
ar
X

iv
:2

20
1.

06
34

0v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 1
7 

Ja
n 

20
22

Out-of-time-order correlator in the quantum Rabi model
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We investigate signatures of chaos and equilibration in the quantum Rabi model, which exhibits a
quantum phase transition when the ratio of the atomic level-splitting to bosonic frequency grows to
infinity. We show that out-of-time-order correlator derived from the Loschmidt echo signal quickly
saturates in the normal phase and reveals exponential growth in the superradiant phase which is
associated with the onset of quantum chaos. Furthermore, we show that the effective time-averaged
dimension of the quantum Rabi system can be large compared to the spin system size which leads
to suppression of the temporal fluctuations and equilibration of the spin system.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

The quantum Rabi (QR) model is one of the simplest
and most fundamental models describing quantum light-
matter interaction. It consists of a single bosonic field
mode and an effective spin system which interact via
dipolar coupling [1]. Various quantum-optical regimes
of the QR model have been studied, including the ultra-
strong coupling and deep strong coupling regimes, where
the coupling strength is comparable to or larger than the
bosonic mode frequency [2, 3]. Recently, it was shown
that the QR model exhibits a finite-size quantum phase
transition when the ratio of level-splitting ∆ to bosonic
frequency ω grows to infinity η = ∆/ω → ∞ [4]. The
latter corresponds to the classical oscillator limit ω → 0
that also unveils a finite-size criticality in its generalized
counterpart of N two-level systems, the Dicke model [5].
The second-order quantum phase transition in the QR
model occurs at a critical spin-boson interaction strength
g = gc between a normal g < gc and a superradiant
phase g > gc. The recent experimental realization of
such a quantum phase transition in a trapped-ion sys-
tem opened fascinating prospects for exploring critical
behaviour in finite-size quantum optical systems [6].

Critical behaviour in quantum many-body systems has
been associated with the onset of chaos [7–11]. In light of
this we investigate signatures of chaos in the QR model as
we approach the effective thermodynamic limit η → ∞.
One such measure is the nearest-neighbour level-spacing
distribution of the Hamiltonian eigenenergies. While for
non-chaotic systems we expect a Poissonian distribution
[12], the onset of chaos is associated with a crossover to
Wigner-Dyson statistics, as described by Random Ma-
trix Theory [13]. We show that neither of these distribu-
tions is observed in the QR model, due to it being finite-
size [14], however, the spectrum exhibits level-crossings
in the normal phase and level-repulsions in the super-
radiant phase, the latter being associated with chaotic
behaviour of non-integrable systems.

Furthermore, we use a double commutator out-of-time-
order correlation function (OTOC) which measures the
scrambling of quantum information across the system’s

degrees of freedom [15]. The OTOC is presented as an
indicator of quantum chaos, with its growth rate being
associated with the classical Lyapunov exponent [16–18].
Moreover, the OTOC has been measured in a system of
trapped ions [19–22] and in a nuclear magnetic resonance
quantum simulator [23]. Recently, the thermally aver-
aged OTOC with infinite temperature has been studied
in quantum Rabi and Dicke models [24]. Here we ex-
plore the OTOC derived from the Loschmidt echo signal
[25] to study the variance of an observable under imper-
fect time reversal. We show that in the normal phase
the OTOC quickly saturates to a value independent of
η. In the superradiant phase, however, it displays ex-

ponential growth which becomes larger as η is increased
and allows for numerical extraction of the Lyuapunov
exponent λQ(g, ω,∆) [26–29]. We find that the relation
λQt

∗ ∼ log η, that is characteristic of chaotic systems
with a classical limit of 1/η ∼ ω → 0 [30], holds for the
QR model, with t∗(g, ω,∆) being the saturation time of
the OTOC. Similarly, λQt

∗ ∼ logN has been proven to
hold for a variety of quantum many-body systems [11, 31–
33]. Moreover, we find similar exponential growth of the
OTOC in other non-integrable critical quantum systems
such as perturbed QR model and quantum Jahn Teller
(QJT) model which indicates that the onset of chaos is
closely related to the existence of a finite-size quantum
phase transition.

Finally, we investigate the connection to equilibration
and thermalization. We show that the long-time average
of observables in the QR model relaxes to a value solely
determined by the initial energy. We show that the ob-
servables of the QR model don’t thermalize in general.
However, we find a regime in which the effective dimen-
sion of the time-averaged density operator is larger than
the spin system dimension which drives the spin system
towards equilibrium [35, 36].

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II we intro-
duce the QR model which exhibits a finite-size quantum
phase transition. We investigate the nearest-neighbour
level-spacing distribution and show that neither Poisso-
nian nor Wigner-Dyson statistics is observed. In Sec. III
we discuss the fidelity out-of-time correlator as a mea-
sure of chaos in our model. We observe an exponential
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FIG. 1: Distribution p(s) of the nearest-neighbor energy spac-
ing sn = En+1 −En for the QR model with Hamiltonian (1).
(a) Normal phase with spin-boson copling g = 3. (b) Super-
radiant phase with g = 7. The other parameters are set to
η = 200 with critical coupling gc = 5. The bosonic Hilbert
space is truncated at nmax = 120000.

growth of the fidelity out-of-time correlator in the su-
perradiant phase which is characterized by a quantum
Lyapunov exponent and saturation time. In Sec. IV we
show that effective dimension of the time average den-
sity operator can be sufficiently large such that the sin-
gle bosonic degree-of-freedom acts as a bath coupled to
the spin system. This leads to suppression of the tem-
poral fluctuations and equilibration of the spin system.
Finally, the conclusions are presented in Sec. V.

II. QUANTUM RABI MODEL

A. Finite size quantum phase transition

The QR Hamiltonian is given by

ĤQR = ωâ†â+
∆

2
σz + gσx(â

† + â), (1)

where ∆ is the level-splitting of the two-level system and
â†, â are respectively the creation and annihilation op-
erators of the bosonic mode, corresponding to an oscilla-
tor with frequency ω. The coupling g characterizes the
strength of the dipolar spin-boson interaction. The QR
model exhibits a finite-size quantum phase transition at
the critical coupling gc =

√
∆ω/2 in the effective thermo-

dynamic limit η → ∞. The two phases of the system are
a normal phase for g < gc characterized by zero mean-
field bosonic excitations and polarized spin along the z-
axis, and a superradiant phase for g > gc with non-zero
magnetization along the x-axis and a macroscopically ex-
cited bosonic state [4, 6].

B. Level-spacing distribution

Usually the cross-over between integrable and chaotic
behaviour in quantum systems is related to the change
of energy level statistics from Poissonian pP(s) = e−s to

the Wigner-Dyson distribution pWD(s) = (πs/2)e−πs2/2,
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FIG. 2: Exact time-evolution of FOTOC for the QR model
with Hamiltonian (1). We set gc = 5, and vary η. In normal
phase with g = 4 the FOTOC oscillates with amplitude in-
dependent of η (inset). In the superradiant phase with g = 7
the FOTOC exponentially grows with quantum Lyapunov ex-
ponent λQ(g, ω,∆) and saturation time t∗. The initial state
is |ψ0〉 = |+, 0〉.

which in random-matrix theory describes a chaotic sys-
tem [13, 37]. In the core of this method lies the obser-
vation of level crossing for integrable systems and level
repulsion for chaotic ones.

In order to consider the level-spacing statistics of the
QR model one needs to first unfold the energy spectrum,
so that the resulting distribution includes only transi-
tions within a subspace of states that is invariant under
the parity transformation, see Appendix A for more de-
tails. In Fig. 1 we show the level statistics distribution
for the QR Hamiltonian (1). Although the level statis-
tics distribution is neither Wigner-Dyson nor Poissonian,
if we focus on small scales for the energy difference s, one
can see that the QR model indeed exhibits level crossing
in the normal phase (g < gc) and level-repulsions in the
superradiant phase (g > gc). The QR Hamiltonian was
shown to have a regular spectrum and was deemed in-
tegrable in [38], however, the spacing between adjacent
eigenenergies is dependent on ω, which in our effective
thermodynamic limit tends to zero, thus indicating pos-
sible level-clustering as long as η → ∞.

Furthermore, we investigate the level spacing distri-
bution in the QJT model with Hamiltonian ĤJT =

ĤQR + Ĥb, where Ĥb = ωb̂†b̂ + gσy(b̂
† + b̂) which de-

scribes the U(1) symmetric interaction between a single
spin and two bosonic modes [34]. To the best of our
knowledge the QJT model is not integrable. Similarly
to the QR model, the QJT model exhibits a finite-size
quantum phase transition in the limit η → ∞ between
a normal phase and a U(1) symmetry-broken supperadi-
ant phase, see Appendix B. We observe neither Poisso-
nian nor Wigner-Dyson nearest-neighbourgh distribution
in both phases of the QJT system. However, focusing on
a smaller scale for the energy difference, one can see that
level-crossings are present in the normal phase, and level-
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repulsions in the supperradiant phase.

III. FIDELITY OUT-OF-TIME-ORDER

CORRELATORS

To further investigate signatures of chaos in QR
model, we employ out-of-time-order correlation functions
(OTOCs)

F (t) = 〈Ŵ †(t)V̂ †Ŵ (t)V̂ 〉, (2)

where the angular brackets denote averaging over the
initial state |ψ0〉. The OTOCs quantify the degree of
non-commutativity in time between two initally (t = 0)

commuting operators [Ŵ , V̂ ] = 0, whose time-evolution

is governed by the system Hamiltonian as Ŵ (t) =

eiĤtŴe−iĤt. Moreover, it can be regarded as a natural
extension of the idea of classical chaos via the correspon-
dence between the phase space Poisson brackets and the
commutator in quantum mechanics since 1 − ℜ[F (t)] =
〈[V̂ †, Ŵ †(t)][Ŵ (t), V̂ ]〉/2 ∼ eλQt, where λQ is a quantum
Lyuapunov exponent, associated with the onset of chaos.
In the following we choose F (t) to be a fidelity OTOC
(FOTOC) with the condition that the initial state |ψ0〉 is

an eigenstate of V̂ and ŴG = eiδφĜ for a Hermitian oper-
ator Ĝ, where δφ is a small perturbation. Such a choice
has been considered for studying the irreversibility of the
dynamics in the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model due to imper-
fect time reversal [25], and for quantifying scrambling and

quantum chaos in the Dicke model [11]. We choose V̂ to

be a projector on the initial state V̂ = ρ̂(0) = |ψ0〉〈ψ0|
where |ψ0〉 = |+, 0〉 (σx |+, 0〉 = |+, 0〉). Note that al-

ternatively one can set V̂ = σx, see Appendix C. Since
δφ is a small perturbation one can expand the FOTOC

FG(t) = 〈Ŵ †
G(t)ρ̂(0)ŴG(t)ρ̂(0)〉 in power series of δφ

which yields

1− FG(t) = δφ2(〈Ĝ2(t)〉 − 〈Ĝ(t)〉2) = δφ2varĜ(t). (3)

In Fig. 2 we plot the the variance of Ĝ = (â† + â)/2.
We observe a clearly distinguishable difference in the be-
haviour of FOTOC in the two quantum phases. In the
normal phase (g < gc) the FOTOC oscillates with an am-
plitude independent of η, see Fig. 2 (inset). In the super-
radiant phase (g > gc) we observe exponential growth of
the FOTOC in the beginning of the time evolution, which
is associated with the onset of quantum chaos via the re-
lation (3). The exponential growth is observed after a
short time of slow dynamics with no perceivable growth
of the FOTOC. From here we can extract the quantum
Lyapunov exponent (1 − FG(t))/δφ

2 ∼ eλQ(g,ω,∆)t. We
observe that as η increases the FOTOC grows larger and
reaches its maximal value at the scrambling time t∗, be-
yond which any initial local information about the system
is globally spread among its degrees of freedom. After
the scrambling time t∗ the FOTOC displays oscillatory
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FIG. 3: Lyapunov exponent times the scrambling time
λQ(g, ω,∆)t∗ as a function of η. The parameters are set to
g = 6, gc = 5. The relation is well approximated by a loga-
rithmic function λQ(g, ω,∆)t∗ ∼ log η (dashed line). (Inset)
Scrambling time t∗ as a function of η in the superradiant
phase.
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FIG. 4: Time evolution of the FOTOC for the QR model
from the initial state |ψ0〉 = |+, 5〉. The coupling is varied
from g = 7 to g = 14 in steps of 0.5, η = 200.

behaviour characterized by periodically occurring max-
imal saturation, see Appendix D. In Fig. 3(inset) we
show the exact result for the scrambling time t∗ as a
function of the parameter η. We find that t∗ behaves as
t∗ ∼ a log(η)+b log2(η) with a and b being fit parameters.
Moreover, we find the relation λQ(g, ω,∆)t∗ ∼ log η as
shown in Fig. 3. Finally, we note that the FOTOC and
the Lyapunov exponent increase with g, while the satu-
ration time t∗ stays nearly constant which makes the QR
system more chaotic for stronger spin-boson interaction,
see Fig. 4.

To expand on the connection between integrability and
chaos, we turn to the QJT model and the perturbed QR

Hamiltonian Ĥ
(λ)
QR = ĤQR + λσx, which is solvable, yet

non-integrable due to the broken parity symmetry [38].
We find that the FOTOC behaves very similarly in both
of these models (albeit not for all parameter regimes of

Ĥ
(λ)
QR), displaying initial exponential growth up to the sat-
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FIG. 5: Numerical result for the time-average mean boson
occupation distribution P (n) (pink bars) compared with its
diagonal ensemble average with density operator ρ̂DE (dashed
line). (Inset) The time-average spin population P (↓) (red
bar) and P (↑) (blue bar) compared with its diagonal ensemble
average (dashed lines). The parameters are set to g = 10, and
η = 200.

uration time, see Appendix B. Therefore, the signatures
of chaos of these models are closely related to the exis-
tence of the finite-size quantum phase transition rather
than their integrability.

IV. EQUILIBRATION

The emergence of quantum statistical mechanics in a
closed system has been connected to chaotic behaviour,
therefore investigation of equilibration and thermaliza-
tion is a natural continuation of our discussion [13]. The
Eigenstate Thermalization Hypothesis (ETH) [40, 41]
states that the expectation value of a thermalizing ob-
servable in a Hamiltonian eigenstate is equal to the mi-
crocanonical prediction for that observable at the corre-
sponding eigenenergy. As our system exhibits temporal
fluctuations, we focus on the long-time average of ob-
servables, rather that their true value. Given an initial
state |ψ0〉 =

∑

α ck|Ek〉, where Ĥ|Ek〉 = Ek|Ek〉 and
ck = 〈Ek|ψ0〉, evolving under the system Hamiltonian

as |ψ(t)〉 = e−iĤt|ψ0〉 =
∑

k cke
−iEkt|Ek〉, the long-time

average of an observable Ô reads

¯〈O〉 =
∑

k

|ck|2Okk = Tr[ρ̂DEÔ], (4)

where ρ̂DE is the density matrix of the so-called di-
agonal ensemble (DE) ρ̂DE =

∑

k |ck|2|Ek〉〈Ek| and

Okk = 〈Ek|Ô|Ek〉. The statement of the ETH trans-
lates to the fact that the predictions for ¯〈O〉 given by the
diagonal and microcanonical ensemble (ME) at energy

0 50 100 150 200
t

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

⟨O
⟩

(⟨)

⟨P↓ ⟩
⟨P↑ ⟩

0 3π
7

5π
7

π 9π
7

11π
7

2π
ϕ

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

⟨O
⟩

(⟨)

⟨n⟩
⟨P↓ ⟩
⟨P↑ ⟩

13 15 17 19 21 23
deff

1.0

1.4

1.8

2.2

λ Q

(c)

0 10 20
n

0

20

40

60

80

100
d e

ff

(d)| ↓ , n⟩
|+, n⟩
| ↑ , n⟩

7 8 9 10
g

5

10

15

20

25 (e)| ↓ , n⟩
|+, n⟩
| ↑ , n⟩

FIG. 6: (a) Time-evolution of the spin populations from
|ψ0〉 = |↓, 20〉 compared to the DE (solid lines) and ME
(dashed lines) predictions in the superradiant phase for ω∆ =
100, η = 200, g = 15. (b) Long-time average of the spin
populations (red triangles and purple stars) and mean boson
number (blue dots) for various initial states and η = 100,
g = 10. (c) Quantum Lyapunov exponent as a function of
deff through varying g, ω∆ = 100, η = 200, |ψ0〉 = |+, 5〉. (d)
Effective dimension of the time-averaged density operator deff
as a function of n for η = 200, g = 15. (e) The same but as
function of g for n = 5.

E0 = 〈ψ0|Ĥ|ψ0〉 coincide, where the latter is given by

〈Ô〉ME(E0) = Tr[ρ̂MEÔ] =
1

N
∑

k:|Ek−E0|<δE

Okk. (5)

The sum runs through the N eigenstates of Ĥ that are
inside an energy shell of width 2δE around E0.

In Fig. 5 we show that (4) holds for the QR model.
We have chosen our observables to be the projectors onto
the bosonic Fock states P̂ (n) = |n〉〈n| and σz eigenstates

P̂ (s) = |s〉 〈s|, (s =↑, ↓). To find the long-time average

value we use ¯〈P 〉 = 1
∆t

∫ t+∆t

t
dτTr[P̂ ρ̂(τ)] for all of the
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respective projector operators, where ρ̂(t) is the density
matrix of the system.

The DE prediction depends on the initial state of the
system through the amplitudes ck, however, agreement
between the DE and ME predictions implies a thermo-
dynamical universality, namely the (averaged) relaxation
value of an observable should only depend on the initial
energy, and should hold true for a variety of initial states
of the same energy [42]. We test this for the QR model

for initial states of the type |ψ0〉 = (|↓〉 + eiφ |↑〉)|0〉/
√
2

which have the same E0 for any value of φ. The re-
sults presented in Fig. 6(b) show that (4) leads to such
universality, i.e. we have that

∑

k |ck|2Okk = 〈Ō〉E0
.

In Fig. 6(a) we compare 〈Ō〉E0
with 〈Ô〉ME(E0), as

well as the non-averaged time-evolution 〈ψ(t)|Ô|ψ(t)〉 for

Ô = {P̂ (↑), P̂ (↓)}. The microcanonical energy shell is
chosen with robustness in mind, meaning that the ME
prediction gives nearly the same result regardless of small
fluctuations around the value of δE. This is in accordance
with the implication of the ETH that the expectation val-
ues Okk of Ô for states |Ek〉 inside the energy shell are
nearly independent of k. However, we see that in the gen-
eral case the DE and ME averages do not agree, despite
the aforementioned universality.

Furthermore, we investigate the condition of equilibra-
tion of the spin system which requires the effective di-
mension of the time-averaged density matrix defined by
deff = (

∑

k |ck|4)−1 to be much larger than d2s (deff ≫ d2s )
where ds = 2 is the spin system dimension [35, 36]. This
condition ensures that the initial state is composed of a
large number of energy eigenstates so that the bosonic
degree of freedom acts as an effective bath coupled to
the spin. In Figs. 6(c) and 6(d) we show deff for dif-
ferent initial spin and Fock states. We see that for all
initial states deff increases with the number of bosons n
[43]. This leads to suppression of the temporal fluctua-
tions and hence equilibration of the spin obsevable which
remains close to its time average as is shown in Fig. 6(a).
Finally, we note that for large effective dimension deff the
initial local information is spread between large number
of eigenstates which increases λQ(g, ω,∆) and thus makes
the QR system more chaotic, see Fig. 6(c).

V. SUMMARY

We have shown that the critical QR model exhibits sig-
natures of quantum chaos in the superradiant phase that

become more apparent as we approach the effective ther-
modynamic limit η → ∞. This is most clearly seen in
the behaviour of the FOTOC which also quantifies chaos
via the quantum Lyuapunov exponent. Furthermore, we
investigate the equilibration of the spin degree of freedom
in the QR model. We see that the system doesn’t ther-
malize in general, but exhibits relaxation due to dephas-
ing, characterized by the long-time average of observables
that can be described using the diagonal density ensem-
ble. We also have shown that the effective dimension
of the time-averaged density matrix can be much larger
than the spin system dimension which leads to equilibra-
tion of the spin observables.
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Appendix A: Level-spacing distribution of the

quantum Rabi model

The quantum Rabi Hamiltonian

ĤQR = ωâ†â+
∆

2
σz + gσx(â

† + â), (A1)

possesses a parity symmetry generated by the operator

Π̂ = â†â+
1

2
(σz + 1), (A2)

such that [eiπΠ̂, ĤQR] = 0 which divides the total Hilbert
state space of (A1) into two subspaces characterized by
a parity quantum number of ±1. We use the basis |s, n〉,
where n is the boson Fock space number and s denotes
the spin polarization along the z−axis (s =↑, ↓), and con-

sider the negative parity subspace 〈s, n
∣

∣

∣
eiπΠ̂

∣

∣

∣
s, n〉 = −1,

which is composed of states of the type |↑, 2k〉 and
|↓, 2k + 1〉 for integer k. An effective Hamiltonian matrix
of the transition amplitudes between states of this sub-
space is obtained by truncating the bosonic Fock space.
An illustrative example for n(max) = 5 is given below
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H−
QR =

















0ω + ∆
2

√
1g 0 0 0 0√

1g 1ω − ∆
2

√
2g 0 0 0

0
√
2g 2ω + ∆

2

√
3g 0 0

0 0
√
3g 3ω − ∆

2

√
4g 0

0 0 0
√
4g 4ω + ∆

2

√
5g

0 0 0 0
√
5g 5ω − ∆

2

















. (A3)

This resulting tridiagonal matrix is then diagonalized
numerically to obtain the proper level-spacing distribu-
tion for this symmetry-invariant subspace. Note that the
presence of level crossing/repulsion can be obscured by
improper truncation of the bosonic Hilbert spaces result-
ing in insufficient eigenvalues to be considered.

Appendix B: Quantum Jahn-Teller model

We consider the quantum Jahn-Teller Hamiltonian

ĤJT = ωâ†râr+ωâ
†
l âl+

∆

2
σz+gσ+(â

†
r+âl)+gσ−(âr+â

†
l ),

(B1)
which describes a two-level system interacting with two
bosonic modes, denoted here by r, l. It can be seen
that it is a generalization of the quantum Rabi model

by applying the transformation â†r = (â† − ib̂†)/
√
2 and

â†l = (â† + ib̂†)/
√
2 which yields

ĤJT = ωâ†â+ωb̂†b̂+
∆

2
σz+

g√
2
σx(â

†+â)+
g√
2
σy(b̂

†+ b̂).

(B2)

Redefining the coupling above as gJT/
√
2 = gQR = g the

QJT Hamiltonian is equivalent to

ĤJT = ĤQR + Ĥb, (B3)

where ĤQR is the quantum Rabi model describing the in-
teraction between the two-level system and the a mode,

and Ĥb = ωb̂†b̂ + gσy(b̂
† + b̂) is an additional term that

introduces a new degree of freedom thus makes the re-
sulting model non-integrable.

1. Finite size quantum phase transition in quantum

Jahn-Teller model

a. Normal Phase

Consider the limit ∆ ≫ ω in which the spin excita-
tions are highly suppressed. In order to find an effec-
tive description we perform a canonical transformation,

namely Ĥeff = e−ŜĤJTe
Ŝ with Ŝ† = −Ŝ. Using the

Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff expression we get

Ĥeff = Ĥ0 + ĤI +
1

1!
{[Ĥ0, Ŝ] + [ĤI, Ŝ]}

+
1

2!
{[[Ĥ0, Ŝ], Ŝ] + [[ĤI, Ŝ], Ŝ]}+ . . . (B4)

where Ĥ0 = ω(n̂r + n̂l) + (∆/2)σz and ĤI = gσ+(â
†
r +

âl) + gσ−(âr + â†l ). Our goal is to choose Ŝ in a such a
way that the terms linear in the coupling g are cancelled
in Ĥeff . This can be achieved with

Ŝ =
g

ωη
{σ−(âr + â†l )− σ+(â

†
r + âl)} (B5)

and the effective Hamiltonian becomes

Ĥeff = Ĥ0 +
1

2
[ĤI , Ŝ] = ω(n̂r + n̂l) +

∆

2
σz

+
g2

ωη
σz(â

†
r + âl)(âr + â†l ), (B6)

which is diagonal in the basis of σz . The Hamiltonian has
a block diagonal structure with Ĥ↓ and Ĥ↑. Introducing

position x̂r,l = (â†r,l + âr,l)/
√
2 and momentum p̂r,l =

i(â†r,l − âr,l)/
√
2 operators for each bosonic mode we get

Ĥ↓ = ω{1
2

(

1− g2

∆ω

)

(p̂2r + p̂2l + x̂2r + x̂2l ) +
g2

∆ω
p̂rp̂l

− g2

∆ω
x̂rx̂l}, (B7)

where we have omitted the constant terms. Next, we
perform a π/4 rotation as follows x̂r = (x̂1−x̂2)/

√
2, x̂l =

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15
0

5

10

P(
s)

(a)

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15
s

0

5

10

(b)

FIG. 7: Level-spacing distribution of the QJT model in the
normal phase (left) g = 6.07 and the superradiant phase
(right) g = 8.07 and η = 100, gJT,c = 7.07.
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FIG. 8: (a) FOTOC for the QJT model in the superradiant
phase (main plot) g = 9 and normal phase (inset) g = 6;
gJT,c = 7.07. (b) FOTOC for the perturbed QR model in
the superradiant phase (main plot) g = 7 and normal phase
(inset) g = 3; λ = 0.1, gc = 5.

(x̂1+ x̂2)/
√
2, p̂r = (p̂1− p̂2)/

√
2, and p̂l = (p̂1+ p̂2)/

√
2.

A subsequent introduction of creation and annihilation

operators for the rotated oscillator modes d̂1 =
√

ǫ
2 x̂1 +

i√
2ǫ
p̂1, d̂2 = 1√

2ǫ
x̂2 + i

√

ǫ
2 p̂2 yields

Ĥ↓ = ωǫ(d̂†1d̂1 + d̂†2d̂2), (B8)

where ǫ =
√

1− (g/gJT,c)2 with gJT,c =
√

∆ω/2 being
the critical coupling. Thus in the effective thermody-
namic limit η → ∞ the normal phase with g < gJT,c is
characterized with null ground state mean bosonic ex-

citation 〈â†r,lâr,l〉G/η = 0 and spin pointing along the

z-axis, 〈σz〉G = −1.

b. Superradiant Phase

To describe the superradiant phase, we utilize displace-
ment operators for each bosonic mode such that the

Hamiltonian ˆ̃H = D̂†(αr)D̂
†(αl)ĤJTD̂(αr)D̂(αl) takes

the form

ˆ̃H = ω(n̂r + n̂l) + ω(αrâ
†
r + α∗

r âr) + ω(αlâ
†
l + α∗

l âl)

+
∆

2
σz + gσ+(â

†
r + âl) + gσ−(âr + â†l )

+gσ−(α
∗
r + αl) + gσ−(αr + α∗

l ), (B9)

out of which we can combine the following terms that
characterize solely the direction of the spin,

Ĥspin =
∆

2
σz + gσ+(α

∗
r + αl) + gσ−(αr + α∗

l ) =
Ω

2
σ̃z ,

(B10)

where Ω =
√

∆2 + 4g2(|αr|2 + |αl|2 + αrαl + α∗
rα

∗
l ),

with the corresponding eigenstates |↓̃〉 = − cos(θ)eiφ |↑〉+
sin(θ) |↓〉, |↑̃〉 = sin(θ) |↑〉 + cos(θ)e−iφ |↓〉, where φ =
arg(α∗

r +αl) with cos(2θ) = −∆/Ω. This shows that the
spin basis is rotated in the superradiant phase with re-
spect to the one in the normal phase. Transforming the
raising and lowering spin operators into the new basis
yields

σ+ =
e−iφ

2
sin(2θ)σ̃z + sin2(θ)σ̃+ − e−2iφ cos2(θ)σ̃−.

(B11)
The Hamiltonian becomes

ˆ̃H = ω(n̂r + n̂l) + ω(αrâ
†
r + α∗

r âr + αlâ
†
l + α∗

l âl) +
Ω

2
σ̃z

+g{
(

e−iφ

2
sin(2θ)σ̃z + sin2(θ)σ̃+ − e−2iφ cos2(θ)σ̃−

)

×(â†r + âl) + H.c.} (B12)

The displacement parameters αr,l can be found by the
condition that all terms linear in the bosonic operators
in (B12) are cancelled. Projecting these terms onto the

spin state |↓̃〉 we obtain

ωαr − g
e−iφ

2
sin(2θ) = 0, ωαl − g

eiφ

2
sin(2θ) = 0.

(B13)
We find that for g < gJT,c the parameters are αr = αl = 0
and respectively for g > gJT,c we have

|α∗
r + αl| =

√

η

2λ2
(λ4 − 1), (B14)

with λ = g/gJT,c. Using this the Hamiltonian becomes

ˆ̃H = ω(n̂r + n̂l) +
Ω

2
σ̃z + g{σ̃+(sin2(θ)(â†r + âl)

−e2iφ cos2(θ)(âr + â†l )) + H.c.} (B15)

In the limit η → ∞ we can perform a canonical transfor-
mation with

Ŝ =
g

Ω
{σ̃−(sin2(θ)(âr+â†l )−e−2iφ cos2(θ)(â†r+âl))−H.c.},

(B16)
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such that the effective Hamiltonian, which is projected
on the state |↓̃〉 becomes

ˆ̃H↓̃ = ω(n̂r + n̂l)−
g2

Ω
{(cos4(θ) + sin4(θ))(â†r + âl)

×(âr + â†l )− sin2(θ) cos2(θ)(e2iφ(âr + â†l )
2

+e−2iφ(â†r + âl)
2)}. (B17)

Introducing position and momentum operators via the
relations âr = e−iφ(x̂1 − x̂2 + i(p̂1 − p̂2))/2 and âl =
eiφ(x̂1 + x̂2 + i(p̂1 + p̂2))/2 we obtain

ˆ̃H↓̃ = ω{ p̂
2
1

2
+
p̂22
2

(

1− 2g2

ωΩ

)

+
x21
2

(

1− 2g2

ωΩ
cos2(2θ)

)

+
x̂22
2
}. (B18)

We find one mode ǫ̃1 = 0 which corresponds to a free
mode. The latter is the Goldstone mode related to the
breaking of the continuous U(1) symmetry. The second

mode is ǫ̃2 =
√

1− 1
λ4 which is defined for g > gJT,c.

The superradiant phase is characterized with spin ori-
entation 〈σz〉G = cos(2θ) and mean bosonic excitation

limη→∞〈(â†r + âl)(âr + â†l )〉/η = λ4−1
2λ2 .

2. Signatures of chaos in the quantum Jahn-Teller

model

The QJT Hamiltonian (B1) has a continuous U(1)

symmetry given by the operator Ĉ = â†l âl − â†râr +
1
2 σ̂z

which separates the total state space spanned by the

basis |s, nr, nl〉, where (s =↑, ↓), â†r,lâr,l|s, nr, nl〉 =

nr,l|s, nr, nl〉, into invariant subspaces for every half-

integer eigenvalue c of Ĉ|s, nr, nl〉 = c|s, nr, nl〉. Here we
investigate the case c = 3

2 which fixes the symmetry in-
variant subspace containing states of the type |↑, n, n+ 1〉

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
t

0

25

50

75

100

125

150

ΔE
σ x
(t)

/δ
ϕ
2

ηΔ=Δ64
ηΔ=Δ144
ηΔ=Δ256
ηΔ=Δ400

FIG. 9: Echo signal for σx in the QR model under imperfect
time reversal in the superradiant phase (solid lines). Dashed
black lines correspond to the FOTOC from the main text.
The parameters are set to g = 7, and various η.

and |↓,m,m+ 2〉 for integer m,n. Similarly to the QR
model, this procedure yields a tridiagonal matrix for the
QJT Hamiltonian (B1) which is then numerically diago-
nalized to find the level-spacing distribution. An example
for such a matrix for a bosonic Fock space truncated at

n
(max)
l = 4, n

(max)
r = 3 and c = 3

2 is given by

H
( 3

2
)

JT =





















1ω + ∆
2

√
2g 0 0 0 0 0√

2g 2ω − ∆
2

√
1g 0 0 0 0

0
√
1g 3ω + ∆

2

√
3g 0 0 0

0 0
√
3g 4ω − ∆

2

√
2g 0 0

0 0 0
√
2g 5ω + ∆

2

√
4g 0

0 0 0 0
√
4g 6ω − ∆

2

√
3g

0 0 0 0 0
√
3g 7ω + ∆

2





















. (B19)

As in the QR model, we observe neither Poissonian
nor Wigner-Dyson distribution in both phases of the sys-
tem, however, focusing on a smaller scale for the nearest-
neighbour energy difference, Fig. 7 shows that level-
crossings are present in the normal phase, while level-
repulsions characterize the supperradiant phase.

We further investigate signatures of chaos in the
QJT model using the FOTOC as defined in the main

text F (t) = 〈Ŵ †
G(t)V̂

†ŴG(t)V̂ 〉, where ŴG(t) =

eiĤJTtŴGe
−iĤJTt, ŴG = eiδφĜ. We plot the variance

of the operator Ĝ = (â†r + âr)/2 in Fig. 8(a) and find
that it exhibits similar behaviour to that of the FOTOC
for the QR model, namely we observe an initial exponen-
tial growth in the superradiant phase that is related to a
quantum Lyapunov exponent, followed by saturation and
long-time oscillations. In the normal phase the FOTOC
oscillates with amplitude independent of the thermody-
namical parameter η for all t.
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Appendix C: Echo signal of σx

We can further showcase the sensitivity to small per-
turbations of our chaotic system by choosing a different
V̂ operator for the FOTOC, and making use of the ex-
plicit connection between the FOTOC and the Loschmidt

echo signal EV (t) = 〈ψ0|Û †
δφV̂ Ûδφ|ψ(0)〉, where Ûδφ =

eiĤteiδφĜe−iĤt. The divergence from the perfect echo is
given by

∆EV = 〈ψ0|V̂ |ψ0〉 − EV (t)

=
δφ2

2
〈ψ0|[Ĝ(t), [Ĝ(t), V̂ ]]|ψ0〉+O(δφ3).(C1)

This quantity corresponds to the variance of Ĝ in the
case of V̂ = |ψ0〉〈ψ0|. Setting V̂ = σx, we plot ∆Eσx

/δφ2

in Fig. 9. We once again observe initial exponential
growth in the echo signal with a comparable quantum
Lyapunov exponent to the one extracted from the FO-
TOC. Furthermore, we see that the echo signal, whilst
following a similar pattern of growth to the FOTOC,
displays some oscillations throughout its evolution, and
seems to always be bounded by the corresponding value
of the FOTOC.

Appendix D: Long-time behaviour of the FOTOC

In the main text we put emphasis on the initial ex-
ponential growth of the FOTOC prior to the scrambling
time t∗ from which we extract the quantum Lyapunov
exponent. Fig. 10 shows the long-time behaviour be-
yond t∗, namely we observe oscillations, followed by pe-
riodic maximal saturation of the FOTOC. This behaviour
seems to persist regardless of the time period, hence the
FOTOC does not reach true saturation. Such a repeated
near-saturation peaks are likely due to the finite-size of
the model, as collective systems such as the Dicke model
that may also exhibit similar oscillatory behaviour do
not reach an amplitude comparable to that of the initial
peak.
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