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We investigate many-body chaos and scrambling in the Hyperbolic Ising model, a mixed-field Ising
model living in the background of AdS2. The effect of the curvature is captured by site-dependent
couplings obtained from the AdS2 metric applied to a flat nearest neighbor spin chain. We show that
this model with only local site-dependent nearest neighbor interactions is maximally chaotic, can be
classified as a fast scrambler, and saturates the Maldacena-Shenker-Stanford (MSS) bound on chaos
for a certain set of parameters, thus making this model one of the few if not the only example where
such fast scrambling behavior has been seen without all-to-all or long-range interactions. Moreover,
the modest resources needed to simulate this model make it an ideal test-bed for studying scrambling
and chaos on quantum computers.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum many-body chaos and scrambling have at-
tracted a great deal of attention in recent years, from
more theoretical endeavors like studying the scram-
bling dynamics of black holes using their dual descrip-
tions [1–7] to more practical applications like investigat-
ing scrambling in chemical reactions to quantum cryp-
tography [8, 9] and many more.

In almost all of these studies, the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev
(SYK) model has been the center of attention as the
quintessential example of a model that exhibits fast
scrambling and quantum chaos [10–13]. However, due
to the all-to-all and random interactions in this model,
any kind of classical and quantum simulation can be very
challenging and often requires various truncations and
approximations [14–17]. In this letter, we advocate for
a new model that is also maximally chaotic and exhibits
fast scrambling but with only local site-dependent inter-
actions. 1

A wide variety of tests have been developed to diag-
nose and classify quantum chaos, including spectral form
factors [24–26], level statistics [27, 28], different defini-
tions of complexity[29, 30], Loschmidt echos [31–33] and
out-of-time ordered correlators (OTOCs)[34, 35]. Out of
these many tools, Krylov Complexity — which can be de-
fined for both states and operators — and OTOCs have
emerged as the most comprehensive tests and have be-
come the primary norm for diagnosing quantum chaos in
many body systems [36–46].

While OTOCs have become the leading test in clas-
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1 There are other examples of fast scrambling models besides the
SYK model but to the best of our knowledge they all require
longer-range interactions than nearest neighbor interactions to
be present in the model [18–23].

sifying quantum chaos and scrambling, their calculation
is cumbersome and the numerical analysis of extracting
Lyapunov exponents from OTOCs requires carefully fit-
ting an exponential in a narrow parameter window. On
the other hand, we have diagnostic tools that are based
on Krylov subspace methods which do not require a fit-
ting process as delicate as the OTOCs; however, due to
the numerical instabilities in the Lanczos algorithm they
require either a full or partial re-orthogonalization proce-
dures limiting the system sizes that can be reached with
these methods [47]. Here, we use both of these tech-
niques to give a complete picture that encompasses large
system sizes and a concrete diagnostic of quantum chaos
and scrambling.

A summary of our results can be seen in Fig. 1, where
a simple model inspired by holography — the Hyper-
bolic Ising model — satisfies multiple criteria of quan-
tum chaos and fast scrambling. We evaluate the scram-
bling time ts and find a logarithmic lightcone, with
ts ∼ log(N), where N is the number of spins. The Lya-
punov exponents obtained from OTOCs at finite tem-
peratures decay as a/β, where β = 1/T is the inverse
temperature and a is a constant. Most importantly,
the decay of these Lyapunov exponents for a certain set
of parameters saturates the Maldacena-Shenker-Stanford
(MSS) bound on chaos [35]. We also study the Krylov
state complexity (K-complexity), which exhibits the ex-
pected ramp-peak-plateau behavior [41, 42], the Krylov
Entropy (K-entropy) which rises exponentially at early
times, and the Krylov operator complexity which shows
the expected exponential-linear-saturation behavior [36–
38]; all of these are indicative of fast scrambling and
chaos.

These tests provide strong evidence that this model
exhibits quantum chaos and can be classified as a fast
scrambler, giving us one of the few examples where a
fast scrambling behavior has been seen outside of the
SYK model and the only example with computational
resources needed for its classical and quantum simula-
tions similar to the mixed field Ising model. This dis-
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FIG. 1: a) Left: Tessellation of the Poincaré disk. The red line displays the line we choose to obtain the AdS2 Ising model;
the spins are located at the vertices. Right: Site-dependent nearest neighbor couplings applied to a flat spin chain to capture
the curved background. Different colors on the line plot show how our site-dependent coupling changes according to different
lmax values. b,c) Checks for scrambling and chaos in the hyperbolic Ising model, (b) using tensor networks for OTOCs, and
(c) using Krylov subspace methods.

covery opens new avenues of research where we can use
locally varying interactions to control different behaviors
of scrambling and information propagation in quantum
systems and test quantum chaos and scrambling without
incurring the potentially heavy computational costs of an
all-to-all connected model.

II. HYPERBOLIC ISING MODEL

Our model of interest, the Hyperbolic Ising model is
a mixed field Ising (MFI) model formulated on a one-
dimensional hyperbolic space. In Fig. 1 we show how
one can visualize this model as a line between two bound-
ary points in AdS3 and interpret the effects of the back-
ground curvature as site-dependent couplings.

The Hamiltonian that describes this Ising chain can be
given as [48–52],

Ĥ =− J
∑
i

(
ηi + ηi+1

2

)
σz
i σ

z
i+1 (1)

+ h
∑
i

ηiσ
x
i +m

∑
i

ηiσ
z
i ,

with ηi = cosh(ρi)

where σp
i is a local Pauli operator at site i with p ∈

{x, y, z}. The local site-dependent coupling terms for the
Ising chain, ηi = cosh(ρi) ∼

√
g arise from the Euclidean

metric of AdS2,

ds2 = ℓ2(cosh2(ρ)dt2 + dρ2) (2)

To obtain the couplings in Eq. 1 we set ℓ = 1.0 and
discretize radius of curvature ρ as follows,

ρi = −lmax + i
2lmax

N − 1
(3)

here N is the size of the spin chain and lmax controls the
curvature of the underlying curved space. One can easily
recover the flat mixed field Ising model by taking the
lmax → 0 limit. This model exhibits a phase transition
at J/h = 1.0 for a small value of the parameter m similar
to the flat Ising model [48].
In the rest of the paper, we will center our discus-

sion around this critical point where the mixed field Ising
model is known to be chaotic [53] and show that the in-
clusion of the curved background enhances this chaotic
behavior and introduces fast scrambling.
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FIG. 2: Scrambling time ts as a function of site index i for
N = 37, lmax = (1.0, ...5.0) at infinite temperature showing
the lightcone changing from linear to logarithmic as a function
of lmax.

In an earlier work [48], we investigated information
propagation and scrambling in this model in the infinite
temperature limit, and showed that for a suitable subset
of the parameters the lightcone obtained from infinite
temperature OTOCs is logarithmic such that the satu-
ration time ts ∼ log(i) where i is the site index which
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FIG. 3: a) O for N = 13, J/h = 1.0, m = 0.05, and lmax = 4.0 black dashed lines show the fitting range we used in extracting
the Lyapunov exponents. b) The Lyapunov exponent λβ ; for lmax = (1.0, 2.0, 4.0). Notice that λβ starts saturating the MSS
bound as the background curvature is increased. Error bounds are obtained from the confidence intervals of the fitting.

implies that ts ∼ log(N) for a system of N spins. This
logarithmic spreading can be seen in Fig. 2 where lines
show fits to a logarithmic function, and it is one of the
tell-tale signs of fast scrambling [34]. Surprisingly, this
simple model with local interactions captures this behav-
ior quite easily due to its unique site-dependent couplings
arising from the curved background contrary to the usual
expectations that require all-to-all or long-range interac-
tions to achieve such behavior.

III. OBSERVABLES FOR CHAOS AND FAST
SCRAMBLING

Motivated by the observations of logarithmic light-
cones in this model, we will provide further evidence
that this model is indeed chaotic and can be classified
as a fast-scrambler by investigating finite temperature
OTOCs and various complexity measures defined using
Krylov subspace methods.

A. OTOCs at Finite Temperature

OTOCs are one of the most heavily used diagnostic
tools for scrambling and chaos. They are obtained from
the double commutator of operatorsW (t) = eiHtWe−iHt

and V and can be given as follows.

Fij(t) =
1

Z
Tr

[
e−βHWi(t)VjWi(t)Vj

]
(4)

where Z = Tr
(
e−βH

)
and β = 1/T .

For a chaotic system, OTOCs are expected to decay as
Fβ(t) ∼ e−λβt for times before scrambling time, where λβ

is the Lyapunov exponent and can be thought of as the
quantum counterpart of the classical Lyapunov exponent.

For systems at finite temperatures, it is common to
employ a regularized definition for the OTOCs due to

divergences [35]. This regularized form for the OTOCs
can be defined as

F̃ij(t) = Tr [αWi(t)αVjαWi(t)αVj ] , (5)

where α4 = Z−1e−βH .
As discussed earlier, we will choose J/h = 1.0, and

m = 0.05 such that the model is near the chaotic region
of the mixed field Ising model and choose Wi, and Vj as
σz

N+1
2

and σz
1 respectively and obtain the finite temper-

ature states that go into this calculation by purification
techniques[54, 55] developed for Matrix Product States
(MPS)2 [57–62].
After the desired thermal state is obtained it is then

time evolved while measuring O = 1 − F̃ij(t) at each
time-step. In Fig. 3 we show our results for the OTOCs
at lmax = 4.0 at inverse temperatures ranging from β =
[0.5, ...6.0]. To extract the Lyapunov exponents we fit
log

(
dO
dt

)
to f(x) = at+ b; this approach yields better fits

with better R2 results compared to exponential fits of the
original function.
Our results presented in Fig. 3 (a) confirm the expected

exponential rise of the OTOCs with the two dashed lines
indicating the fitting range. This range is chosen such
that for all the values of β the linear fits result in a R2 ≥
0.96.
Fig. 3 (b) shows the decay of the λβ as a/β where

a is some constant. Most importantly we clearly
see that as the background curvature is increased the
Lyapunov exponents start saturating the Maldacena-
Shenker-Stanford (MSS) bound on chaos which is the
most famous criterion for fast scrambling.
Although our results show agreement with the MSS

bound we note that this result is highly dependent on

2 For tensor network simulations we used the ITensor Library [56];
details of our simulation procedure can be found in Appendix. B.
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FIG. 4: a) CK using states for N = 11, J/h = 1.0,m = 0.05 at different lmax values showing the ramp-peak-plateau behavior.
b) SK for the same set of parameters showing the expected exponential behavior. c) Lanczos coefficients as a function of the
state index n which shows the expected linear dependence on n.

choosing the right fitting window. The dependence of
1/β is less sensitive in changes to this window but the
coefficient of the fit is and thus can affect the tempera-
ture range where the MSS bound is satisfied. We also
note that due to the Trotterized evolution used in both
obtaining the thermal state and the time-evolved states,
we are limited to moderate values of β that can be simu-
lated reliably due to the accumulation of Trotter errors.

Nevertheless, combining the 1/β decay of the Lya-
punov exponents with the fact that we get a logarith-
mic lightcone for the same sets of parameters provides
compelling evidence of fast scrambling.

B. Krylov Observables

Now we switch gears and discuss our observables ob-
tained using Krylov subspace methods. The main ad-
vantage of these observables is that they do not require a
delicate fitting scheme like OTOCs do to diagnose chaos.

The two quantities of interest are the state and op-
erator version of the K-complexity CK and Krylov En-
tropy SK(t) calculated using states. These observables
obtained from the Krylov basis wavefunctions exhibit dif-
ferent characteristics for integrable and chaotic systems
allowing them to be used as a diagnostic tool for quan-
tum chaos [36–41]. The Krylov complexity CK(t) and
Krylov Entropy SK(t) for states can be defined as,

CK(t) =

K−1∑
n=0

n|ϕn(t)|2 (6)

SK(t) = −
K−1∑
n=0

|ϕn(t)|2 ln
(
|ϕn(t)|2

)
(7)

where ϕn(t) are the Krylov basis wavefunctions obtained
via Lanczos algorithm [63] with K = dim(K), is the di-
mension of the Krylov subspace K.
The dynamics in the Krylov subspace are fully deter-

mined by the time evolution of Krylov wavefunctions and
due to the tridiagonal structure of the Lanczos coeffi-

cients time evolution in the Krylov subspace simplifies to
the following recursion relation [47].

ϕ̇n(t) = bnϕn−1(t)− bn+1ϕn+1(t) (8)

Here {(an, bn)}K−1
n=0 are the Lanczos coefficients ob-

tained via the Lanczos algorithm [63] and the equations
can be solved with the initial condition ϕn(t = 0) = δn0.

Furthermore, these recursion relations map the time
evolution in the full space to a single particle hop-
ping model in the one-dimensional Krylov chain making
long-time simulations tractable, especially for time scales
where our tensor network methods break down. More
details about the Lanczos algorithm and our implemen-
tation can be found in the Appendix. A

This brings us to our first set of observables that signals
a chaotic system in the context of Krylov methods. We

start the Lanczos algorithm with the state
⊗N

i=1 |+y⟩,
where |+y⟩ = 1√

2
(|0⟩y + i |1⟩y). We chose this initial

seed choice because in the flat Ising model this state ex-
hibited a clear peak in CK(t) in the chaotic regime of the
model [42].3 Using this initial choice we carry out the
subspace generation and time evolution and investigate
CK(t) and SK(t).
There are three key indicators of quantum chaos ob-

tained using states. First, CK(t) is expected to exhibit
ramp-peak-plateau behavior in time. Next, SK(t) should
exhibit an exponential behavior at early timescales. Fi-
nally, the Lanczos coefficients bn should have a linear
relationship with n, where 0 ≤ n ≤ K− 1 [36–41].
Our results confirm the expectations described above

and show the system becomes more chaotic as the back-
ground curvature increases. In Fig. 4 (a) we show the
CK(t) where the ramp-peak-plateau behavior is clearly

3 The choice of the initial seed is an essential part of this algo-
rithm and it can have an effect on the results obtained for CK(t)
and SK(t). To alleviate this dependence on the initial seed new
algorithms that sample a wide array of initial seeds have been
proposed [64].



5

FIG. 5: Operator Complexity for N = 6, J/h = 1.0,m =
0.05,. Inset shows the change from exponential to linear be-
havior around the scrambling times.

visible and the peak becomes more prominent as we in-
crease lmax in line with the expectation that the model
becomes more chaotic as lmax is increased. In Fig. 4
(b) we show SK(t) which shows the expected expo-
nential rise, the lines show fits to a function of form
f(t) = a(ec − d) and the factor c increases with lmax.
Finally, in Fig. 4 (c), we show the Lanczos coefficient bn
vs n which shows the linear dependence on n, providing
us with three more tests signaling chaos.

The next set of observables are based on calculations
using operators instead of states. Lanczos algorithm can
be generalized to operators in straightforward way using
the channel-state duality [65]. In this case, the Hamil-
tonian becomes a Liouvillian that acts on the operators,
and the usual inner product ⟨p|q⟩ of quantum states in
Lanczos Algorithm is changed to (A|B) := 1

DTr
[
A†B

]
.

We choose σz
1 as our initial seed operator for the Lanc-

zos algorithm and carry out the subspace generation and
time-evolution.

The CK(t) obtained using the operators is closely re-
lated to operator growth in the full model and hence can
be used to identify scrambling behavior and chaos [38].
For a fast scrambler, operator complexity is expected
to grow exponentially at early timescales followed by a
linear increase and finally, they saturate/oscillate about
some fixed average value related to the dimension of the
Krylov subspace [66].

Fig. 5 confirms this expected behavior for a chaotic
system with the inset showing the early time dynamics
of the complexity which is fitted to an exponential fol-
lowed by a linear function. Confirming our discovery of
scrambling in the Hyperbolic Ising model.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we investigated chaos and scrambling
in the Hyperbolic Ising model which is a nearest neigh-
bor mixed field Ising model with site-dependent couplings

using tensor network and Krylov subspace methods and
showed that the observables obtained from both of these
independent techniques show signatures of fast scram-
bling and chaos. More specifically we had three main
observables with such a signature.
Using tensor networks we showed that, for a suitable

subset of the parameter space we observed a logarithmic
lightcone with scrambling time ts ∼ log(N). Finite tem-
perature OTOCs showed the expected exponential rise
at early times similar to the operator complexity, with
Lyapunov exponents obtained from these exponentials
decaying as a/β while saturating the MSS bound for a
certain set of parameters.
With the Krylov subspace methods, we showed that

the observables obtained using states exhibit the follow-
ing signatures of chaos. K-Complexity demonstrated the
expected ramp-peak-plateau behavior with the peak scal-
ing according to the background curvature lmax. Next,
K-Entropy showed the expected exponential rise at early
times. Finally, we showed that Lanczos coefficients bns
depend linearly on n which is another criterion of chaos.
Operator complexity showed an exponential rise simi-

lar to the OTOCs at early times followed by a linear in-
crease, and saturation around a maximum at late times.
Combining these results, we see robust evidence that

this model can be classified as a fast scrambler. This pro-
vides us with a unique model in the class of fast scram-
blers where with only nearest-neighbor interactions and
site-dependent couplings fast scrambling behavior can be
achieved. In addition, in Fig. 2 we showed that it is
possible to switch between different scrambling behaviors
with ease in this model ranging from the slowest linear
spreading to the fastest logarithmic spreading and any-
thing in between by adjusting the background curvature
and nearest neighbor coupling J .
This opens up new possibilities for studying scrambling

and chaos on classical and quantum computers in detail,
where we now have access to a model where by changing
just two parameters we can have complete control of dif-
ferent kinds of scrambling behavior with modest require-
ments needed for its simulations compared to all-to-all
connected models making it easily accessible for future
studies.
In addition to the fast scrambling behavior, simula-

tions of models that exhibit AdS/CFT correspondence
are interesting in and of themselves due to the close con-
nection between holographic models and error correcting
codes [67–71]; having an efficient way of simulating these
models on quantum computers could benefit the study of
such codes.
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the Hamiltonian for a system. The method is based on
the Lanczos algorithm which can be summarized as fol-
lows [47, 63],

1. Set |K0⟩ = |v0⟩, where |v0⟩ is the initial state you
start with.

2. a0 = ⟨K0|H|K0⟩

3. Loop over n, where n ≥ 1

(a) |An⟩ = H |Kn−1⟩
(b) FRO : |An⟩ → |An⟩ −

∑n−1
m=0⟨Km|An⟩ |Km⟩

(c) bn =
√

⟨An|An⟩. If bn = 0, exit the loop else
continue.

(d) |Kn⟩ = 1
bn

|An⟩
(e) an = ⟨Kn|H|Kn⟩

This algorithm has numerical instabilities due to the
round-off errors and it requires either a full or a par-
tial re-orthogonalization to be carried out to ensure the
orthogonality between Krylov vectors. This procedure
is basically a Gram-Schmidt process applied to Krylov
vectors/operators after every iteration. Above algorithm
can also be used for operators [47] with redefining the in-
ner products accordingly. Once the Lancozs coefficients
are obtained using this algorithm, we can write the re-
cursion relations and solve them.

To obtain the time evolution of these vectors, recursion
relations in Eq. ??, 8 can be written in a vector-matrix
linear ordinary differential equation form given in Eq. A1.

dϕ⃗

dt
= Mϕ⃗ (A1)

where ϕ⃗ = (ϕ0, ϕ1, . . . , ϕK−1)
T and M is a tridiagonal

matrix which has a different form for states Ms and op-
erators Mo.

These matrices are used for obtaining state and oper-
ator complexities which are given by Eq. A2 and Eq. A3
respectively.

Ms = −i


a0 b1 0 0 . . .
b1 a1 b2 0 . . .
0 b2 a2 b3 . . .
...

. . .
. . .

. . . bK−1

0 0 . . . bK−1 aK−1

 (A2)

Mo =


0 −b1 0 0 . . .
b1 0 −b2 0 . . .
0 b2 0 −b3 . . .
...

. . .
. . .

. . . −bK−1

0 0 . . . bK−1 0

 (A3)

The solution to the differential equation in Eq. A1 can

be given as ϕ⃗(t) = eMtϕ⃗(0) where ϕ⃗(0) = (1, 0, 0, . . . , 0)T

and is also expressed by the following recursion relation.

ϕ̇n(t) = bnϕn−1(t)− bn+1ϕn+1(t) (A4)
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FIG. 6: Lightcone at N = 13, J/h = 1.0,m = 0.05, β =
0.25, lmax = 0.05
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FIG. 7: Lightcone at N = 13, J/h = 1.0,m = 0.05, β =
0.25, lmax = 3.0

A fourth-order Runge Kutta (RK4) method is then
used to solve this recursion relation numerically.

Appendix B: Details on Thermal State Preparation

The purification procedure used to obtain the thermal
states can be quickly summarized as follows.
We start with an infinite temperature Thermofield

double state |TFD(∞)⟩ which can be initialized as

|TFD(∞)⟩ = 1/
√
2 (B1)

into a Matrix Product Operator(MPO) and evolved un-
der imaginary time evolution with Time-Evolving Block
Decimation(TEBD) techniques (using e−βH , where H is
the Hyperbolic Ising Hamiltonian).
If one continues the time evolution indefinitely this al-

gorithm eventually reaches the ground state of the model.
However, stopping at a desired β allows us to obtain the
thermal states of the Hyperbolic Ising model in terms of
an MPO.
With access to the thermal states of the model, we can

calculate the OTOCs constructed using two local oper-
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ators Wi(t) and Vj where W (t) = eiHtW (0)e−iHt, com-
bined into the double commutator.

C(t) = ⟨||[Wi(t), Vj ]||2⟩ = 2(1− Re[Fij(t)]), (B2)

where < . >= 1
Z Tr

[
e−βH .

]
corresponds to the thermal

expectation value at inverse temperature β and Fij(t)
is known as the out-of-time-ordered correlator (OTOC).
Other terms in the double commutator become irrelevant
after a short time scale and hence can be omitted.

Fij(t) = ⟨Wi(t)
†Vj(0)

†Wi(t)Vj(0)⟩. (B3)

In our calculations, we take W (t) = σz(t), V = σz and
fix the position of the W (t) operator at the center of the
lattice chain which is the site (N + 1)/2. we then place
the operator V at different lattice sites i and measure
Fij(t)

For constructing the lightcone we need to calculate
the OTOC at all sites of the spin chain which leads to
the following propagation patterns in Fig. 6, 7. As can
be seen from these two plots, as the background curva-
ture increases, the lightcone becomes warped. In [48] we
showed in detail that depending on the curvature lmax

and the nearest-neighbor coupling strength J it is pos-
sible to achieve different kinds of scrambling behavior
ranging from linear to logarithmic using OTOCs calcu-
lated at infinite temperature.


	Introduction
	Hyperbolic Ising Model
	Observables for Chaos and Fast Scrambling
	OTOCs at Finite Temperature
	Krylov Observables

	Conclusions and Outlook
	Acknowledgments
	References
	Krylov Subspace Methods
	Details on Thermal State Preparation

