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We study operator dynamics in Brownian quantum many-body models with q-local inter-

actions. The operator dynamics are characterized by the time-dependent size distribution,

for which we derive an exact master equation in both the Brownian Majorana Sachdev-

Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model and the spin model for general q. This equation can be solved

numerically for large systems. Additionally, we obtain the analytical size distribution in the

large N limit for arbitrary initial conditions and q. The distributions for both models take

the same form, related to the χ-squared distribution by a change of variable, and strongly

depend on the initial condition. For small initial sizes, the operator dynamics are charac-

terized by a broad distribution that narrows as the initial size increases. When the initial

operator size is below q−2 for the Majorana model or q−1 for the spin model, the distribu-

tion diverges in the small size limit at all times. The mean size of all operators, which can

be directly measured by the out-of-time ordered correlator, grows exponentially during the

early time. In the late time regime, the mean size for a single Majorana or Pauli operator for

all q decays exponentially as te−t, much slower than all other operators, which decay as e−t.

At finite N , the size distribution exhibits modulo-dependent branching within a symmetry

sector for the q ≥ 8 Majorana model and the q ≥ 4 spin model. Our results reveal universal

features of operator dynamics in q-local quantum many-body systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Exciting experimental progress on quantum simulators [1] calls for a theoretical understand-

ing of the universal long-time quantum many-body dynamics beyond the paradigm of quantum

thermalization [2–5]. In a generic interacting many-body system, the quantum state undergoes

unitary time evolution, and keep evolving even after the local density matrix reaches equilibrium.

Beyond thermalization, the universal aspect of the unitary dynamics manifests in non-local degree

freedom, through entanglement generation [6–8] in the Schrodinger picture and operator growth

in the Heisenberg picture [9–11].

In the Heisenberg picture, operator growth refers to how a simple local operator, such as a single

Pauli or Majorana operator, becomes non-local under unitary dynamics. The size of the operator
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is directly related to the out-of-time ordered correlator (OTOC) [12], which is commonly used as

a diagnostic tool for scrambling dynamics [13, 14]. The OTOC can be seen as a type of Green’s

function defined on a 4-fold Keldysh contour and has been extensively studied in a variety of many-

body models and measured on various quantum simulation platforms [15–20]. A typical Heisenberg

operator involves a superposition of operators with different sizes and is thus characterized by a

distribution of size. The operator size distribution provides a more detailed probe of scrambling

dynamics than the mean size, revealing the full spectrum of operator growth during unitary time

evolution [21–26], as well as in open systems [27, 28]. Furthermore, the operator size distribution

is directly tied to the fidelity in quantum many-body teleportation protocols [29–34] and thus has

a significant quantum information application. Recently, it has been proposed that the operator

size distribution can be directly measured in quantum quench experiments [35].

We study the operator size dynamics using a class of quantum many-body models known as

the Brownian model [36–47], which is driven by external dephasing noise and can be regarded as

a continuous-time version of random quantum circuits [48]. Specifically, we consider the Brownian

Majorana Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model [39] and spin models with q-body interactions. It

is known that, after a random average, one can derive an exact master equation describing the

operator size distribution [21, 37, 41], which can be simulated classically for large system sizes.

In this work, we introduce a new method to simplify the derivation of the master equation and

extend previous results to arbitrary q-body interactions. After the random average, the real-time

dynamics of the Brownian model is governed by the imaginary time evolution of an emergent

Hamiltonian on multiple replicas. We show that the emergent Hamiltonian can be mapped to

a classical master equation by a similar transformation. Based on the master equation, we also

develop an analytical theory of operator size dynamics in the large N limit for arbitrary q and

initial operators, by combining the exact early-time results of the master equation with the long-

time continuum limit. Remarkably, we find that the size distributions for the Majorana model

and the spin model take the same form, connecting to the χ-squared distribution f by a change of

variable.

p(x, t) = fm0/λ(z)
dz

dx
, fm0/λ(z) =

1

Γ(m0/λ)
e−zzm0/λ−1 (1)

where m0 is the size of the initial operator and λ equals q − 2 and q − 1 for the Majorana and the

spin model, respectively. The new time-dependent variable z is related to the original size density

x as

z = xeq
eλ(t

∗−t)

λ
(−1 + (1− x/xeq)−λ), t∗ =

1

λ
(logN − log λ) (2)
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where t∗ is the scrambling time and xeq is the equilibrium value of the mean size. It equals 1/2 in

the Majorana model and 3/4 in the spin model. Once λ and xeq are fixed, the operator dynamics

of the Majorana model and the spin model are characterized by the same size distribution at all

times in the large N limit.

Through both numerical simulations and analytical methods, we demonstrate that the size of

the initial operator significantly affects the long-time dynamics:

• Due to the χ-squared distribution, the Heisenberg operator of a small initial size m0 is

characterized by a broad distribution.

• When m0 < λ, the size distribution retains a sharp peak at small sizes that diverges as

xm0/λ−1 at all times.

• The width of the distribution decreases as m
−1/2
0 as the initial size increases.

• The mean size of all operators grows exponentially as eλt in the early time, and the rate,

known as the Lyapunov exponent, equals λ defined above.

• The mean size of a single Majorana operator or a single Pauli operator decays as te−t in the

late time for arbitrary q, independent of λ, while all other operators decay exponentially as

e−t.

Our results reveal new universal features of operator dynamics in q-local quantum many-body

systems.

II. OPERATOR SIZE DISTRIBUTION

We first review the standard definition of operator size for spin systems and Majorana systems.

A. Spin systems

In a system of N spin 1/2, any operator can be expanded in a complete basis of operators called

Pauli strings,

O =
∑

α(S)S. (3)

A Pauli string S is a tensor product of N local Pauli operators σx, σy and σz, and identity operator

I,

S = s1s2 · · · sN , si ∈ {σxi , σ
y
i , σ

z
i , Ii} (4)
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There are a total of 4N Pauli strings. These Pauli strings satisfy the following orthonormal relation,

1

2N
tr(SS ′†) = δSS′ (5)

Therefore, the normalization of W is related to the expansion coefficient as,

1

2N
tr(OO†) =

∑
S

|α(S)|2. (6)

This norm does not change during unitary Heisenberg time evolution and is set to 1 conventionally.

As such,
∑

|α(S, t)|2 can be interpreted as a time-dependent probability distribution.

The operator size can be understood as the support of an operator, i.e., how many sites this

operator acts on. Therefore, a Pauli string has a definite operator size, which equals the number of

local Pauli operators in the string. An operator O is a superposition of Pauli strings with different

sizes. We can define an operator size distribution from the expansion coefficient by grouping all

Pauli strings of the same size. Denote S(m) as a Pauli string of size m. Then the operator size

distribution is,

P (m) =
∑
S(m)

|α(S(m))|2, (7)

and we have
∑
Pm = 1 from the normalization of the Heisenberg operator. An initial local operator

has a small size. As time increases, the operator spreads over the system, and the operator size

distribution shifts toward large sizes, signaling the operator growth. In the long run, assuming

every Pauli string becomes equally probable, the operator size distribution becomes a binomial

distribution

lim
t→∞

P (m, t) =
1

4N
3m
(
N

m

)
(8)

Of course, this is without considering any conserved quantity that brings constraints on the operator

dynamics.

Formally, the operator size is measured by a super operator M =
∑

Mi, where each term acts

on a regular operator as

Mi(O) =
3

4
O − 1

4
(σxi Oσ

x
i + σyiOσ

y
i + σziOσ

z
i ). (9)

One can verify that Mi(Ii) = 0 and Mi(σ
s
i ) = σsi . Hence Mi checks whether the local operator at

site i is an identity or a Pauli operator, and M counts the number of local Pauli operators, i.e.,

the size of the operators. Any Pauli string S is an eigenoperator of the super operator M and the

eigenvalue is its size,

M(S(m)) = mS(m). (10)
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The expectation value of size for a general Heisenberg operator O(t) is

⟨m⟩ = 1

2N
tr(O(t)†M(O(t))) =

∑
m

P (m, t)m (11)

Plugging in M gives,

⟨m⟩ = 1

4

∑
i,s

(
1− 1

2N
tr(O†(t)σsiO(t)σsi )

)
(12)

Each term in the summation is an out-of-time-ordered correlation function (OTOC) [12].

B. Majorana systems

In fermionic systems without symmetry, such as charge conservation, it is more convenient to

use Majorana operators. In a system of N Majoranas, a complete basis of operators consists of

Majorana strings S, which are products of local Majorana operators

S = χi1 · · ·χim , i1 < · · · < im (13)

where χi is the Majorana operator on site i. These 2N Majorana operators satisfy the anticommu-

tation relation,

{χi, χj} = 2δij . (14)

The coefficient 2 is introduced so that χ2
i = 1 and each Majorana string has the same norm. The

Majorana strings obey the following orthonormal relation

1

2N/2
tr(S†S ′) = δSS′ (15)

The operator size in Majorana systems, closely following that in spin systems, simply counts

the number of Majorana operators in the string. The operator size distribution is the probability

of all Majorana strings of size m appearing in the operator expansion. In this case, the size super

operator is

M =
∑
i

Mi, Mi(O) =
1

2
O − 1

2
χiPOPχi (16)

where Mi checks whether the operator locally contains χi. The parity operator P is included to

cancel out the extra sign due to the anti-commutation relation between the Majorana.

Similar to the spin system, the expectation of the size for a general Heisenberg operator in the

Majorana system is directly related to the OTOC,

⟨m⟩ = 1

2N
tr(O(t)†M(O(t))) =

1

2

∑
i

(
1− 1

2N/2
tr(O†(t)χiPO(t)Pχi)

)
(17)
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III. CONDITIONS FOR CLASSICAL SIMULATION OF OPERATOR SIZE

DISTRIBUTION

The goal of this work is to study universal features of the operator size distribution in interacting

q-local quantum many-body systems. In general, calculating the size distribution for systems re-

quires solving Schrodinger’s equation in an exponentially large Hilbert space, which is a formidable

task, even though the size distribution only has N +1 components. Therefore one usually can only

study operator size distribution in small systems using exact diagonalization or in some large N

semi-classical limit. However, there exists a class of random quantum many-body model, in which

by taking advantage of the random average, one can describe the dynamics of operator size dis-

tribution by an exact stochastic process which can be simulated classically [37, 49]. We also note

that operator dynamics can be solved exactly in certain strongly interacting non-random quantum

systems beyond exact diagonalization, such as dual unitary circuits [50–52].

In the following, we discuss sufficient conditions for the classical description to emerge in ran-

dom quantum systems. In both Majorana and spin systems, the operator size distribution for a

Heisenberg operator O(t) is

P (m, t) =
1

D2

∑
S(m)

|tr(S(m)O(t))|2, (18)

where S(m) are Majorana/Pauli strings of size m defined in Sec. II, and D is the Hilbert space

dimension. It is common in the literature to simplify the notation using replica notation by

operator-state mapping. Define the super unitary operator on four replicas U = U ⊗U∗ ⊗U ⊗U∗.

Then P (m) is the overlap between two operator-states on four replicas,

P (m, t) =
1

D2

∑
S(m)

⟨S(m) ⊗ S(m),†|U(t) |O ⊗O†⟩ . (19)

We also introduce the following tensor network notation for the size distribution,

P (m, t) =
1

D2 U UU∗ U∗

O O†

S(m),† S(m)

(20)
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The dashed line presents summing over S(m) for a fixed m. Using the completeness relation of the

operator basis S, we have

P (m, t) =
1

D4

∑
S(m),S′,S′′

⟨S(m) ⊗ S(m),†|U(t) |S ′ ⊗ S ′′†⟩ ⟨S ′ ⊗ S ′′†|O ⊗O†⟩. (21)

We state two conditions on the 4-replica super operator U to derive a classical stochastic equation

for the operator size distribution:

1. The super unitary operator U after disorder average is closed in the Hilbert space spanned

by |S ⊗ S†⟩,

⟨S ⊗ S†|U |S ′ ⊗ S ′′†⟩ = ⟨S ⊗ S†|U |S ′ ⊗ S ′†⟩ δS′S′′ . (22)

Without random average, U acts on the four replicas independently, and this condition

is never satisfied. Below, we use U to represent the super unitary operator after random

average.

2. The matrix element of the super unitary operator ⟨S ⊗ S†|U |S ′ ⊗ S ′†⟩ does not depend on

the specific operator strings but only on their sizes. As a result, U is closed in a much smaller

Hilbert space spanned by the basis called operator size basis,

|ψm⟩ = 1

DD(m)1/2

∑
S(m)

|S(m) ⊗ S(m),†⟩ , (23)

where D(m) is the number of basis operator strings of size m.

By applying the first condition, P (m, t) can be significantly simplified as follows,

P (m, t) =
1

D4

∑
S(m),S′

⟨S(m) ⊗ S(m),†|U(t) |S ′ ⊗ S ′†⟩ ⟨S ′ ⊗ S ′†|O ⊗O†⟩

=
1

D4

∑
S(m),S(m′),m′

⟨S(m) ⊗ S(m),†|U(t) |S(m′) ⊗ S(m′),†⟩ ⟨S(m′) ⊗ S(m′),†|O ⊗O†⟩
(24)

Then applying the second condition gives rise to a stochastic equation

P (m, t) =
∑
n

Am,m′(t)P (m′, t = 0), Am,m′(t) =

√
D(m)

D(m′)
⟨ψm|U(t) |ψ′

m⟩ (25)

The matrix A is related to U by a similar transformation. One can verify that
∑

mAm,n(t) = 1

and Am,n ≥ 0 and it is indeed a stochastic matrix.

We note that the first condition above on its own is sufficient to derive a stochastic equation

for the operator dynamics. The dimension of the resulting stochastic matrix is exponentially
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large as it applies to all the components |α(S)|2. Then the stochastic equation cannot be solved

straightforwardly but nevertheless can be sampled using classical Monte Carlo [49]. The second

condition is to reduce the dimension of the stochastic matrix from exponential to linear in system

size.

IV. BROWNIAN MODELS AND EXACT MASTER EQUATIONS FOR OPERATOR

SIZE DISTRIBUTION

A. General structure

There are many ways to generate a random unitary ensemble, such as through random quantum

circuits where each gate is selected from a random ensemble, or using a time-dependent Hamiltonian

driven by noise. Let us focus on the latter case, and consider a class of models known as the

quantum Brownian model [36], described by,

H(t) =
∑
A

JA(t)XA, JA(t) = 0, JA(t)JA′(t′) = JδA,A′δ(t− t′) (26)

for some Hermitian operators XA and the corresponding random coefficients JA(t), which are

uncorrelated for different operators and times. The unitary time evolution generated by this

Hamiltonian is U = T exp(−i
∫
H(t)dt). Since the Hamiltonian is uncorrelated, one can take

the random average independently at each time slice. As a result, the super unitary operator

becomes an imaginary time evolution operator for an effective static Hamiltonian acting on four

replicas [40, 42, 44],

U = exp(−Ht), H =
J

2

∑
A

(Xa
A −X∗,b

A −Xc
A −X∗,d

A )2, (27)

where the superscript a ∼ d labels each of the four replicas. One can derive this result by expanding

the infinitesimal time evolution exp(−iHdt) to the second order and then random averaging the

coefficients over the four replicas. The effective Hamiltonian has a few nice properties worth

mentioning here. First, it is positive because the super unitary operator U must be bounded at

late times. Second, the effective Hamiltonian has at least two zero-energy ground states that each

term shares and thus is frustration free. These two ground states are inherited from the identity

operator, which remains static under unitary time evolution. Third, the Hamiltonian is invariant

under permutations within forward/backward replicas or exchanging forward and backward replicas

combined with time reversal [53].
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Imposing the two conditions discussed in Sec. III on the super unitary operator is equivalent to

imposing them on the effective Hamiltonian. If these conditions hold, the dynamics of the operator

size distribution are described by a master equation whose dimension is linear in the system size,

d

dt
P⃗ (t) = AP⃗ (t), Am,m′ = −

√
D(m)

D(m′)
⟨ψm|H |ψm′⟩ . (28)

The matrix A and the effective Hamiltonian in the operator size basis are related by a simple

similar transformation.

B. Exact master equations for q-local Brownian Majorana model and spin model

1. Models

We consider all-to-all connected q local Brownian Hamiltonian for both Majoranas [39] and

spins. For Majoranas, the operators XA in the general Hamiltonian Eq. (26) are chosen to be all

Majorana strings of size q, and there are
(
N
q

)
terms in the Hamiltonian

H(t) =
∑

iq/2Ji1···iq(t)χiiχi2 · · ·χiq (29)

Recall that χi is the Majorana operator acting site i. These operators satisfy the anicommutation

relation {χi, χj} = 2δij . The factor of 2 is introduced so that every Majorana string has the same

norm.

For the spin model, the operators XA are all Pauli strings of size q, and there there are 3q
(
N
q

)
terms in the Hamiltonian

H(t) =
∑

J
s1···sq
i1···iq (t)σs1i1 σ

s2
i2
· · ·σsqiq (30)

where σs for s = 1 ∼ 3 are the usual Pauli matrices. The spin model with q = 2 was introduced

in [36].

Now we show that the effective Hamiltonian for the Brownian Majorana and spin model has a

closed subspace spanned by the operator basis |S ⊗ S⟩, thus satisfying the first condition. Notice

that the operators XA appearing in the Brownian Hamiltonian are also Majorana/Pauli strings of

length q. ThereforeXA commutes or anticommutes with S, andX2
A = I. The effective Hamiltonian

acts on the state |S ⊗ S†⟩ as,

1

2
(Xa

A −X∗,b
A +Xc

A −X∗,d
A )2 |S ⊗ S†⟩ = 4 |S ⊗ S†⟩ − 4 |XAS ⊗ S†XA⟩ (31)



11

when XA anticommutes with S and zero when they commute. Observe that the product XAS is

also a Pauli/Majorana string. Therefore H satisfies the first condition. Furthermore, the effective

Hamiltonian acts on all the operator strings of the same size equivalently, and therefore its matrix

element only depends on the size of the operator strings, satisfying the second condition. Based

on the discussion in Sec. III, these two conditions ensure that one can derive an exact master

equation Eq. (28) describing the operator size dynamics in the Brownian majorana/spin model.

We note that due to some emergent symmetry of the Majorana model [42], one can obtain the

entire spectrum of H beyond the operator size basis for very large system sizes.

Now we derive the matrix elements ⟨ψm|H |ψm′⟩ to get the master equation. Since the matrix

element ⟨S(m) ⊗ S(m)†|H |S(m′) ⊗ S(m′)†⟩ only depends on m and m′, we have

Am,m′ = −

√
D(m)

D(m′)
⟨ψm|H |ψm′⟩ = − 1

D2

∑
S(m)

⟨S(m) ⊗ S(m)†|H |S(m′) ⊗ S(m′)†⟩ . (32)

This is proportional to the number of operator strings of size m generated by acting the effective

Hamiltonian on a single string of size m′.

2. Majorana master equation

For simplicity, we first consider the Majorana model, where XA = (i)q/2χi1 · · ·χiq . The operator

XA, which contains an even number of Majorana operators, anticommutes with S(m) when they

share an odd number of Majorana operators, denoted n. There are a total of
(
m
n

)(
N−m
q−n

)
such

operators XA. The size of XAS(m) is m+ q − 2n. Then we obtain the exact master equation:

∂tP (m) =
∑

n∈odd,1≤n<q

γnχ(m+2n− q)P (m+2n− q)− γnχ(m)P (m), γnχ(m) = 4Jχ

(
N −m

q − n

)(
m

n

)
.

(33)

where γnχ(m) is the transition rate from operators of size m to operators of size m + q − 2n. We

set Jχ, the variance of random coefficients in the Brownian Hamiltonian, to

Jχ =
N

4q

(
N

q

)−1

. (34)

This choice aligns with the standard SYK model [54]. From the perspective of the master equation,

this normalization ensures that γn=1(m) = m, independent of N and q in the large N limit. In

particular γn=1
χ (1) = 1.

Due to fermionic parity conservation, the size change must be an even number. Furthermore,

when q/2 is odd, the Hamiltonian is odd under time reversal K, which is simply complex conjugate,
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because of the phase factor iq/2. As a result, the unitary time evolution commutes K, and therefore

the Heisenberg operator must transform the same way under time reversal as the initial operator.

The time reversal and parity conservation imply that the operator size change must be a multiple

of 4 when q/2 is odd, as shown by the master equation. As a result of the symmetry consideration,

the master equation is divided into 2 and 4 decoupled sectors for even q/2 and odd q/2, respectively.

We emphasize that the time reversal and parity conservation are not exclusive to the Brownian

nature of the model but also apply to the static SYK model.

We note that, while we focus here on the effective Hamiltonian H within the subspace spanned

by the operator size basis |ψm⟩, it is possible to study the entire spectrum of H. This is because

after disorder averaging the full Hilbert space splits into exponentially many subspaces, whose

dimensions scale at most as N2 due to an emergent SU(2)⊗SU(2) algebra for general q [42].

3. Spin master equation

Now we turn to the Brownian spin model. To our knowledge, its master equation has only been

derived for q = 2 so far in the literature [21, 36, 37]. Without loss of generality, consider a Pauli

string S(m) that m σz on the first m sites and identities in the remaining sites. First, XA, a Pauli

string of size q, needs to anticommute with S(m) so that Eq. (31) is not zero. This requires that

XA contains an odd number of σx and σy in the first m site. In XA, any σ
z in the first m site

decreases the operator size while any Pauli operator beyond the first m sites increases the operator

size. It is convenient to parameterize the size change as q − 2n+ 1 for integer n ranging from 1 to

q. From combinatorics, the number of generated operators of size m+ q − 2n+ 1 is

γnσ (m) = 4J
∑
nz

22n−2nz−13nz+q−2n+1

(
m

nz

)(
N −m

nz + q − 2n+ 1

)(
m− nz

2n− 2nz − 1

)
(35)

where nz is the number of σz in the first m site, 2n− 2nz − 1 is the number of σx and σy operator

in the first m site, and nz + q − 2n + 1 is the number of Pauli operator beyond the first m site.

This series formally sums to a generalized hypergeometric function but can be evaluated efficiently

for a given q. We choose the normalization of Jσ as

Jσ =
N

8q3q−1

(
N

q

)−1

. (36)

With the chosen normalization of Jχ in Eq. (34) and Jσ, the transition rates γ(1)(m) corresponding

to the largest size increase are the same in both models. In the Majorana model, the largest size

increase of XASm is q− 2, which occurs when XA shares a single Majorana with S(m). In the spin
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model, the largest size increase is q − 1, when XA and S(m) overlap on one site and have different

Pauli operators on that site. The master equation of the spin model takes a similar form as the

Majorana model but with the transition rate described above.

∂tP (m) =
∑

1≤n≤q

γnσ (m+ 2n− 1− q)P (m+ 2n− 1− q)− γnσ (m)P (m). (37)

For odd q, the change of the operator size must be an even number because the Hamiltonian is

odd under time reversal given by T = K
∏
σyi . As a result, the master equation is divided into

two decoupled sectors for odd q.

C. Large system numerics

One can directly obtain the time-dependent operator size distribution by solving the master

equations for very large system sizes as the dimension scales linearly with N . The numerical

results for N = 5000 are presented in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 for the Majorana model and the spin

model, respectively. (In principle, one can solve the master equation for N as large as 108 by taking

advantage of the sparse matrix and Krylov subspaces, or even larger using Monte Carlo sampling.)

As time increases, the size distribution shifts away from the initial value and gradually converges to

the steady distribution centered at 1/2 for Majorana or 3/4 for Pauli, where every Majorana (Pauli)

string becomes equally probable within their symmetry sector. During intermediate times, the

operator size is characterized by a broad distribution. In the Majorana model, at q = 4, the peak

around the initial value survives for a long time for a single Majorana initial operator but decays

quickly for a double Majorana initial operator. Conversely, at q = 6, the initial peak persists for

both initial conditions. In the spin model, the initial peak decays quickly for both initial conditions

at q = 2, but persists for a single Pauli initial operator at q = 3. As the size of the initial operator

increases, the width of the size distribution decreases for both Majorana and spin systems, shown

in Fig. 3.

The numerical results indicate that the size distribution has a rich dependence on the initial

operator and the value of q, with distinct differences between the Majorana and the spin model.

These findings underscore the need for an analytical understanding of the size distribution for

both Majoranas and spins. While a large N solution has been derived for a single Majorana initial

operator [25] and a single Pauli initial operator at q = 2 [21], analytical solutions for general cases

are still lacking.
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FIG. 1. Numerical results of the Majorana operator size distribution for different initial operators and q by

directly simulating the exact master equation in Eq. (33). As time increases, the weight of the distribution

shifts from the initial value close to 0 to the steady value at 1/2. (a) The initial operator is a single Majorana

operator with size 1, and q is 4. The distribution displays two peaks, one at the origin and one at the steady

value at 1/2. (b) Same as (a) but for a double Majorana operator with size 2. (c) The initial operator is a

single Majorana operator with size 1, and q is 6. (d) Same as (c) but for a double Majorana initial operator.

At q = 6, both initial conditions lead to two peaks in the size distributions.

V. SOLVING THE MASTER EQUATIONS IN THE LARGE N LIMIT

To explain the interesting features presented in the numerical results and to develop a systematic

understanding of the operator size dynamics for general q and initial operators, we aim to develop

an analytical solution to the master equation. Unfortunately, an exact solution is not feasible.

Instead, we seek a solution valid in the large N limit.

Before going into the details, let us first outline our approach. Initially, the dynamics are
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FIG. 2. Numerical results of the spin operator size distribution for different initial operators and q by

directly simulating the exact master equation in Eq. (37). As time increases, the weight of the distribution

shifts from the initial value close to 0 to the steady value at 3/4. (a) The initial operator is a single Pauli

operator with size 1, and q is 2. (b) Same as (a) but for a double Pauli operator with size 2. (c) The initial

operator is a single Pauli operator with size 1, and q is 3. The first peak in size distribution at small sizes

is still present in the late time regime. (d) Same as (c) but for a double Pauli initial operator.

governed by the large N limit of the master equation with m fixed. We will see that in this limit,

the master equation simplifies significantly and can be solved exactly. As time progresses, the

probability distribution shifts toward larger sizes that scale with N . This shift occurs because

the probability distribution is expected to peak at N/2 and 3N/4 for the Majorana and the spin

model, respectively. Therefore, beyond the early time regime, the appropriate large N limit of the

master equation involves fixing m/N as N approaches infinity. It is well-known that taking this

large N limit converts the master equation into a continuous Fokker-Planck equation, which can

also be solved analytically in certain limits. Thus, solving the master equation for initial operators
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FIG. 3. Size distribution at a fixed time for different initial sizes m0. The system size N = 5000. As the

initial size increases, the distribution becomes narrower and centered around the mean value.

with a fixed size involves two steps. First, we evolve the initial operator size distribution using the

discrete master equation in the large N limit. Then, we take the continuum limit of the evolved

size distribution and continue evolving it using the Fokker-Planck equation, which governs the

intermediate to late-time dynamics.

A. Early time dynamics

We first implement the first step and study the early time dynamics of the operator size distri-

bution. One can take the large N limit with fixed m of the Majorana master equation in Eq. (33)

straightforwardly. In this limit, the transition rate γχ becomes,

lim
N→∞

γnχ(m) =
1

Nn−1

(q − 1)!

(q − n)!

(
m

n

)
. (38)

Therefore, we only need to consider γ
(n=1)
χ (m), which corresponds to the transition rate to the

largest possible size, m+ q− 2, from an operator of size m. Here, γ
(n=1)
χ (m) = m. Transition rates

to operators of smaller sizes are suppressed by large N .

For the spin model, in this large N limit, only the term nz = n − 1 in Eq. (35) survives, and

the spin transition becomes

lim
N→∞

γnσ (m) =
n

(3N)n−1

(q − 1)!

(q − n)!

(
m

n

)
. (39)

It is proportional to the Majorana transition rates, and they are the same when n = 1. Similar to

the Majorana case, we only need to keep χ
(n=1)
σ , the transition rate corresponding to the largest

size increase q − 1.
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Since the leading transition rates in the Majorana and the spin model are both m, the master

equations are drastically simplified in this limit

∂tPχ(m) = (m+ 2− q)Pχ(m+ 2− q)−mPχ(m),

∂tPs(m) = (m+ 1− q)Ps(m+ 1− q)−mPs(m).
(40)

This establishes the equivalence between the q-local Majorana model and the (q − 1)-local spin

model in the early time regime. One can unify the two equations as

∂tP (m) = (m− λ)P (m− λ)−mP (m), (41)

where λ equals q − 2 and q − 1 for the Majorana and the spin model, respectively. This master

equation was also studied in [26] for the Majorana model at q = 4 and [21] for the spin model at

q = 2. As detailed in the appendix A, one can solve this equation exactly by diagonalizing the

matrix. The result takes the form of negative Binominal distribution,

P (m, t) =
Γ(m/λ)e−m0t

Γ(m0/λ)Γ(∆M/λ+ 1)
(1− e−λt)∆M/λδ(mod(∆M,λ), 0). (42)

where m0 is the size of the initial operator, and ∆M = m−m0. Because of the connectivity of the

master equation, P (m, t) is nonzero only when ∆M is a multiple of λ. Since there is no backflow

in Eq. (41), P (m, t) is zero when m < m0 from the divergent denominator Γ(∆M/λ+ 1).

After taking the continuum limit m → Nx and then sending N to infinity, the probability

distribution function becomes,

p(x, t) =
N

λ

e−m0t

(1− e−λt)m0/λΓ(m0/λ)
(1− e−λt)

Nx
λ

(
Nx

λ

)m0/λ−1

. (43)

Recall that λ equals q− 2 for the Majorana model and q− 1 for the spin model. When m0/λ < 1,

the probability distribution function diverges at small x. This result indicates divergence in the

size distribution for any initial operator with its size smaller than q − 2 in the Majorana model or

(q − 1) in the spin model. This fully agrees with the numerical results in Fig. 1 and 2. As we will

see, this divergence persists beyond the early time regime.

To proceed, we define the scrambling time as

t∗ =
1

λ
(logN − log λ) . (44)

Observe that at t∗, the probability distribution function in the large N limit reduces to the χ-

squared distribution,

p(x, t∗) = fm0/λ(x) =
1

Γ(m0/λ)
e−xxm0/λ−1 (45)
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and is independent of N . However, recall that Eq. (A1) is only valid when m ≪ N , i.e., x ≪ 1,

while p(x, t∗) is nonzero for the entire region of x and is thus incorrect. To fix this, we need to

consider the probability distribution function well before t∗,

p(x, t∗ − τ) =
eλτ

Γ(m0/λ)
e−eλτx(eλτx)m0/λ−1 = eλτfm0/λ(e

λτx) (46)

where x is rescaled by a factor eλτ . As long as τ ≫ 0, p(x, t∗ − τ) only has weight on small x

and obeys the assumption for the early-time master equation. Importantly, in the large N limit

with τ fixed, p(x, t∗− τ) becomes N independent and can be further evolved by the Fokker-Planck

equation to obtain the operator size distribution beyond the early time regime.

B. Beyond early time

As time increases, the operator with larger size density becomes more likely, and the approx-

imation using Eq. (41) becomes invalid, and all the transitions must be considered. In this case,

taking the continuum limit of the full master equation yields the Fokker-Planck equation,

∂tp(x, t) = −∂x(v(x)p(x, t)) +
1

N
∂2x(d(x)p(x, t)) (47)

The first and the second terms are called drift and diffusion. In the large N limit, we ignore the

diffusion term and the Fokker-Planck equation can be solved analytically. We continue to evolve

the early-time distribution in Eq. (46) using the Fokker-Planck equation and obtain the distribution

at later times as

p(x, t) =

∫
dx0δ(x− x̄(t− t∗ + τ + x̄−1(x0)))p(x0, t

∗ − τ) (48)

where x̄(t) obeys the first-order drift equation,

dx̄

dt
= v(x̄), (49)

and x̄−1 is the inverse function of x̄. Due to the δ function in the integral in Eq. (48), the

result is related to early-time probability distribution function p(x, t∗ − τ) and thus the χ-squared

distribution by a change of variable,

p(x, t) =
dz

dx
fm0/λ(z) =

dz

dx

1

Γ(m0/λ)
e−zzm0/λ−1. (50)

In other words, the distribution function at later times remains a χ-squared distribution but of a

new time-dependent variable z, which is related to x as

z = eλτ x̄(x̄−1(x) + t∗ − τ − t). (51)
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FIG. 4. Comparing the large N analytical solution with the numerical result from solving the master

equations. In all cases, time is set to the scrambling time t∗. As N increases, the numerical results become

indistinguishable from the large N solution. To match the discrete probability distribution P (m) from

numerics to the large N continuous distribution function p(x), P (m) is multiplied by N/2 in the Majorana

model at q = 4 and by N in the spin model at q = 2.

We see that z equals eλτx when t = t∗ − τ , and the distribution reduces to the early-time distri-

bution.
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C. Full-time operator size distribution

To apply the general result in Eq. (50) and Eq. (51) to the Majorana and the spin model, we

calculate the drift term in both models,

vχ(x) = lim
N→∞

1

N

∑
n∈odd,1≤n<q

γnχ(Nx)(q − 2n),

vσ(x) = lim
N→∞

1

N

∑
1≤n≤q

γnσ (Nx)(q + 1− 2n).

(52)

Remarkably, the drift term takes a unified simple expression for both models, as follows:

v(x) = xeq − x− xeq
(
1− x

xeq

)λ+1
. (53)

Here xeq stands for the equilibrium of the mean size, which is 1/2 for the Majorana model and 3/4

for the spin model.

Solving drift equation dx̄/dt = v(x̄), we get

x̄(t) = xeq
(
1− 1

(1 + eλt)1/λ

)
. (54)

In this case, in the large τ limit with t− t∗ fixed, the new variable z is

z = xeq
eλ(t

∗−t)

λ
(−1 + (1− x/xeq)−λ). (55)

Plugging it into Eq. (50) gives rise to the unified operator size distribution in the large N limit for

q-local Majorana model and spin model.

As shown in Fig. 4, the analytical result perfectly matches the numerical at large N , precisely

characterizing the broad distributions for different initial operators. As the initial sizem0 increases,

the χ-squared distribution approaches a normal distribution peaked at the mean value m0/λ with

width ∼
√
m0/λ. Consequently, the size distribution p(x, t) peaks at its mean value with width

m
−1/2
0 , matching the numerical results shown in Fig. 3.

Importantly, z ≈ eλ(t
∗−t)x at small x. From the χ-squared distribution, p(x, t) always diverges

at small x as xm0/λ−1 when m0 < λ. This divergence persists even at late time regimes. In the

Majorana model, the minimal value of λ is 2, corresponding q = 4. As a result, the Heisenberg time

evolution of a single Majorana operator leads to at least square root divergence in the operator

size distribution. At large q, the divergence becomes almost 1/x.

We now consider the first moment of the size distribution, which is the mean size. It can be

measured by the out-of-time ordered correlator as discussed in Sec. II. The mean size is

⟨xm0(t)⟩ =
∫ xeq

0
p(x, t)xdx =

∫ ∞

0
fm0/λ(z)x(z, t)dz (56)
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FIG. 5. The mean size of Majorana operators as a function of time for various initial operator sizes m0 and

q. The results are obtained by solving the exact master equation numerically at N = 2000. In the early

time, the mean size of all operators grows as eλt. In the late time, the mean size of a single Majorana/Pauli

operator decays as te−t while all other operators decay as e−t.

where

x = xeq(1− (1 + λeλ(t−t∗)z/xeq)−1/λ). (57)

When t is well before the scrambling time t∗, x ∼ eλ(t−t∗)z. In this regime, the integral in Eq. (56)

becomes

x(t) =
m0

λ
eλ(t−t∗), (58)

showing the early-time exponential growth and λ is the Lyapunov exponent. This agrees with

the numerical result from solving the master equation, shown in Fig. 5 (b) and (e), where ⟨x⟩ by

eλ(t−t∗) remains a constant m0/λ at small t.

On the other hand, when t is much larger than t∗, x ∼ xeq − xeqe−(t−t∗)(λx/xeq)−1/λ. As such,

the integral exponentially decays to the steady value as e−t, independent of λ. However, the case

of m0 = 1, corresponding to the single Majorana/Pauli initial operator, requires special treatment.
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In this case, fm0/λ(z)x(z, t) diverges at small z as 1/z and the integral does not converge. This

divergence is due to the naive large t expansion of x(z, t). Formally, one needs to keep all the

orders of expansion and obtain a finite result by resummation. Instead, we calculate the integral

exactly and get

⟨x1/λ(t)⟩ = xeq − xeq(xeq/λ)1/λU

(
1

λ
, 1,

e−λ(t−t∗)xeq

λ

)
e−(t−t∗) (59)

where U is the confluent hypergeometric function [43]. Expanding the result at large t, we get

lim
t→∞

⟨x1/λ(t)⟩ = xeq

(
1− λ

Γ(1/λ)

(
xeq

λ

)1/λ

te−(t−t∗)

)
(60)

A single Majorana or a Pauli initial operator’s mean size in the late time decays exponentially with

a linear t factor, while all other operators decay exponentially. This slow decay is confirmed by

numerical results from simulating the exact master equation for N = 2000. As shown in Fig. 5 (c)

and (f), (xeq − ⟨x(t)⟩)et−t∗ approaches a straight line for a single Majorana/Pauli operator but a

constant for other cases. We have also confirmed the late-time decay for other q.

For completeness, we also present the general result for nth moment of the distribution for

arbitrary initial size m0 and λ,

⟨xnm0
(t)⟩ = (xeq)n

∑
k

(−1)k
(
n

k

)
am0/λU

(
m0

λ
,
m0 − k

λ
+ 1, a

)
(61)

where a = e−λ(t−t∗)xeq/λ. This generalizes the result of the Majorana model at m0 = 1 in [25, 43]

and the spin model at q = 2, m0 = 1 and n = 1 in [21].

VI. FINITE N EFFECTS

After understanding the full operator size distribution in the large N limit, we briefly discuss

some interesting finite N effects in this section. These effects include deviations from the expected

behavior observed in the large N limit, such as fluctuations in the size distribution in the late time

regime and the impact of the q body interaction on the convergence of the numerical result to the

large N solution.

A. Modulo-dependent branching within the exact symmetry sector

As discussed in Sec. IVB, symmetries divide the master equation into multiple sectors for both

Majoranas and spins. The Majorana master equation has two symmetry sectors for even q/2 and
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FIG. 6. Modulo-dependent branching of the size distribution based on mod(m,λ). The distribution within

each branch converges to the large N result much slower than their average. (a) and (b): The Majorana

model at q = 8. The master equation has two exact parity sectors, within which the size distribution further

splits into three branches. (c) and (d): The Spin model at q = 5. The master equation has two symmetry

sectors from time reversal. Within each sector, the size distribution further splits into modulo-dependent

branches.

four for odd q/2. The spin master equation has one sector for even q and two for odd q. These

different sectors remain uncoupled at all times. Therefore one only needs to consider the size

distribution within a particular sector determined by the initial size.

However, as shown in Fig. 6, the size distribution, originating from the same initial size, further

splits into multiple branches based on the modulo λ relationship between m and m0, even within

the same symmetry sector. For example, in the Majorana model at q = 8 (Fig. 6(a) and (b)),

we consider the symmetry sector of the single majorana operator, corresponding to odd fermion

parity and even under time reveal. The size distribution displays three distinct branches at small
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sizes that deviate from the large N solution, which merge to the large N solution at large sizes.

As N increases, the three branches slowly converge to the large N result at small sizes. The spin

model (Fig. 6(c) and (d)) also displays the same multi-branch structure.

The branching of the size distribution arises from the q-body interaction. At early times, the

operator size distribution is governed by the master equation with linear transition rates defined in

Eq. (41), where size m only transitions to size m+λ. Consequently, the early-time master equation

splits into λ independent sectors based on mod(m,λ). For an initial operator with size m0, the

early-time discrete distribution P (m, t) is nonzero if m−m0 is a multiple of λ. As time progresses,

the size distribution shifts away from the initial small sizes, these sectors start to couple unless

forbidden by symmetries. The difference between these approximate sectors occurs at small sizes,

leading to the branching behavior observed. The leading transition rate between these sectors

scales with Nx3 for fermions and Nx2 for spins. Therefore, the branches are distinct at small x

but converge at large x. Within each exact symmetry sector, the number of branches is λ divided

by the number of symmetry sectors.

To capture the different branches in our analytical approach, one needs to derive the Fokker-

Planck equation for each branch and couple these equations by the transition rates linear in N .

However, the coupled equations are hard to solve. Instead, by adding these equations, the transition

rates between the branches cancel out, resulting in the original Fokker-Planck equation, to which

the large N solution we derived applies. This corresponds to considering the average distribution

for these branches. Indeed as shown in Fig 6, the average distribution matches the large N solution

before the full distribution converges to it. The minimal q for the branching is 8 for the Majorana

model and 4 for the spin model.

B. Late-time peak width

In deriving the full distribution, we ignored the diffusion term in the Fokker-Planck equation.

With only the drift term, the full size distribution in the long-time limit becomes a δ function

peaked at xeq, while the actual steady distribution should be a binomial distribution at finite N .

Therefore, in the late time, the finite N numerical result converges to the large N solution slowly,

as shown in Fig. 7. To account for this finite N effect, one needs to include the diffusion term in

the Fokker-Planck equation, which broadens the δ distribution to a Gaussian distribution, thereby

recovering the finite N distribution. However, with the diffusion included, the Fokker-Planck

equation no longer admits an analytical solution. Instead, one can adopt a variational approach
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FIG. 7. In the late time, the large N size distribution approaches δ(x − xeq). The finite N distribution,

obtained from numerically solving the master equation, is a Gaussian distribution whose width decreases as

N increases.

and assume that the distribution for an initial δ function takes the form of a Gaussian distribution

with a time-dependent mean and width, and solve the width as a function of the initial condition

and time. The width should scale as 1/
√
N . We leave it to the future work.

We also note that in the currently studied all-to-all connected models, the diffusion term,

while broadening the size distribution, does not significantly affect the mean size. However, in

higher dimensions, the diffusion term has a more dramatic effect and changes the shape of the

wavefront [9, 37, 55, 56].

VII. CONCLUSION

In this work, we present the exact master equations, numerical results, and the large N size

distribution characterizing the operator dynamics for the q-local Brownian Majorana SYK model

and the spin model. Our results encompass the dynamics from the early-time regime to the late-

time regime and are valid for arbitrary q and initial operators. Remarkably, we show that the size

distribution in both the Majorana model and the spin model is governed by the same distribution,

which depends only on the early-time Lyapunov exponent λ, the late-time equilibrium size xeq,

and the initial size m0. This distribution is related to the χ-squared distribution through a change

of variables. Through both numerical and analytical results, we reveal the universal features of

the operator size distribution, including a broad distribution at intermediate times, divergence

at small sizes for operators with initial sizes below a threshold related to q, and late-time slow
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decay for single Majorana/Pauli initial operators. We also discuss two major finite-N effects, the

modulo-dependent branching and late-time peak width, and outline how to incorporate them into

our analytical approach. Although our study focuses on the Brownian model, we expect our results

to apply to general all-to-all connected q-local quantum many-body systems at high temperatures.

The broad size distribution and the strong initial size dependence have direct implications for

high-temperature quantum many-body teleportation protocols [29, 34], which rely on a sharp

distribution.

We also mention a few future directions. The derivation of the exact master equation relies

on (anti)-commutation relations between different Majorana strings and Pauli strings. It would

be interesting to construct other Brownian or random circuit models that can be described by a

stochastic process. For example, if one imposes additional symmetry on the Brownian model, then

the current approach does not apply anymore. Additionally, it would be valuable to develop a

finite N analytical solution for the size distribution following the approach discussed in Sec. VI.

Furthermore, the finite temperature effects on the size distribution [22, 57] are important, especially

the fate of the broad distribution and the divergence at small sizes. By combining the early-

time discrete master equation and intermediate-time continuous Fokker-Planck equation, we show

that the full-time distribution is related to the early-time distribution by a change of variables,

and the new variable only depends on the drift term in the Fokker-Planck equation. Using a

completely different approach, dubbed the ”two-way” approach [58], recent work [25] shows that

the size distribution in the large N static SYK model with energy conservation also has the same

structure, where the early-time distribution in their approach is related to the retarded vertex

function and the new variable z is related to the advanced vertex function. By comparing the two

approaches, one may derive an approximate master equation to describe the operator dynamics

in static systems and study how finite temperature enters the size distribution. More generally,

it would be interesting to think about the definition of operator size in systems with additional

symmetry [59] and compare it with K-complexity [11].
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Appendix A: Solving the master equation in the early time regime for arbitrary initial

condition

For an initial operator of a fixed size, the large N limit of the master equations for both the

Majorana model in Eq. (33) and the spin model in Eq. (37) take the following form,

∂tP (m) = (m− λ)P (m− λ)−mP (m), (A1)

where λ equals q − 2 and q − 1 for the Majorana model and the spin model respectively. To solve

the equation, we rewrite it in the matrix form,

∂tP⃗ = AP⃗ ,Am,m′ = m′(δm+λ,m′ − δm,m′). (A2)

The matrix is lower triangular and its eigenvalues are its diagonal entries, which are non-negative

integers k. The corresponding left and right eigenvectors are,

vk(m) =
(−1)(m−k)/λΓ(k/λ)

Γ(1 + (k −m)/λ)Γ(m/λ)
δ(mod(m− k, λ), 0),

uk(m) =
Γ(m/λ)

Γ(1 + (m− k)/λ)Γ(k/λ)
δ(mod(m− k, λ), 0).

(A3)

The left/right eigenvectors are nonzero when (m− k) is a multiple of λ since the master equation

only connects the component p(m) to p(m+ λ). Furthermore, the left eigenvector vk(m) vanishes

whenm > k and the right eigenvector uk(m) vanishes whenm < k. One can check left eigenvectors

and the right eigenvectors with different eigenvalues are orthogonal,

∞∑
m=0

vk′(m)uk(m) =
Γ(k′/λ)δ(mod(k′ − k, λ), 0)

Γ(k/λ)Γ((k′ − k)/λ+ 1)

(k′−k)/λ∑
l=0

(−1)l
(
(k′ − k)/λ

l

)
= δk′,k. (A4)

The solution of the equation can be written as

P (m, t) =
∑
m′,k

P (m′, 0)vk(m
′)uk(m)e−kt (A5)

Consider the initial distribution has a fixed size m0. One can sum the series analytically and get

P (m, t) =
∑
k≥m0

vk(m0)uk(m)e−kt

=
Γ(m/λ)e−m0t

Γ(m0/λ)Γ((m−m0)/λ+ 1)
(1− e−λt)(m−m0)/λδ(mod(m−m0, λ), 0).

(A6)



28

Because of the connectivity of the master equation, P (m, t) is nonzero only when m − m0 is a

multiple of λ. Since there is no backflow in Eq. (A1), P (m, t) is zero when m < m0 from the

divergent denominator Γ((m−m0)/λ+ 1).
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