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We show that randomness in quadratic Hamiltonians for multimode bosonic systems results in

certain information scrambling diagnostics, mirroring those seen in chaotic systems. Specifically,

considering initial Gaussian states, we observe the disappearance of the memory effect in entangle-

ment dynamics and the negative value of tripartite mutual information. However, in contrast to

chaotic systems, we find that the spectral form factor exhibits a non-linear ramp and the out-of-time-

ordered correlators display a power law growth. These results show that information scrambling,

associated with randomness, is a distinct feature from quantum chaos. Moreover, our results pro-

vide insight into the dynamics of Gaussian states of continuous-variable systems that are useful and

available resources for quantum information processing.

Introduction. Originating from the black-hole infor-

mation paradox, scrambling of quantum information has

become a central feature differentiating between inte-

grable systems and chaotic systems [1–3]. Several di-

agnostics have been proposed to identify information

scrambling such as the spectral form factor (SSF) [4–

6], operator entanglement [7–11], entanglement spread

[12–20], out-of-time-ordered correlators (OTOC) [3, 21–

24] and tripartite mutual information (TMI) [25]. How-

ever, it has recently been shown that observing an infor-

mation scrambling diagnostic does not necessarily im-

ply quantum chaos in the system. Specifically, non-

chaotic/integrable systems have been identified that ex-

hibit the exponential growth of OTOC [26–28] and oper-

ator entanglement [29].

These recent observations raise the question of how

quantum information scrambling, distinct from quantum

chaos, should be characterized in quantum systems. In

particular, identifying the features that drive informa-

tion scrambling can provide insight into the dynamics of

complex quantum systems.

In this paper, we investigate quantum information

scrambling in multimode bosonic systems with quadratic

Hamiltonians. These systems are integrable however,

with a sufficient amount of randomness in the Hamilto-

nian, admit single-particle chaos [30, 31], i.e. the single-

particle sector of the Hilbert space is characterized by

random-matrix-like level statistics. We examine different

amounts of randomness, ranging from the local trans-

lational invariant to the completely random non-local

models [32]. For initial Gaussian states and with even

a small amount of randomness, preserving the locality

but removing translational invariance in the dynamics,

we observe the vanishing of the memory effect during en-

tanglement spread and the negative values of TMI. These

results imply scrambling of information in these systems,

similar to what has been predicted for holographic states

[17, 25].

We also consider the SFF and OTOC as other infor-

mation scrambling diagnostics for these systems. We ob-

serve that the SFF exhibits a dip followed by a ramp,

attributed to the single-particle sector of the Hamilto-

nian. However, we find non-linear ramps, deviating from

the expected behavior in chaotic systems. Additionally,

we show that the OTOC displays a power law growth,

distinct from the exponential growth seen in chaotic sys-

tems. Consequently, these diagnostic tools remain unaf-

fected by the randomness added to the dynamics of the

system.

Our study not only sheds light on new aspects of in-

formation scrambling but also offers new insights into

the dynamics of continuous-variable systems. Gaussian

states of these systems are particularly intriguing because

of their experimental accessibility. Specifically, quadratic

Hamiltonians for bosonic systems lead to Gaussian dy-

namics, which can be efficiently simulated using linear

optical circuits [33]. These circuits are readily accessible

and have been used in Gaussian boson sampling experi-

ments [34–37]. Therefore, our results can be experimen-

tally verified and applied to investigate the presence of

randomness in the dynamics of such systems.

This paper is structured as follows. We first explain the

setup, including Gaussian states and quadratic Hamilto-

nian models that we use. Then, we report our results on

the dynamics of entanglement, TMI, SFF, and OTOC in

the presence of randomness in the Hamiltonian.
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Setup. We consider N -mode bosonic systems de-

scribed by the vector of quadrature operators r =

(q1, . . . , qN , p1, . . . , pN )⊤, satisfying the canonical com-

mutation relations [qj , pk] = iδjk (ℏ = 1). Quantum

states are described by density operators ρ (ρ ⪰ 0 and

tr(ρ) = 1), and those that can be represented by a

Gaussian Wigner function can represent are known as

Gaussian states [33, 38]. These states can be uniquely

characterized using the first-order moment vector ⟨r⟩ =
tr(ρr) and the covariance matrix with the matrix ele-

ments given by σjk = ⟨rjrk + rkrj⟩ − 2⟨rj⟩⟨rk⟩. The

covariance matrix is symmetric and positive and satis-

fies the uncertainty relation σ + iJ ≥ 0, where J is

the symplectic form whose matrix elements are given by

Jjk = i[rk, rj ]. Reduced states of a Gaussian state with

σ are Gaussian whose covariance matrices are subma-

trices of σ. We consider states with ⟨r⟩ = 0, as this

condition can always be satisfied by using local unitary

displacement operations. A special example is the prod-

uct thermal state of N -mode system whose ⟨r⟩ = 0 and

σth = diag(ν1, . . . , νN , ν1, . . . , νN ), where νk ≥ 1 with

νk = 1 corresponding to the vacuum state in the kth

mode.

Unitary transformations that preserve the Gaussianity

of quantum states are known as Gaussian unitaries. Up

to local displacement operations, Gaussian unitaries are

associated with quadratic Hamiltonians of this form

H =
1

2
r⊤Mr (1)

with matrix M being real, symmetric, and positive def-

inite [39]. Such Gaussian unitary can be described by

eiHtre−iHt = Str, where S = eJMt is a symplectic ma-

trix, satisfying SJS⊤ = J . Using this, one can see that

the evolution of Gaussian states under Gaussian uni-

taries, ρt = e−iHtρeiHt, can be described in terms of

symplectic transformations on the covariance matrices,

σt = SσS⊤. Gaussian unitaries with orthogonal sym-

plectic matrices, preserve the mean energy of the system

and are known as passive transformations. In quantum

optics, these transformations can be realized using loss-

less beam splitters and phase rotations.

According to the Euler decomposition, any Gaus-

sian unitary can be expressed as Up ⊗N
j=1 Usq,λj

Ũp,

where Up and Ũp are passive multimode unitaries, and

Usq,λj are single-mode squeezing unitaries, described by

U†
sq,λj

(qj , pj)Usq,λj
= (qje

−λj , pje
λj ). Williamson’s the-

orem states that a Gaussian unitary can transform any

Gaussian state into a thermal state. This implies that co-

variance matrices can be diagonalized using symplectic

transformations, σ = S diag(ν1, . . . , νN , ν1, . . . , νN )S⊤,

where νk are known as the symplectic eigenvalues. Con-

sidering this theorem and noting that passive unitaries do

not change the vacuum state, we can see that any pure

Gaussian state can be constructed by applying single-

mode squeezing unitaries on the vacuum state followed

by a multimode passive Gaussian unitary. Note also

that using the theorem one can see that the von Neu-

mann entropy of Gaussian states can be expressed in

terms of the symplectic eigenvalues
∑

k

[
νk+1

2 ln
(
νk+1

2

)
−

νk−1
2 ln

(
νk−1

2

)]
.

Gaussian states can also be viewed as a thermal state

of a quadratic Hamiltonian ρ = e−βH/tr(e−βH) [38].

In this view, Williamson’s theorem implies that the

Hamiltonian can be uncoupled by a Gaussian unitary

U†HU =
∑N

j=1 ωj(q
2
j + p

2
j ), where ωj are the frequencies

of the uncoupled modes, known as normal modes. Here,

the Gaussian unitary U corresponds to the symplectic

transformation that diagonalizes the Hamiltonian matrix

S⊤MS = diag(ω1, . . . ωN , ω1, . . . ωN ). Using this Gaus-

sian unitary, we can obtain the Hamiltonian’s ground

state from the uncoupled Hamiltonian’s vacuum state.

Local Hamiltonians. Let us first consider N harmonic

oscillators on a one-dimensional chain with the nearest-

neighbor couplings and periodic boundary conditions.

The general form of the Hamiltonian reads

Hµ,κ =
1

2

N∑
n=1

[
p2n
µ

+ µm2q2n + κ (qn+1 − qn)
2

]
. (2)

By using local squeezing operations Usq,λ on each har-

monic oscillator with e2λ =
√
µκ and defining ϵ =

√
µ/κ,

this Hamiltonian can be transformed into

Hϵ =
1

2

N∑
n=1

[
p2n
ϵ

+ ϵm2q2n +
1

ϵ
(qn+1 − qn)

2

]
. (3)

This Hamiltonian known as the harmonic lattice model

describes a Klein-Gordon (KG) free massive scalar field in

two-dimensional spacetime, regularized on a lattice with

the spacing ϵ and mass m. To recover the continuum

limit, we have to take the limit of ϵ → 0. We, however,

consider a non-vanishing lattice spacing, corresponding

to a UV cut-off in the field theory description. For con-

venience, hereafter, we set ϵ = 1 and HKG = H1.

The Hamiltonian matrix in (3) includes an N ×N cir-

culant matrix circ(m2+2,−1, 0, . . . , 0,−1), whose eigen-
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values are m2 +
(
2 sin(π(j − 1)/N)

)2
for j = 1, . . . , N .

By ordering the eigenvalues ω2
1 ≤ω2

2 ≤ · · ·≤ω2
N , an

orthogonal matrix V that diagonalizes this ma-

trix can be found as follows. Defining row vec-

tors Fj =
1√
N
(1, ν(N+1−j), . . . , ν(N−1)(N+1−j)) with ν =

exp(2πi/N), the first row of V is given by V1 = F1,

other rows are given by V2k = (Fk+1 + FN−k+1)/
√
2 and

V2k+1 = i(Fk+1 − FN−k+1)/
√
2 for 1 ≤ k < N/2, and if

N is even the last row becomes VN = FN
2 +1. Using this,

the Hamiltonian matrix in (3) can be diagonalized by the

symplectic matrix Sp = V ⊕ V , corresponding to a pas-

sive Gaussian unitary Up. Applying this unitary on the

Hamiltonian gives U†
pHUp =

∑N
j=1(ω

2
j q

2
j + p2j ). There-

fore, by using additional local squeezing transformations

⊗N
j=1Usq,λj with squeezing parameters λj = 1

2 logωj , we

obtain the Hamiltonian of uncoupled harmonic oscillators∑N
j=1 ω

2
j (q

2
j + p2j ).

The ground state of Hamiltonian (3) is a Gaussian

state of N mode, which can be prepared in quantum

optic settings by applying local squeezing operations

⊗N
j=1Usq,λj on the vacuum state of each mode, followed

by an N -mode passive linear optical transformation de-

scribed by orthogonal matrix V . This analogy provides

an operational cost of reaching the conformal field theory

regime. Note that to reach this scale-invariant regime, we

need to take the limit of m→ 0. However, since ω1 = m,

taking this limit implies infinite squeezing λ1 → −∞,

meaning that preparing the ground state in the scale-

invariant regime requires infinite energy.

Random Gaussian Unitary Dynamics. We now de-

scribe our models of random Gaussian dynamics to in-

vestigate information scrambling. The first model (I) is

a disordered version of the local Hamiltonian (3)

HDKG =
1

2

N∑
n=1

[
p2n
ϵ

+ ϵm2q2n +
Jn
ϵ

(qn+1 − qn)
2

]
. (4)

where Jn are random real numbers. We denote this local

Hamiltonian with random interactions by the disordered

Klein-Gordon (DKG) Hamiltonian.

We also consider models in terms of passive linear-

optical circuits to generate random Gaussian dynamics.

The initial state is the tensor product of N single-mode

squeezed vacuum states, ⊗N
j=1Usq,λj |0, . . . , 0⟩. In the first

circuit model (IIa), a passive N -mode linear-optical net-

work acts on the initial state in one step. The unitary

operator Up linearly transforms the creation operators,

U†
pa

†
jUp =

∑
n Ujna

†
n, where Ujn are the elements of

an N × N unitary transfer matrix U , which describes

the network. We choose matrix U from a Haar measure

to induce randomness, and the corresponding symplectic

matrix is given by Sp =

(
Re(U) Im(U)

−Im(U) Re(U)

)
. In the sec-

ond circuit model (IIb), two layers of beam splitters de-

scribed by ⊗j=1UBS,2j ⊗j=1 UBS,2j−1 act on the N -mode

state in each time step. We assume periodic boundary

conditions, and the beam splitter operator UBS,j , which

is the 2-mode version of passive linear-optical networks,

acts on jth and (j + 1)th modes. We also choose the

beam-splitter transfer matrix UBS from a Haar measure

to generate random dynamics.

In addition to the above random models, we consider

the completely random model (IIIa), where the Hamil-

tonian matrix M in Eq. (1) is chosen from the Gaus-

sian symplectic ensemble (GSE). We also consider an-

other model (IIIb) with block diagonal Hamiltonian ma-

trixM = diag((Mq+M †
q )/2,1N ), where 1N is theN×N

identity matrix and Mq is chosen from the Gaussian or-

thogonal ensemble (GOE) or the Gaussian unitary en-

semble (GUE).

Memory Effect During Entanglement Dynamics.

Characterizing disjoint interval entanglement dynamics

as a measure for information scrambling in local theo-

ries originates in a holographic viewpoint wherein max-

imally chaotic/integrable systems are realized by holo-

graphic/free conformal field theories (CFTs) [40]. Using

the techniques developed in [41–43], the time evolution of

the entanglement of disjoint intervals, denoted by A1 and

A2, has been widely studied in free and holographic 2d

CFTs [13–17]. The joint entropy SA1∪A2
(t) in free CFTs

shows a long-term memory effect that is absent in holo-

graphic CFTs [17]. This effect indicates that initially

uncorrelated A1 and A2 become correlated during the

period that a dip in the joint entropy forms. The propa-

gation of free-streaming quasi-particles can describe this

effect. The dip emerges and vanishes as both quasipar-

ticles, originating somewhere between A1 and A2, enter

and then exit the opposite region [41, 44, 45].

We consider the ground state of HKG with m ̸= 0, de-

noted by |ψKG,0⟩, as the initial state. The upper panel

of Fig. 1 presents our simulation results for the joint en-

tropy when the unitary evolution of |ψKG,0⟩ is induced

by HKG with m→ 0 (corresponding to free bosonic CFT

with unit central charge), showing an apparent memory

effect, versus HDKG with the same m, showing no mem-



4

KG

DKG , Jn ∈ (0.02,1.25)

DKG , Jn ∈ (0,1.25)

0 20 40 60 80 100
0

5

10

15

20

25

t

S
A
1
⋃
A
2

Balanced BS

Random BS (fixed in time)

Random BS (time dependent)

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
0

50

100

150

200

250

300

350

t

S
A
1
⋃
A
2

FIG. 1. The disappearance of the memory effect, the dip in

the time evolution of the joint entropy SA1∪A2 , as an infor-

mation scrambling diagnostic in the presence of randomness

in the dynamics. Upper panel: SA1∪A2 in KG versus DKG

models. The ground state of HKG with m = 2, denoted by

|ψKG,0⟩ is evolved by unitary operators associated with HKG

with m = 10−7 (such a process is sometimes called a mass

quench) and HDKG with same value of m. We set the number

of modes in the disjoint intervals NA1 = NA2 = 20, the sep-

aration between them d = 60, and the system size N = 500.

Lower panel: SA1∪A2 in the passive circuit model (IIb). The

initial state is the tensor product of single-mode squeezed

vacuum states with λi = 5. We set NA1 = NA2 = 40 and

d = 200. We consider two scenarios: the beam splitter (BS)

transfer matrix UBS is chosen randomly at every single time

step, and UBS is fixed during the evolution. For a balanced

BS, we observe memory effects, where the second and third

dips in the orange curve correspond to entanglement revivals.

All random results are averaged over 500 samples.

ory effect. We find similar behavior with the passive

circuit model (IIb) presented in the lower panel. Note

that in an integrable periodic system, the correlation be-

tween A1 and A2 revives periodically, known as entan-

glement revivals [46–48]. This effect can be observed in

the lower panel of Fig. 1 for a balanced beam splitter

with UBS = (12 + iX)/
√
2, where X is the X-Pauli ma-

trix, while the memory effect disappears for the case of

KG

DKG , Jn ∈ (0,1.25) , Averaged

DKG , Single Sample

0 100 200 300 400

-6

-4
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t

I 3
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FIG. 2. Negative TMI in the presence of randomness in the

dynamics as an indication of information scrambling. Upper

panel: I3 in KG versus DKG through a quenching process

similar to Fig. 1. DKG results are averaged over 100 samples.

We consider adjacent intervals NA1 = NA2 = NA3 = 50 and

N = 1000. Lower panel: I3 for a uniform squeezed state

(λi = 5) evolved by a one-step N -mode Haar random unitary.

We set N = 500 and ξij ≡ NAi
NAj

.

random beam splitters as another sign of scrambling in

these systems.

Tripartite Mutual Information. Tripartite mutual in-

formation is defined in terms of mutual information

I2(A1 : A2) = SA1
+ SA2

− SA1∪A2
as

I3 = I2(A1 : A2) + I2(A2 : A3)− I2(A2 : A1 ∪A3).

The sign of I3 is not definite in general [49–51] though

in holographic theories I3 ≤ 0 [25]. Negative TMI is

considered a sign of information scrambling in dynamical

systems [1, 2, 24]. Such a behavior has been realized in

a range of many body systems [52–56].

We show that the sign of TMI for Gaussian states

evolved by a unitary with some randomness takes a non-

positive value. In the upper panel of Fig. 2, we show

this for the initial state |ψKG,0⟩ evolved by unitary op-

erators associated with HDKG with m = 10−7. In the
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FIG. 3. We observe a dip followed by a non-linear ramp in

SFF. We use β−1 = 500 for the random model (IIIa) with

M ∈ GSE, and β−1 = 1000 for the random model (IIIb)

with Mq ∈ GOE, GUE. The inset corresponds to the DKG

Hamiltonian with Jn ∈ (0.5, 1.5). The system size is N = 500

averaged over 100 samples.

lower panel, we show the same effect for generic subre-

gion configurations in our random model (IIb), where the

tensor product of single-mode squeezed vacuum states is

evolved by a Haar random passive linear-optical network.

We have verified such a behavior in various other setups

with different amounts of randomness.

Spectral Form Factor. Compared to the nearest

neighbor level statistics, SFF captures many particle

level statistics. In our case in terms of the normal

modes, SFF is defined for the kth mode in terms of the

non-normalized single-mode partition function Zk(β) =∑
nk
e−βωknk as

gk(β, t) =
|Zk(β + it)|2

|Zk(β)|2
=

cosh(βωk)− 1

cosh(βωk)− cos(ωkt)
,

and SFF for the whole system is given by g(β, t) =

Πkgk(β, t). We numerically average g(β, t) over thermal

states, sometimes called as the quenched quantity.

While ergodic chaotic systems are known to exhibit a

linear ramp at intermediate times, nonergodic integrable

systems are not expected to show a ramp. Figure 3 shows

our numerical results where we find a dip followed by a

non-linear ramp for randommodels (IIIa) withM ∈GSE

and (IIIb) with Mq ∈ GOE, GUE. In all the cases, we see

that the elevation of the non-linear ramp is proportional

to the amount of randomness in the model. Note that an

exponential ramp has been reported for SYK2 in [30, 31].

Out of Time-Ordered Correlators. OTOC has been

defined by quantizing the classical observation that the

sensitivity to the initial conditions can be quantified by

the Poisson bracket {q(t), p} [3, 21, 57]. Although the old

paradigm expresses the exponential growth of OTOC and

quantum chaos as reciprocal notions [3], in the current

understanding an unstable saddle point in integrable sys-

tems can lead to the exponential growth of OTOC [27].

A natural question is how OTOC behaves in integrable

systems in the presence of randomness.

Here we consider OTOC in terms of the canonical op-

erators

Cβ,jk(t) = −tr

(
e−βH

tr (e−βH)

[
qj(t), pk

]2)
(5)

where qj(t) = eitHqje
−itH and j, k stands for the mode

index. For the cases of KG, DKG, our random model

(IIIb) as well as any Hamiltonian matrix that can be di-

agonalized with a symplectic transformation of the form

S = Sq ⊕ Sp, we find (see Appendix A)

C∞,jk(t) =
(
Sq diag(cos(ω1t), · · · , cos(ωN t))S

⊤
p

)2
jk
, (6)

where β → ∞ implies zero temperature and the OTOC

is with respect to the ground state of the Hamiltonian.

In this case, using SqS
⊤
p = 1N , one can easily verify

that C∞,jk(t ≪ 1) ∼ t4 for k ̸= j and C∞,jk(t ≪ 1) ∼
t2 for k = j. Our detailed analytic analysis and the

numerical simulation shown in Fig. 4 perfectly agree with

this result.

In Appendix B, we have analyzed a generic form of

OTOC in bosonic systems showing that it merely de-

pends on a single time-dependent parameter, which is a

function of the normal modes frequencies and the ran-

dom unitary. Furthermore, we interestingly show that

the saturation time decreases with the number of oscil-

lators as t∗ ∼ 1/ logN . This feature results in shorten-

ing the power law growth in large systems followed by a

plateau.

Discussions. We have shown that randomness in the

couplings of integrable bosonic systems features scram-

bling measures to behave as those in chaotic systems.

Randomness in such systems destroys the memory effect

in entanglement spread and results in negative TMI simi-

lar to holographic states. Furthermore, it causes the SFF

to show a (non-linear) ramp but OTOC in these models

cannot grow faster than a power law, in which the dura-

tion is shortened by increasing the number of modes.

Our study should not be mixed with what has been

addressed as weak scrambling in nonrandom local inte-
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FIG. 4. OTOC for qj(t) and pk in the ground state of the

KG, DKG and model (IIIb) Hamiltonians, showing a power

law growth. We set j = 1, k = N/2, and N = 100. The DKG

and GOE results are averaged over 100 samples. The dashed

red line ∝ t4.

grable systems [20, 58]. There is no global scrambling ef-

fect in such systems but rather a local effect in the sense

that recovering the initial data of a subregion would need

measurements in a larger subregion. Such an effect is en-

hanced in Lifshitz models due to non-linear dispersion

which results in infinitely prolonged saturation time for

the entanglement of finite subregions [59].

Our results suggest possible semiclassical descriptions

for states in random integrable systems which deserve

further investigation. Among several open questions

about random integrable models, an interesting one

would be the description of such dynamical behaviors in

terms of ballistically propagating quasiparticles.
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Appendix A: Derivation of out-of-time-order correlators for quadrature operators

We derive Eq. (6), OTOC for canonical operators, and the ground state of quadratic Hamiltonians whose matrix

M can be diagonalized using symplectic transformations of the form S = Sq ⊕Sp. This includes KG, DKG, and our

random model (IIIb) Hamiltonians. We define

HD = U†HU =
1

2
U†r⊤UMU†rU =

1

2
r⊤Dr (7)

where we used U†rU = Sr and matrix D = S⊤MS is diagonal.

Assuming that S = Sq ⊕ Sp, we have[
eiHDtU†qjUe

−iHDt, U†pkU
]
=
∑
n,m

Sq,jnSp,km

[
eiHDtqne

−iHDt, pm

]
=
∑
n,m

Sq,jnSp,km

[
qn cos(ωkt) + pn sin(ωkt), pm

]
= i
∑
n

Sq,jnSp,kn cos(ωnt)

= i
(
Sq diag

(
cos(ω1t), · · · , cos(ωN t)

)
S⊤
p

)
ij
,

where we used eiHDtqne
−iHDt = qn cos(ωkt) + pn sin(ωkt) in the second line, and [qn, pm] = iδnm in the third line.

Using the above relation and H = UHDU
†, OTOC for canonical operators reads

Cβ,jk(t) = −tr

(
e−βH

tr (e−βH)

[
qj(t), pk

]2)
= −tr

(
e−βHD

tr (e−βHD)

[
eiHDtU†qjUe

−iHDt, U†pjU
]2)

=
(
Sq diag

(
cos(ω1t), · · · , cos(ωN t)

)
S⊤
p

)2
ij
, (8)

which is Eq. (6) in the main text. This expression can be viewed as a generalization of the same quantity for a single

oscillator previously reported in [60].

Appendix B: Out-of-time-order correlators for generic bosonic operators

Considering an N -mode bosonic system with the Hamiltonian H and local operators Wj and Vk acting on the jth

and kth modes, respectively, OTOC can alternatively be defined as

Fβ,jk(t) =
〈
W †

j (t)V
†
kWj(t)Vk

〉
= tr

(
e−βH

tr(e−βH)
W †

j (t)V
†
kWj(t)Vk

)
, (9)

where Wj(t) = e−itHWje
itH . Note that if Wj and Vk are unitary, then the relation between this quantity and

Cβ,jk(t) =
〈
[Vk,Wj(t)]

†[Vk,Wj(t)]
〉
, which is used in the main text, is given by Re

[
Fβ,jk(t)

]
= 1 − Cβ,jk(t)/2. For

simplicity, we consider Hamiltonians that can be transformed into an uncoupled Hamiltonian of harmonic oscillators

using a passive Gaussian unitary,

H = (a1, . . . , aN )M(a†1, . . . , a
†
N )⊤ = UpHDU

†
p (10)

with HD =
∑

j ωja
†
jaj . The passive unitary can be described by U†

pa
†
jUp =

∑
n Ujna

†
n with Ujn being the elements

of the N × N unitary matrix that diagonalizes the Hamiltonian matrix,
∑

jk U
∗
mkMkjUjn = ωnδnm. By using this

transformation, we have

Fβ,jk(t) = tr

(
e−βHD

tr(e−βHD)
W̃ †

j (t)Ṽ
†
k W̃j(t)Ṽk

)
(11)
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where W̃j(t) = eitHDU†
pWjUpe

−itHD and Ṽk = U†
pVkUp.

The thermal state of N -mode uncoupled system can be expressed in terms of multimode coherent states |α1, . . . , αN ⟩
using the Glauber-Sudarshan representation [61, 62]

e−βHD

tr(e−βHD)
=

∫
· · ·
∫
d2α1 . . . d

2αN
e−|α1|2/n̄1

n̄1π
× · · · × e−|αN |2/n̄N

n̄Nπ
|α1, . . . , αN ⟩⟨α1, . . . , αN | (12)

with n̄j = (eβωj − 1)−1 being the mean photon number in the jth mode. Using this, we can write

Fβ,jk(t) =

∫
d2Nα P (α)F̃α,jk(t), (13)

where α = (α1, . . . , αN ), P (α) =
∏N

j=1 exp
(
− |αj |2/n̄j

)
/(n̄jπ), and

F̃α,jk(t) =
〈
α1, . . . , αN

∣∣W̃ †
j (t)Ṽ

†
k W̃j(t)Ṽk

∣∣α1, . . . , αN

〉
(14)

is the OTOC in terms of coherent states. Note that for β = ∞ (zero temperature) F∞,jk(t) = F̃0,jk(t).

The operators can also be expanded in terms of displacement operators Dj(ζ) = exp(ζa†j − ζ∗aj) with ζ ∈ C [63]

Wj =
1

π

∫
d2ζ ΦWj(ζ) Dj(−ζ), (15)

where ΦWj(ζ) = tr
(
WjDj(ζ)

)
is the characteristic function of operator Wj . We have

U†
pDj(ζ)Up = D1(ζUj1)⊗ · · · ⊗DN (ζUjN ), (16)

where we used U†
pa

†
jUp =

∑
n Ujna

†
n, and also

eitHDDj(ζ)e
−itHD = Dj(ζe

itωj ). (17)

Using these two relations we can then compute

W̃j(t) = eitHDU†
pWjUpe

−itHD =
1

π

∫
d2ζ ΦWj(ζ)D1(−ζUj1e

itω1)⊗ · · · ⊗DN (−ζUjNe
itωN ). (18)

Therefore, by using a similar expression for Ṽk, the OTOC in terms of coherent states can be written as

F̃α,jk(t) =
1

π4

∫
d2ζd2ξd2βd2γ Φ∗

Wj
(ζ)Φ∗

Vk
(ξ)ΦWj

(β)ΦVk
(γ)

×
N∏

n=1

〈
αn

∣∣Dn(ζUjne
itωn)Dn(ξUkn)Dn(−βUjne

itωn)Dn(−γUkn)
∣∣αn

〉
.

(19)

As we can see each term in the product oscillates with time with frequency ωn. By using the following relation for

displacement operators

Dn(µ)Dn(ν) = exp

(
µν∗ − νµ∗

2

)
Dn(µ+ ν), (20)

we get

Dn(ζUjne
itωn)Dn(ξUkn)Dn(−βUjne

itωn)Dn(−γUkn) = Dn

(
Ujne

itωn(ζ − β) +Ukn(ξ − γ)
)

× exp

[
1

2

(
(ζξ∗ + βγ∗ + βξ∗ − ζγ∗)Ujne

iωntU∗
kn + γξ∗|Ukn|2 + βζ∗|Ujn|2

)
− c.c.

]
,

(21)
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where c.c. stands for complex conjugate. We also have ⟨α|D(µ)|α⟩ = exp(−|µ|2/2+µα∗−αµ∗). Using these equations,

Eq. (19) becomes

F̃α,jk(t) =
1

π4

∫
d2ζd2ξd2βd2γ Φ∗

Wj
(ζ)Φ∗

Vk
(ξ)ΦWj

(β)ΦVk
(γ)

× exp

[
− 1

2
|ζ − β|2 − 1

2
|ξ − γ|2 − 1

2

(
(ζ − β)(ξ∗ − γ∗)Vjk(t) + c.c.

)]
× exp

[(
(ζ − β)

N∑
n=1

Ujne
itωnα∗

n + (ξ − γ)

N∑
n=1

Uknα
∗
n

)
− c.c.

]
× exp

[
1

2

(
(ζξ∗ + βγ∗ + βξ∗ − ζγ∗)Vjk(t) + γξ∗ + βζ∗

)
− c.c.

]
,

(22)

where we used
∑

n |Ujn|2 = 1 and

Vjk(t) =

N∑
n=1

Ujne
iωntU∗

kn (23)

is an element of the unitary matrix V (t) = exp(iM t), where M is the Hamiltonian matrix in Eq. (10). Given the

characteristic functions ΦVk
and ΦWj , one can therefore compute Fα,jk(t) and then by averaging with respect to P (α)

in Eq. (13), Fβ,jk(t) can be obtained.

As a simple example, suppose that Wj = Dj(µ) and Vk = Dk(ν) are displacement operators with the characteristic

functions ΦWj
(β) = πδ2(β + µ) and ΦVk

(γ) = πδ2(γ + ν). In this case, we have

F̃α,jk(t) = exp
(
µν∗Vjk(t)− µ∗νV ∗

jk(t)
)
, (24)

which implies that Fβ,jk(t) = F̃α,jk(t) is independent of β. This also gives Cβ,jk(t) = 2 − 2Re[Fβ,jk(t)] =

4 sin2
(
Im[µν∗Vjk(t)]

)
.

In this example, we can see that the time-dependent behavior of OTOC is determined by that of Vjk(t). Therefore,

to further investigate the time-dependent behaviour of Vjk(t), we ran numerical simulations for a randomly selected

set of {ωn} and U selected as a N ×N unitary matrix chosen from the Haar measure. As shown in the left panel of

Fig. 5, Vjk(t) rapidly saturates to a constant value at some time t∗ ∼ 1/ logN . The larger the system size, the faster

Vjk(t) and the OTOC saturation. Note that this behavior is critically different from the scrambling time ts ∼ logN

in generic chaotic systems. Due to this rapid saturation, OTOC does not have enough time to oscillate except for the

cases where the parameters in Wj = Dj(µ) and Vk = Dk(ν) slow down this rapid saturation time (see the inset of

the right panel in Fig. 5).
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FIG. 5. Right: Time evolution of the diagonal and off-diagonal elements of Vjk(t). U is a Haar random unitary matrix and

the result is averaged over 200 samples. Left: The behavior of OTOC Fβ,jk(t) for displacement operators with parameters µ

and ν. The inset shows the choice of µν∗ ∼ 1/N2 is small enough to compensate for the rapid saturation of Vjk(t) and allow

the OTOC to oscillate in time.
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FIG. 6. The behavior of OTOC C∞,jk(t) for the canonical operators V = qj and W = pk. The results are averaged over 300

samples.

Another example is to consider canonical operators as local operatorsWj = qj = (aj+a
†
j)/

√
2 and Vk = pk = −i(ak−

a†k)/
√
2 whose characteristic functions are ΦWj

(β) = π( ∂
∂β − ∂

∂β∗ )δ
2(β)/

√
2 and ΦVk

(γ) = iπ( ∂
∂γ + ∂

∂γ∗ )δ
2(γ)/

√
2.

Plugging these into (22) for α = 0 and using integration by parts yields

F̃0,jk(t) = F∞,jk(t) =
1

4

(
1 + |Vjk(t)|2 − V ∗

jk
2(t)

)
(25)

which is again governed by the behaviour of Vjk(t). Using the above formalism, it is straightforward to show that the

other definition of OTOC at zero temperature is given by

C∞,jk(t) =
1

4

(
2|Vjk(t)|2 + V 2

jk(t) + V ∗
jk

2(t)
)
=
[
Re(Vjk(t))

]2
. (26)

As shown in Fig. 6, this function shows a power law growth, similar to the behavior in Fig. 5. Note that for a single

oscillator, this is a periodic function (see Eq. (6) and [60]) while for N > 1 the role of Vjk(t) becomes important.

The above formalism can also be applied to compute OTOC for q
nq

j and p
np

k . In this case, the characteristic

functions are given in terms of higher-order partial derivatives of the Dirac delta function (22) that results in an

integer power of Im(Vjk(t)) and Re(Vjk(t)) in OTOC. Note that, in general, due to the rapid saturation of Vjk(t),

the result of OTOC reduces to a power law in t.
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