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Appendix A: Mean-field analysis

As there is ambiguity in the quantization of a mean
field (MF) ‘classical’ limit due to ordering, one has to take
care also in the definition of the classical limit when finite
size corrections are concerned. We take the perspective
that the MF description emerges from the Wigner phase
space representation of expectation values and thus sym-
metric ordering of the bosonic operators is required be-
fore replacing them by coherent state phase space coordi-
nates. This produces O(1/N) corrections in the Hamilto-
nian that are irrelevant for the dynamics but are essential
to obtain the correct particle number and ground state
energy in the quantization of the model.

After symmetrically ordering all products of bosonic
operators in the Hamiltonian and replacing

bj — \/nje ZA); — /et (A1)
one obtains the MF Hamiltonian
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As the classical analogue to the particle number N =
n1 + ng is conserved one can eliminate its phase using
the canonical transformation
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A closer analysis of the classical dynamics similar to the
one performed in [1] shows that N is the sum of the two

(A3)

N:nl + ng,

Px = (A4)

action variables and thus should be quantized as N =
(my+1/2)+ (m2+1/2) = N + 1, where my, mo are the
quantum numbers associated with the quantized actions.
This explains the distinction between N and N in the
main text, although it is not essential for the further
analysis. With a final scale transformation defining
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one obtains the result in Eq. (4) of the main text.
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Appendix B: Coefficients of the h.s expansion

Indexing the expansions of the n nonlinear potentials
by subscripts ¢ = 1,...,n and expanding the operator A

similarly as
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and the nested commutator
B;(ZL) = (_l)n[[ - [[i)uol’ov 6#1111]’ (;szz]’ - ']7 6/»’411’/11] (B4)
of the symmetrically ordered products
b = {05} (B5)

Using symmetric ordering is conventional and leads to
simplifications later.

1. Proof of Eq. (15)

One now needs to identify the sets of coeflicients
{pi,vi | 1 =0,...,n} associated with the largest growth
rate for a fixed exponent of figg.

a. The time-integration: By introducing the param-
eters

nj = Z(Vz‘ — M), (B6)

one can rewrite the time integrals as an n-fold convolu-
tion

e x>0
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that can be evaluated in closed form [2] leading to
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where £ is the set of (different) values of the parameters
74, now equipped with the multiplicities m,,, and

my—1
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is a polynomial in z of order m, — 1 with the constants
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generated by
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b. The nested commutator: The symmetrically or-
dered product has the advantage that it allows for the
use of certain commutator relations. One finds for sym-
metrically ordered operators A, B the formal rule
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which is the operator analogue of the Moyal bracket using
[b—,by] =i. Applying Eq. (B11) to (B4) and requiring a
non-vanishing result directly leads to the bounds
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i.e., the first j commutators have to contain at least j of
the operators b4 each.

c. Unique largest exponent:
for a fixed exponent

We will now show that

k=p+v—2n (B13)

of Vher in the expansion (B2) the growth rates n in
Eq. (B8) are bounded by k and that this value can only
be taken once, i.e.,

M < 1. (B14)
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By construction we have v,, = 0 for p+v < 2. To
directly implement this constraint it is convenient to
rewrite the sums in Eq. (B2) as

Z /,L“Z/Z Z Z MuMi _,uz) (B15)
iy Vi M;>2 p;=0
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for i+ > 1, where M; = v; + u;. Let us assume that
all other expansion coefficients v,,, and a,, are nonzero.
Fixing n and all the M;, the exponents n;, Eq. (B6), can
only be varied by changing the p;. A decrease in any of
the p; then results in an increase of all the n; for j > .
In particular, one has
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One can therefore maximize all the 7; simultaneously by
choosing y; = 0 according to Eq. (B12) leading to
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for 7 > 1. This shows that the largest possible exponent
is given by

Thmax = n’slmax) =pu+v-— 2n =k (B19)

and that m,, . = 1. As this is true for any (valid)
choice of n and the M; this proves the relation between
Eq. (B13) and Eq. (B14). Moreover, it shows that the
bound is taken in generic cases where a,,, v, # 0.

d. Calculation of the leading order: For pl, = 0 all
but the first order of the sine function in Eq. (B11) vanish
when applied to Eq. (B4), leading to

b - 11 I
k=1 k=1
One therefore obtains from Eq. (B2)
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with I} + 12 < k.

2. Calculation of C}

The coefficient C} can contain a large but finite num-
ber of different terms. Let the smallest non-vanishing
order of v(y,z) be given by M > 2, i.e., one can take
M; > M for i = 1,...,n and let m > 0 be the small-
est nonvanishing order of A(y,z) for i = 0. The terms
contributing to the Cy in Eq. (B21) will then have

k:ZMi—2n2m+(M—2)n<:)n§ U&_TZJ
i=0

(B22)
For given values of n and the M; there are several choices
of the p; consistent with p/, = 0. One finds

LJ\I 2J (n)
=X X X oW

(B23)
n=0 MeIk peJ,(M)
with [cf. Eq. (B12)]
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The index set I* contains the tuples (My, ..., M,) sum-
ming up to k 4+ 2n with My > m and M; > M > 2

for i = 1,...,n. The set J,(M) contains the tuples
(10y -« -y por) With 0 < p; < M; for i = 0,...,n and with
the further constraints
J J
FEY m <Y M-, (B25)

ie., Eq. (B12), for j < n and Y. ,p; = n. The second
inequality ensures

J

Z — i) =3 >0.
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Note that the index n on .J,, can be omitted, as n is
encoded in the length of M.

3. Matrix elements, expectation values and
cumulants

The behavior of the matrix elements in Eq. (1) of the
main text is only the leading order approximation in a
series

k|A Z C(m) i ffe/\t)|lc—l|-§-2m7 (B27)
m>0
where, by virtue of Eq. (B21), one finds
"= ey (I ). (B28)

For completeness, the matrix elements in Eq. (B28) are
reported here as (abbreviating r = |k — I| 4+ 2m)
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z=0

with the leading order coefficient for m = 0 in Eq. (1) of
the main text given by

eilk=Do
I [2sin(20)] "5

(B30)

In the case of expectation values in thermal ensembles
described by the density matrix

e—Bho
Z(B)
the description can be drastically simplified using Wick’s
theorem that applies due to the quadratic form of hg,

Eq. (5) in the main text. In the current context it
straightforwardly yields

po(B) = (B31)

L Z(B) = T[]

B = em- )™, B =0 (B32)

for m € N and with

Bhe
coth (Tff“)

2sin(2¢) (B33)

(03) =

being closely related to the imaginary-time Green’s func-
tion evaluated at equal (imaginary) times. As the explicit
dependence on heg is an artifact of the formal classical
limit here, it is more convenient to write Ae.gw = A for
the elementary excitation. Clearly, the above is not valid
at arbitrary temperatures and, as will be shown in the
next section, the harmonic approximation can be justi-
fied only if BA = O(hY).

The n-th cumulant x,, of an observable O is generated
by

Kn

Ky (2) = log(e*9) 2 (B34)
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Using O = A(t) given in Eq. (15) of the main text one can
use a general result [3] on the cumulants of functions of
random variables that directly yields the scaling stated
in Eq. (21) the main text. A more physical picture is
obtained for a general expansion

O = chi)i,
k

(B35)

interpreting l;+ as a real scalar field. In a diagrammatic
expansion of Z = (exp(z0)), each ¢ defines a k-vertex,
connected to other vertices via the ‘propagator’ (lﬁ) as-
sociated with a particle line. As is the case in other
diagrammatic expansions of partition functions, taking
the logarithm eliminates all disconnected diagrams on a
purely combinatorial level. The parameter z in the cumu-
lant generating function K (z) only introduces a method
for counting vertices in the diagrammatic representation,
such that the cumulant k,, consists of all connected dia-
grams with exactly n vertices, and the smallest possible
number of particle lines to connect all of them is given
by n — 1. Applying this result to the cumulant of A()
in Eq. (15) in the main text, it is clear that each particle
line (I;?Q also leads to a factor h.ge?*, thus resulting in
the scaling stated in the main text.

Appendix C: Deviations from harmonica oscillator
states

The actual noninteracting Hamiltonian used in the
main text is not a harmonic oscillator and its eigenstates
are not harmonic oscillator states. (Although the eigen-
states of the noninteracting (quadratic) system used in
the main text are harmonic, the excitations within a sec-
tor with fixed particle number are described by a spin
with total spin quantum number N/2, as suggested also
by the finite dimension of the projected Hilbert space.)



Let |n) denote the harmonic oscillator states, i.e., eigen-

states of hg, Eq. (5) of the main text, and |¢b,) denote
the eigenstates of the full noninteracting Hamiltonian

(C1)

Note that for the special case of the two-site BH model
used in the main text one even has 9y = ¥, as the in-
teraction only affects the quadratic terms. The two sets
of eigenstates can be related via adiabatic switching [4].

For this one defines
0
U.=Texp ( hz / dt ed”ﬁo,](t)> ) (C2)

eff — 00

ha—o = ho + .

where the operators in the interaction picture are now
defined by the harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian,

hot
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Then, assuming a one-to-one correspondence of the low-
lying states, the Gell-Mann and Low theorem guarantees
that

[l AGE) [90)] = Tim ([T AT

The absolute value has to be taken to cancel an infinite

phase that appears in the limit (for k& # [). For finite €
one can now expand Ul A(t)U, similar to Eq. (B2), with
the only difference that instead of the operators by one
now has to use @, a’, \ is replaced by w, and the function
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(C5)
The (Heisenberg) operator A(t) can thereby be taken as
Eq. (B21) with b, expressed by @ and a' (the interaction
picture and Heisenberg picture coincide at ¢ = 0). With
the same arguments as in the previous section one then
finds that the expansion in powers of fi. only contains
terms of the form

(C4)
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with coefficients that depend on the parameter ¢ and
bounded functions in time, and k being the order of v/ Feg
in Eq. (B21). For fixed order n in 0y one has the relation

K = {k"' il +vi) =2n, n>1

Ii+1s <K

k, n =0. (€7)

Using that 0 is at least cubic in the operators @, a' one
directly finds &' > k for n > 1, but ¥/ = k for n = 0.

Thus, one finds that the matrix element in Eq. (C4) also
has

A . |k—1]+2m
KITTADTI) ~ D2 i (Vhare™)
m>0

X [1+ hm (e, t)(’)(ed)‘t)]
(C8)
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for 1 < M < log h;fg /2 With a hegr-independent function
hum (€, t) that is bounded in time and the coefficients cg?)
given in Eq. (B28). As all of the above is valid for all e,
it also holds for the limit in Eq. (C4) (that is assumed
to exist for the low-lying states) and the undetermined
phase only enters h,,(¢) in subdominant terms that can

be neglected, thus yielding
(Wl A() ) ~ (k| A(2)|D)

for \™! <t < tp. As this holds for all states |k) with
k = O(N?) one can also replace thermal initial states
with temperatures kT /A = O(N?) in terms of the level
spacing A. One can show this more formally by means
of thermal field theory, treating the nonlinear parts of
the pre-quench Hamiltonian as a perturbation and using
hegwfB = hegw/kpT = O(hYs). Expanding an operator

€

(C9)

A in the bosonic operators @, a! then yields

(A) = (A)o + O(hZy). (C10)
This can then be applied to the expansion of A(t) in
terms of the time-independent operators b, where the
O(h%;) corrections become subdominant compared to the
exponential terms.

Appendix D: Extension to the L-site BH model

The results are easily generalized to the one-
dimensional BH model with L sites and periodic bound-
ary conditions,

L L
= =03 (B +8]by) + 5 > Blbl005. (D)

Jj=1 Jj=1

Note that in the case of two sites one has to replace J —
J/2 due to double counting. The higher-dimensional
cases (square and cubic lattice) can be obtained in the
same manner but are not included here for brevity.

Ignoring any O(1/N) terms that can occur due to dif-
ferent orderings one finds the MF Hamiltonian

L
H
h = JRZ% =— Z [2y/Z;Zj11 cos(0; — 0j41) + Lazﬂ ,
j=1
) (D2)
where the z; = n;/N are the occupation fractions of

the individual sites, N = >-;nj, and @ = ~UN/(2JL).
Varying this Hamiltonian with the constraint ;%=1
one finds a stationary point at

1
Z5 = Z, 0]' =40 (DS)
for 5 = 1,..., L, where the global phase 6 is arbitrary
and reflects the U (1) symmetry of the Hamiltonian. This

holds irrespective of the value of «, but the stability



properties of this point change. The quadratic expan-
sion around this fixed point yields

0%h L

920 = 3 (20 — Okj+1 — Okj—1) — 2Lady;, (D4)
J FpP
0%h 2

96.00; |, — T 20k = Okjt1 = Okj-1), (D5)
J FpP

with the mixed derivatives vanishing. Decoupling the
dynamics is straightforward using plane waves, resulting
in the Hamiltonian

L-1

h=—Q2+a)+ > h,

k=0
hy, = 2sin®(wk/L) (07 + z}) — 20z},
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Apart from k = 0 (corresponding to the conserved par-
ticle number) the hy are harmonic oscillators for « = 0
and turn into inverted oscillators at

oy = sin®(wk/L) (D10)
with the (in)stability exponents
>\k :4\/ ak(afak), (D].l)

for & > ay that come in pairs (as Ay = Ap_), such
that for o« > 1 one is left with |L/2] different stability
exponents, e.g., for L = 3 one has a1 = a3 = 3/4 and
)\1 :)\2 = \/1204—9.

One can then proceed in thg same way as in the two-
site BH model by quantizing [0, 2x] = ifieg and expand-
ing the nonlinear dynamics perturbatively, now leading

to an exponential growth governed by integer linear com-
binations of the stability exponents with the sum of their
coefficients being bound by the exponent of v/fig as be-
fore. However, for a consistent approximation that ne-
glects terms that are O(e~***) for each k, only the largest
stability exponent(s) may be used.

Appendix E: Explicit leading order short-time
results

In leading order in h.g one can easily calculate also the
O(te*) corrections in Eq. (B21), as it does not depend
on the nonlinear dynamics given by ¢ that can only con-
tribute to (’)(ﬁé?{l_l)/z) with M > 2 as before [see also
Eq. (B22)]. In the BH models considered here one even
has M = 4 such that the first two orders can be obtained
from the zero order perturbation theory, i.e., they can be
calculated using the linearized dynamics. For the two-
site BH model one obtains to leading order the Heisen-
berg operators

(500) = (oot o) (2. e

For the OTOC given in the main text one therefore finds

RSt

C(t) = —([2(t), 2]*) ~ (h;ff sinh()\t)) . (E2)

In the case of the three-site BH model one obtains (with
the conventions of the last section)

. 4heg | cosh(Mt + igh)|?
1 = E
1,00 = e REEIE

where ¢ = tan~!(w/\) with w = /9 — 1209 and \ =
V121 — 9 for the pre- and post-quench system. Care has
to be taken when comparing this result to the quantum-
mechanical matrix elements, as the eigenstates of the sys-
tem are degenerate due to the symmetry of the system.
The state |1,0) introduced here does not respect the ro-
tational symmetry of the three-site BH model but is a
symmetric superposition of two states with well-defined
rotational symmetry R|¥.) = e*27/3|%,), where the
operator R shifts the sites i — i + 1. Therefore, a factor
1/2 has been introduced to Eq. (E3) for comparison in
Fig. 3 of the main text, where the state |1, 0) corresponds
to an eigenstate of R.
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