–38]. For instance,

a simple logarithmic spectrum augmented by a noise term exhibits both energy repulsion

among eigenvalues and a linear ramp in the SFF, and can be derived from a normal mode

analysis of black hole stretched horizons. Consequently, our objective is to ascertain if a

similar pattern manifests in the system of two oscillators under our consideration.

Computationally, it is easy to obtain the spectral form factor (6.2) once we know the

spectrum of the system. We compute the spectrum numerically, following the methods

outlined in Appendix A, and use (6.2) to estimate the SSF using up to 104 eigenvalues.

Higher order eigenvalues will only affect the SSF at very long time scales, provided we work

at moderate temperatures. The deviations from our results in this regime are nevertheless

uninteresting, as the SSF is dominated there by fluctuations over the final plateau, which

approaches the long time average g(t) ∼ Z(2β).

It is worth noting that the spectrum can be split into two non-interacting sets, even

and odd, respectively, given the symmetry x → −x of the interaction potential. In Fig.

20 we plot the SSF obtained in the even sector. Similarly, the results for the odd sector

are depicted in Fig. 21. In both cases we observe a clear transition between “chaotic”

to “integrable” behavior as we increase the value of the coupling µ. However, considering

the findings from the previous sections, it is tantalizing to interpret the aforementioned

behavior as a consequence of the instability of the system at µ→ 0, rather than a genuine

manifestation of quantum chaos.

A couple of final remarks are in order: first, for very small µ we precisely reproduce

the scaling g(t) ∝ 1/t3 found in random matrix theory [33]. It is quite remarkable that in a

system with only two degrees of freedom we observe such a behavior, though we emphasize

this should be attributed to the instability of the system. Second, the slope is generally

power law, instead of linear, which indicates some deviations over random matrix theory

at intermediate times. We speculate this may be a manifestation of the mixed nature of

the phase space for the system under consideration.

7 Discussion and Outlook

In this manuscript, we investigated a system resulting from a truncation of a stringy matrix

model conjectured to be dual to a certain gravity theory. We characterized the phase space,

finding it to be mixed with an exact integrable point for µ = 0 and chaotic behavior for

any non-zero µ. When µ is significantly larger than other scales in the problem, the system

simplifies to two decoupled harmonic oscillators and exhibits approximate integrability.

At the quantum level, we observed that the Brody distribution accurately reflects the

nature of the classical chaos. The parameter b, characterizing the eigenvalue distribution
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Figure 20: Spectral form factor computed with the even eigenvalues for β = 1 and various
values of µ, showing a transition between “chaotic” to “integrable” behavior.
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Figure 21: Spectral form factor computed with the odd eigenvalues for for β = 1 and
various values of µ, showing a transition between “chaotic” to “integrable” behavior.

as an interpolation between Poisson and Wigner, nicely dovetails the classical results.

Specifically, very small and very large values of µ yield Poisson-like distributions, whereas

intermediate values of µ align more closely with Wigner distributions.

We have also accurately identified a puzzling situation: the µ = 0 system is classically

integrable, yet some of the indicators of quantum chaos have turned out positive. Let us,

therefore, discuss the two quantum chaos indicators whose results disagree with the classical

analysis of chaos: the quantum Lyapunov exponent as computed from the OTOC and the

spectral form factor.

There have been various studies on the behavior of the OTOC demonstrating expo-

nential growth in systems that are not classically chaotic. For instance, in [39], the authors

examined the inverted harmonic oscillator and observed exponential growth of the OTOC.

Our model aligns well with this paradigm, particularly for µ = 0, where the presence of flat

directions renders the system unstable. Other instances of exponential growth in OTOCs

due to instabilities in integrable systems have been documented in several contexts [40–44].

To gain deeper insights into the nature of quantum chaos in our system, we conducted
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a study of the late-time behavior of the OTOC. We observed that for µ = 0, the system

exhibits more irregular behavior compared to higher values of µ, where regularity increases.

Regarding our analysis using the spectral form factor, we identified a clear transition from

chaotic behavior at µ = 0 to integrable behavior at large µ. These findings align with

previous studies, such as those on the two-body Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model, which also show

a transition in the spectral form factor from an exponential ramp in integrable systems to

a linear ramp in chaotic systems [45].

Our collective results can be interpreted within a coherent framework consisting of

three distinct regions:

1. At µ = 0, the system is integrable but unstable, leading to an exponential growth of

the OTOC and a distinct slope-ramp-plateau pattern in the SFF without exhibiting

chaos or scrambling behavior.

2. For non-zero but moderately small values of µ, the system exhibits classical and

quantum chaos.

3. At very large values of µ, the system approaches integrability at the classical level

and becomes stable, resulting in a decrease of all quantum chaos indicators.

This breakdown provides a clear understanding of how the behavior of the system evolves

with respect to the parameter µ.

Future directions

Let us conclude by highlighting some natural future directions. The ultimate goal is to

find quantum chaotic behavior, compatible with a gravitational interpretation, in simple

quantum mechanical systems. There are three main directions may be worth exploring:

• Our truncation to only two effective degrees of freedom may be too drastic to capture

gravity-like behavior, which is typically associated with theories possessing a large

number of degrees of freedom. We hope that by retaining increasingly more degrees

of freedom, gravity-like behavior could emerge. An intriguing question concerns the

minimal number of degrees of freedom necessary to start detecting gravity-like phe-

nomena such as, for example, the saturation of the bound on chaos. We expect to

report on these efforts elsewhere. An optimistic outlook stems from recent studies,

such as the investigation of SU(N = 3) in the BFSS matrix model [46], which re-

ported finding conformal behavior in correlators. Recall that in the large-N limit,

the gauge/gravity correspondence predicts a particular scaling behavior in the IR re-

gion for the two-point correlators of operators corresponding to certain supergravity

modes. More recently, the necessary number of qubits required to uncover certain

black hole features was estimated in [9] to be about 7000, corresponding to N = 16.
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• Our setup is equipped with the necessary ingredients to compute von Neumann en-

tropies. For example, we can trace over one of the two oscillators to generate a

reduced density matrix. Under suitable conditions, this setup could reveal a form

of a Page curve, mirroring quantum information phenomena in black hole evapo-

ration. More broadly, exploring information-theoretic quantities in stringy matrix

models more comprehensively could yield valuable insights. Specifically, studying

the BFSS model (µ = 0) could facilitate direct comparisons with gravitational data,

as demonstrated in previous works [8, 47]. These investigations hold promise for

deeper understanding at the intersection of quantum mechanics and gravity.

• Lastly, we could analyze other indicators of quantum chaos, to further characterize

mixed phase spaces. A promising avenue is quantum complexity, particularly Krylov-

based measures of complexity [48–50]. Historically, complexity was introduced in the

context of black holes to address the puzzle of why black hole interiors continue to

grow after scrambling [51]. Since then, numerous proposals for holographic complex-

ity have been proposed, with ‘complexity=volume’ and ‘complexity=action’ being

the most prominent ones [52, 53]. While a direct mapping between these propos-

als and boundary notions complexity remains elusive, recent work has linked Krylov

state complexity to ‘complexity=volume’ [54], within the context of 2-dimensional

JT gravity and the double-scaled SYK model. Moreover, Krylov-based complexity

measures have been effectively employed in quantum mechanical models to discern

between integrable and chaotic behaviors [55–60] (see [61] for a review).
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A Numerical Methods

Here we provide some details pertaining to our numerical methods. We conveniently sep-

arate the Hamiltonian into an unperturbed free part and a perturbation, by writing it
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as

Ĥ = Ĥ0 + Ṽ (x, y),

Ĥ0 ≡ −1

2

d2

dx2
− 1

2

d2

dy2
+
α4x2

2
+
β4y2

2

Ṽ (x, y) ≡ x4

2
+
µ2x2

8
+ x2y2 +

y4

2
− µy3 +

µ2y2

2
− α4x2

2
− β4y2

2
. (A.1)

where α and β are arbitrary (real) parameters. As a consequence of this splitting, Ĥ0 is

the Hamiltonian of a two–dimensional harmonic oscillator. Clearly, the eigenvalues and

eigenfunctions for Ĥ0 are

Ĥ0Ψn,m(x, y) = EnmΨn,m(x, y), Enm ≡
[(
n+

1

2

)
α2 +

(
m+

1

2

)
β2

]
,

Ψn,m(x, y) = ψn(α, x)ψm(β, y), ψn(α, x) = e−
1
2
α2x2

√
2−n α√
πn!

Hn(xα). (A.2)

In order to solve accurately the Schrödinger equation for the full Hamiltonian

ĤΦn,m(x, y) = En,mΦn,m(x, y), (A.3)

we may expand the eigenfunctions Φn,m(x, y) in the basis of eigenfunctions of Ĥ0

Φn,m(x, y) =
∑
n,m

cn,mΨn,m(x, y), (A.4)

where both terms in the r.h.s. of the equation depend on the parameters α and β

Key numerical improvement: Although this expansion is valid for any (real) value of

the parameters, (α, β), it is desirable to select values for which the convergence of the

expansion is faster: in this case a given precision can be achieved with a smaller number

of terms (see [62–64] for more details on this method). .

Before describing the procedure that we have adopted to select the parameters, it is

worth noting that Ṽ (x, y) is even with respect to x → −x and therefore one can split the

basis into two sets

Ψeven
nm (x, y) = Ψ2n,m(x, y), Ψodd

nm(x, y) = Ψ2n+1,m(x, y) (A.5)

In this way, we can calculate separately the even and odd (in x) eigenfunctions of

eq. (A.3). By using the appropriate decomposition in eq. (A.4), and working with a finite

number of element of the basis of Ĥ0 (either even or odd in x), we obtain a matrix repre-

sentation for Ĥ. The matrix element of Ĥ are obtained explicitly in terms of the matrix

elements ⟨n|x2r|l⟩ and ⟨n|x2r+1|l⟩, r = 0, 1, 2, . . .. Notice that the initial Hamiltonian (and

therefore both its eigenvalues and eigenfunctions) is independent of the parameters, α and

β, but the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions obtained using any finite–dimensional represen-
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tation will necessarily have a spurious dependence on the parameters. For this reason, a

careful identification of the optimal values of α and β is needed in order to suppress this

artificial dependence and thus obtain more precise numerical results, while working with a

finite number of elements.

A crucial observation is that the trace of Ĥ, which is invariant under unitary transfor-

mations, should be independent of the basis (and therefore of the parameters specifying the

basis). However, if one works with a finite number of states, the trace displays an artificial

dependence of the parameters. In previous works, refs. [62–64], it has been observed that

one can minimize this dependence by selecting the parameters that are solutions of the

equations
dTN
dα

= 0,
dTN
dβ

= 0, (A.6)

where TN is the trace of the Hamiltonian in the truncation defined by N . This procedure

allows one to work with a nearly optimal basis, with a limited computational cost (the

identification of the optimal parameters does not require the diagonalization of the matrix).

In the bulk of the paper we consider large sets of the form Nx = 300 and Ny = 300,

leading to sparse matrices (even and odd) of size approximately 45000× 45000.
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