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The idea of out-of-time-order correlator
(OTOC) has recently emerged in the study of
both condensed matter and gravity systems. It
not only plays a key role in investigating the
holographic duality between a strongly interact-
ing quantum system and a gravity system, but
also diagnoses the chaotic behavior of many-body
quantum systems and characterizes the informa-
tion scrambling [1–6]. Based on OTOCs, three
different concepts – quantum chaos, holographic
duality, and information scrambling – are found
to be intimately related to each other. Here
we report the measurement of OTOCs of an
Ising spin chain on a nuclear magnetic resonance
(NMR) quantum simulator. We observe that the
OTOC behaves differently in the integrable and
chaotic cases [6]. Based on the recent discovered
relationship between OTOCs and the growth
of entanglement entropy in the many-body
system [7], we extract the entanglement entropy
from the measured OTOCs, which clearly shows
that the information entropy oscillates in time
for integrable models and scrambles for chaotic
models [6]. With OTOCs, we also obtain the
butterfly velocity in this system, which measures
the speed of correlation propagation [5, 6, 8–10].
Our experiment paves a way for experimental
studying holographic duality, quantum chaos, and
information scrambling in many-body quantum
systems with quantum simulators.

The out-of-time-order correlator (OTOC), given by

F (t) = 〈B̂†(t)Â†(0)B̂(t)Â(0)〉β , (1)

is a quantum generalization of a classical measure of
chaos [1, 2]. Here Ĥ is the system Hamiltonian and

B̂(t) = eiĤtB̂e−iĤt, and 〈...〉β denotes averaging over
a thermal ensemble at temperature 1/β = kBT . For a
many-body system with local operators Â and B̂, the
exponential deviation from unity of a normalized OTOC

gives rise to the Lyapunov exponent λL, i.e. F (t) ∼
1−#eλLt for small t.

In the recent years, the interests on the OTOCs in-
crease significantly. It is found that OTOC emerges in
describing a bulk scattering nearby the horizon and in-
formation scrambling of a black hole [3–5]. Furthermore,
quantum systems holographic dual to a black hole sat-
urate an upper bound 2π/β of the Lyapunov exponent
λL [11–15]. This establishes a profound connection be-
tween the existence of holographic duality and the chaotic
behavior in many-body quantum systems. Recent stud-
ies also reveal that the OTOC can be applied to study
physical properties beyond chaotic systems, for instance,
to characterize many-body localized phases, which are
not even thermalized [7, 16–19]. In the high tempera-
ture limit (i.e. β = 0), intimate connection between the
OTOC and the growth of entanglement entropy in quan-
tum many-body systems are also established [6, 7].

Despite of the significance of the OTOC revealed
by recent theories, experimental measurement of the
OTOC remains challenging. Unlike the normal correla-
tors, the OTOC cannot be related to conventional spec-
troscopy measurements through linear response theory.
Recently, several theory proposals have been put forward
to measure OTOC, using echo- and interferometric- ap-
proaches [20–23].

Since the OTOC involves system dynamics and its time
reversal, quantum computers provide an ideal platform to
simulate these systems and their dynamics [24]. Histori-
cally, one of the key motivation to develop quantum com-
puters is to simulate the dynamics of many-body quan-
tum systems [25]. Quantum simulation of many-body dy-
namics has been theoretically shown to be efficient with
practical algorithms proposed [26], and experimentally
implemented in various kinds of quantum systems [27–
29].

In this work, we report measurements of OTOCs on a
NMR quantum simulator. The system to simulate is an
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FIG. 1: Illustration of the Physical System and the Model:
(a) The C2F3I molecule used in the NMB simulation. (b)
The four sites Ising spin chain, A and B label dividing the
entire system into two subsystems in the later discussion of
entanglement entropy. (c) Experimental circuit for measuring

the OTOC when β = 0. Here R = 1, R̂x(−π
2

), R̂y(π
2

) for

Â = σ̂z1 , σ
y
1 , σ

x
1 , respectively.

Ising spin chain model, whose Hamiltonian is written as

Ĥ =
∑
i

(
−σ̂zi σ̂zi+1 + gσ̂xi + hσ̂zi

)
, (2)

where σx,y,zi are Pauli matrices on the i-site. The pa-
rameter values g = 1, h = 0 correspond to the traverse
field Ising model, where the system is integrable. The
system is non-integrable whenever both g and h are non-
zero. We simulate the dynamics governed by the system
Hamiltonian Ĥ, and measure the OTOCs of operators
that are initially acting on different local sites. The time
dynamics of OTOCs is observed, from which entangle-
ment entropy of the system and butterfly velocities of
the chaotic systems are extracted.

NMR Quantum Simulator. The physical system to
perform the quantum simulation is the nuclear spins in
the molecules of Iodotrifluroethylene (C2F3I) dissolved in
d-chloroform [30], whose molecular structure is shown in
Fig. 1(a). One 13C nucleus and three 19F nuclei (19F1,
19F2 and 19F3) in the molecule consist of a four-qubit
quantum simulator, taking the role as four spin sites of
the Ising chain, respectively, as shown in Fig. 1(b).

The natural Hamiltonian of the physical system in a
static magnetic field is

ĤNMR = −
4∑
i=1

ω0i

2
σ̂zi +

4∑
i<j,=1

πJij
2
σ̂zi σ̂

z
j , (3)

which is different from the Ising spin chain model in Eq.
(2). The experiments were carried out at the Bruker
AV-400MHz spectrometer (9.4T ) at room temperature
T = 300K. Here ω0i represents the Larmor frequency of

spin i and Jij the coupling constants, whose measured
values are listed in the Supplementary Information.

The system is originally in the thermal equilibrium
state populated according to the Boltzmann distribu-
tion. In high-temperature approximation, ρ̂eq ≈ 1/24(1+∑4
i=1 εiσ̂

z
i ), where 1 is the identity and εi ∼ 10−5 denotes

the equilibrium polarization of spin i. Because there is no
observable and dynamical effect on 1, ρ̂eq ∝

∑4
i=1 εiσ̂

z
i .

The spins can be manipulated by applying an elec-
tromagnetic field which rotates in the x-y plane at
ωrf , at or near the Larmor frequency ω0i: Ĥrf =

−
∑4
i=1

ω1i

2 [cos(ωrf t+ φ)σ̂xi − sin(ωrf t+ φ)σ̂yi ], where φ
is the phase of the RF field, and ω1i the Rabi frequency
of spin i. This system has been demonstrated complete
controllability [31, 32], which guarantees that one can
simulate the dynamics of any other four-qubit system.

Using the Trotter formula [33, 34], the time evolu-

tion e−iĤt of the Ising spin chain of Eq. (2) can be ap-
proximately simulated by piecewise applications of local
Hamiltonians, namely,

e−iĤmτ ≈
(
e−iĤx

τ
2 e−iĤz

τ
2 e−iĤzzτe−iĤz

τ
2 e−iĤx

τ
2

)m
for small enough τ , with Ĥx =

∑
i

gσ̂xi , Ĥz =
∑
i

hσ̂zi

and Ĥzz =
∑
i

−σ̂zi σ̂zi+1. Likewise, the reversal of Ising

dynamics can be implemented by a similar technique (see
Methods for details).

Measuring OTOC. The OTOC can directly be ob-
tained by measuring the expectation value of the ob-

servable Ô = eiĤtB̂e−iĤtÂeiĤtB̂e−iĤtÂ. For the infi-
nite temperature β = 0, the equilibrium state of the
many-body system Ĥ is the maximally mixed state 1/2N .
When B̂ is unitary, the OTOC is measured by

〈Ô〉β=0 = Tr[ρ(t)Â] = Tr
(
Û(t)ρ̂0Û

†(t)Â
)
, (4)

where Û(t) = eiĤtB̂e−iĤt and ρ0 ∝ Â. The general
protocol for measuring OTOC for β = 0 is illustrated in
Fig. 1(c). In the experiments, we chose different pairs of

Â and B̂ from the set
{
Â = σ̂α1 , B̂ = σ̂γ4 : α, γ = x, y, z

}
.

Two sets of typical experimental results of the OTOC
at β = 0 are shown in Fig. 2. Here we normalize the
OTOC by 〈B̂†(0)B̂(0)〉〈Â†(0)Â(0)〉, and because Â and
B̂† commute at t = 0, the initial value of this normalized
OTOC is unity. The experimental data (red points) agree
very well with the theoretical results (blue curves). We
also measure OTOC for other operators (Â = σ̂α1 , B̂ = σ̂γ4
with α, γ = x, y, z) and they all behave similarly (see
Supplementary Information).

In both the integrable case (the first column) and the
chaotic cases (the second and the third columns), the
early time behaviors look similar. That is, the OTOC
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FIG. 2: Experimental Results of OTOC for an Ising Spin Chain: (a) Â = σ̂z1 at the first site, and B̂ = σ̂x4 at the fourth site. (b)

Â = σ̂x1 at the first site, and B̂ = σ̂y4 at the fourth site. The three columns correspond to g = 1, h = 0; g = 1.05, h = 0.5; and
g = 1, h = 1 of model Eq. (2), respectively. The red points are experimental data, the blue curves are theoretical calculation
of OTOC with model Eq. (2) for four sites.

starts to deviate from unity after a certain time. How-
ever, the long time behaviors are very different between
the integrable and chaotic cases. In the integrable case,
after the decreasing period, the OTOC revives and recov-
ers unity. This reflects that the system has well-defined
quasi-particle. And there exists extensive number of inte-
gral of motions, which is related to the fact that an inte-
grable system does not thermalize. While in the chaotic
case, the OTOC decreases to a small value and oscil-
lates, which will not revive back to unity in a practical
time scale. This relates to the fact that the information
does scramble in a chaotic system [6].

Entanglement Entropy. To better illustrate the dif-
ferent behaviors of the information dynamics in the two
cases of integrable and chaotic systems, we reconstruct
the entanglement entropy of a subsystem from the mea-
sured OTOCs. Entanglement entropy has become an im-
portant quantity not only for quantum information pro-
cessing, but also for describing a quantum many-body
system, such as quantum phase transition, topological
order and thermalization [35]. However, measuring en-
tanglement entropy is always challenging [36, 37] and so
far is limited to few cases [38–41].

OTOC opens a new door for entanglement entropy
measurement. An equivalence relationship between
OTOCs at equilibrium and the growth of the 2nd Rényi
entropy after a quench has recently been established [7],
which states that

exp(−S(2)
A ) =

∑
M̂∈B

〈M̂(t)V̂ (0)M̂(t)V̂ (0)〉β=0. (5)

In the left-hand side of Eq. (5), S
(2)
A is the 2nd Rényi en-

tropy of the subsystem A, after the system is quenched

by an operator Ô at time t = 0. That is, S
(2)
A = − log ρ2A

and ρA = TrB(e−iĤtV eiĤt), and V̂ = ÔÔ†, up to a cer-
tain normalization condition (see Supplementary Infor-
mation). The right-hand side of Eq. (5) is a summation
over OTOCs at equilibrium. M̂ is a complete set of op-
erators in the subsystem B.

In our experiment, we choose the quench operator Ô ∝
(1+σ̂x1 ) at the first site, and we take the first three sites as
the subsystem A and the fourth site as the subsystem B,

as marked in Fig. 1(b). In this setting, S
(2)
A measures how

much the quench operation induces additional correlation
between the subsystems A and B.

We take a complete set of operators in the subsys-
tems B as σ̂α4 (up to a normalization factor), where
α = 0, x, y, z and σ̂0 = 1. Since V̂ = ÔÔ† ∝ (1 + σ̂x1 ),
the right-hand side of Eq. (5) becomes a set of OTOCs
that are given by

〈σ̂α4 (t)(1 + σ̂x1 )σ̂α4 (t)(1 + σ̂x1 )〉β=0. (6)

Notice that Tr(σ̂α4 (t)σ̂x1σ
α
4 (t)) = Tr(σα4 (t)σα4 (t)σx1 ) = 0,

the nonzero terms in Eq. 6 are nothing but OTOCs with
B̂ = σα4 (α = x, y, z) and Â = σx1 , which are exactly what
we have measured. That is to say, with the help of the
relationship between OTOCs and entanglement growth,
we can extract the growth of the entanglement entropy
after the quench from the experimental data.

The results of 2nd Rényi entropy S
(2)
A are shown in
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FIG. 3: The 2nd Rényi Entropy S
(2)
A after a quench. A quench

operator (1+σx1 ) (up to a normalization factor) is applied to
the system at t = 0, and the entropy is measured by trac-
ing out the fourth site as the subsystem B. Different colors
correspond to different parameters of g and h in the Ising
spin model. The points are experimental data, the curves are
theoretical calculations.

Fig. 3. At short time, all three curves start to grow sig-
nificantly after certain time. This demonstrates that it
takes certain time for the perturbation applied at the first
site to propagate to the subsystem B at the fourth site
(see the discussion of butterfly velocity below). Then, for

all three cases, S
(2)
A s grow roughly linearly in time. This

indicates that the extra information caused by the initial
quench starts to scramble between subsystems A and B.
The differences lie in the long-time regime. For the inte-

grable model, the S
(2)
A oscillates back to around its initial

value after some time, which means that this extra infor-
mation moves back to the subsystem A around that time
window. As a comparison, such a large amplitude os-
cillation does not occur for the two non-integrable cases

and the S
(2)
A s saturate after growing. This supports the

physical picture that the local information moves around
in the integrable model, while it scrambles in the chaotic
models [6].

The Butterfly Velocity. The OTOC also provides a
tool to determine the speed for correlation propagating.
At t = 0, Â and B̂ commute with each other since they
are operators at different sites. As time grows, the higher
order terms in the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula

B̂(t) =

∞∑
k=0

(it)k

k!
[H, . . . , [H,B], . . . ] (7)

becomes more and more important and some terms fail to
commute with Â, at which the normalized OTOC starts
to drop. Thus, the larger the distance between sites for
Â and B̂, the later time the OTOC starts deviating from
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FIG. 4: Measurement of the Butterfly Velocity: (a) shows

the OTOCs for Â = σz1 and B̂ = σxi with i = 4 (blue), i = 3

(green) and i = 2 (red); (b) shows the OTOCs for Â = σy1
and B̂ = σzi with i = 4 (blue), i = 3 (green) and i = 2 (red).
The insets of (a) and (b) shows the time for the onset of chaos
td for the OTOCs v.s. the distance between two operators.
The slope gives 1/vB. Here g = 1.05 and h = 0.5.

unity. In general, the OTOC behaves as

F (t) = a− beλL(t−|x|/vB) + . . . , (8)

where a and b are two non-universal constants, |x| de-
notes the distance between two operators. Here vB de-
fines the butterfly velocity [5, 6, 8–10]. It quantifies the
speed of a local operator growth in time and defines a
light cone for chaos. It also relates to the Lieb-Robinson
bound [10, 42], and the later has been measured in the
context of the Bose-Hubbard model [43].

In our experiment, we fix Â at the first site, and move
B̂ from the fourth site to the third site, and to the second
site. From the experimental data, we can phenomenolog-
ically determine a characteristic time t0 for the onset of
chaos in each OTOC, i.e. the time that the OTOC starts
departing from unity. By comparing the three different
OTOCs in Fig. 4, it is clear that the closer the distance
between Â and B̂, the earlier td. In Fig. 4(b) and (d), we
plot td as a function of the distance, and extract the but-
terfly velocity from the slope. We find that, for OTOC
with Â = σz1 and B̂ = σxi , vB = 2.10; and for OTOC with

Â = σy1 and B̂ = σzi , vB = 2.22. The butterfly velocity is
nearly independent of the choice of local operators, which
is another manifestation of the chaotic behaviour of the
system.

Outlook. Our method opens up possibilities for fur-
ther experimental measurements of OTOCs on quantum
simulators. Together with state preparation, OTOCs
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of β 6= 0 can also be measured, by using an ancilla
qubit [29]. In the future it will be interesting to simu-
late more sophisticate system that processes holographic
duality, with larger size and with different β, to extract
the corresponding Lyapunov exponents such that one can
experimentally verify the connection between the upper
bound of the Lyapunov exponent and the holographic
duality.

METHODS

Initialization and readout. The system starts at
the equilibrium state ρ̂eq ∝

∑4
i=1 εiσ̂

z
i . To measure

OTOC, we need to initialise the system at the state
ρ̂0 ∝ A = σα1 , α = x, y or z. We first prepared the
system in ρ̂0 ∝ σ̂z1 , and other two states σ̂x1 and σ̂y1
can be obtained by a π

2 pulse along the y or x axis.
Because the gyromagnetic ratio of 19F is around four
times larger than that of 13C, in order to improve the
signal strength of the final measurement, we first pre-
pared the state ∝ σ̂z3 , and then exchanged the magneti-
sation from the 19F2 spin to the 13C spin, i.e., ρ̂0 ∝ σ̂z1 ,
by a SWAP gate. The magnetisations of the spins ex-
cept of F2 can be saturated by a periodic sequence of
on-resonant soft π pulses. The time interval between
these π pulses was carefully adjusted so that to good ap-
proximation the operator σ̂z3 be the fixed point of the
periodic drving. Under such conditions, the system will
evolve asymptotically into a steady state ρss for which
only the 19F2 polarization is retained: ρ̂ss ≈ 1/24 + ε3σ̂

z
3

(in this sample, we did not see observable Overhauser
enhancement). Moreover, the method also saves much
time (roughly 10 times speedup) when we repeated the
experiments. Thus the system was finally prepared into
the state ρ̂0 ≈ 1/24 + ε3σ̂

z
1 . The term with 1 does not

effect the final readout of the OTOC except for a scalar

factor ε3: 〈Ô〉β=0 = Tr[ρ(t)Â] = Tr
(
Û(t)ρ̂0Û

†(t)Â
)

=

ε3 Tr
(
Û(t)ÂÛ†(t)Â

)
= ε3F (t)|β=0.

Simulating Ising spin chain and its time-
reversal evolution. The many-body system studied
is the Ising spin chain of Eq. (2), which is not the same
as the natural Hamiltonian of our physical system. If the

simulated time-independent Hamiltonian Ĥ =
L∑
k=1

Hk,

we can then expand the propagator in a symmetric man-
ner as by Trotter formula [33, 34]:

e−iĤτ = [e−iĤ1
τ
2 e−iĤ2

τ
2 ...e−iĤL

τ
2 ]

·[e−iĤL τ2 e−iĤL−1
τ
2 ...e−iĤ1

τ
2 ] +O(τ3), (9)

This symmetrization in time makes the expression accu-
rate to second order in τ . If each term Hk can be realized,
we can generate the effective Hamiltonian Ĥ by the right

decomposition. By repeating this period with short evo-
lution times τ , it is then possible to generate arbitrary
evolutions. Higher-order decompositions are also possi-
ble [44]. Using this method, we write the Ising spin chain
as three terms Ĥ = Ĥzz + Ĥx(g) + Ĥz(h), and then we
have

e−iĤτ ≈ e−iĤx τ2 e−iĤz τ2 e−iĤzzτe−iĤz τ2 e−iĤx τ2 .

Here e−iĤx
τ
2 and e−iĤz

τ
2 are the global rotations along

x and z axis, and e−iĤzzτ is generated by the refocusing
pulses (see supplementary information). The whole net-
work is thus constructed by single qubit rotations and
time delays. Each local rotation in the circuit is done
through a frequency-selective pulse of Gaussian shape.
We then conducted a compilation procedure to the se-
quence of selective pulses to eliminate the control imper-
fections that are out of off-resonance and coupling effects
[45, 46]. After the compilation, the phase errors and un-
wanted evolutions within the network are compensated
up to the first-order dynamics. To further improve the
control performance, we used the gradient ascent pulse
engineering (GRAPE) technique [47]. Because that com-
pilation procedure has the capability of directly providing
a good initial start for subsequent gradient iteration, the
GRAPE searching quickly finds out a high performance
pulse control for the desired propagators. The obtained
shaped pulses for different set of Hamiltonian parameters
(g, h) have all the numerical fidelities above 0.999, with
practical control field inhomogeneity taken into consid-
eration.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

The System Hamiltonian. The precession frequen-
cies and coupling strengths of the system Hamiltonian
are given in Fig. 5(a). The relaxation rates of the sam-
ple are listed as below

13C F1 F2 F3

T ∗2 (s) 1.22 0.66 0.63 0.61

T2 (s) 7.9 4.4 6.8 4.8

Measuring OTOCs. Fig. 5(b) gives the quantum
circuit that we are using to simulate the Ising model dy-
namics and to measure the OTOCs. That is, we irradi-
ate constantly and selectively upon carbon, F1 and F3,
so that after sufficiently long time these nuclei are effec-
tively saturated. The key ingredient of the second part
is to simulate the Ising Hamiltonian dynamics, for which
we have constructed concrete pulse sequences as shown
in Fig. 5(c). Choosing different operators for Â and
B̂, we have experimentally measured the corresponding
OTO correlator. All the experimental results are given
in Fig. 6.
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FIG. 5: (a) Iodotrifluroethylene molecular diagram and its Hamiltonian parameters (all in Hz) experimentally measured on a
Bruker AV-400 MHz spectrometer. Blue colored numbers give chemical shifts with respect to the base frequency for 13C or 19F
transmitters; brown colored numbers give J coupling terms. (b) Quantum circuit that measures the OTOCs. The black lines
represent π pulses. The first part aims at reset an arbitrary state to the desired initial state. Here the distance between the π
pulses is 25 ms, the number of cycles is l = 500, and Gz denotes z axis gradient pulse. The Ising dynamics to be simulated is
discretized into 20 steps, with each time step of duration τ = 0.35 ms. (c) Sequences for implementing the dynamics of e−iHzzτ

(left) and eiHzzτ (right). The values of the time delays are: t1 = 0.004935τ , t2 = 0.009870τ and τ1 = 0.000534τ so that the
refocusing sequences yields the right amount of coupled evolution.

Entanglement Entropy. The the relationship be-
tween the growth of 2nd Rényi entropy after a quench
and the OTOCs at equilibrium is given in [7], which is
stated exhaustively below:

For a system at infinite temperature, we quench it with
any operation Ô at t = 0. So the density matrix at time

t is ρ̂(t) = e−iĤtO1̂O†eiĤt . Then we study the sec-
ond entanglement Rényi entropy between the subregion
B and the rest is denoted as A. The reduced density
matrix is ρ̂A(t) = TrBρ̂(t), which gives us the entropy

S
(2)
A (t) = − log TrA[ρ̂B(t)2]. The growth of entanglement

is related to the OTOCs via

exp(−S(2)
A ) =

∑
M̂∈B

〈M̂(t)V̂ (0)M̂(t)V̂ (0)〉β=0. (10)

where the summation is taken over a complete set of op-
erators in B and V̂ = ÔÔ†. Here we should choose the
following normalization condition:

∑
M̂∈BMijMlm =

δimδlj , Tr[ÔÔ†] = 1.
Here, we quench the first site and take the first three

sites as the subsystem A and the fourth site as the sub-
system B, as marked in Fig. 1(b). Hence, we choose
Ô = (1 + σ̂x1 )/2(D+1)/2 (D = 4 is the total number of
sites). The complete set of operators in the subsystems
B can be taken as σ̂α4 /

√
2, where α = 0, x, y, z and σ̂0 = Î.

By summing over the measured data with the conven-
tions above, we can get the points in Fig. 3. The theo-
retical curves are obtained by directly computing entan-
glement entropy from the density matrix.
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