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Reaching Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev physics by shaking the Hubbard model
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The Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model has attracted widespread attention due to its relevance to diverse
areas of physics, such as high temperature superconductivity, black holes, and quantum chaos. The model
is, however, extremely challenging to realize experimentally. In this work, we show how a particular
form of Floquet engineering, termed “kinetic driving”, effectively eliminates single-particle processes and
creates quasi-random all-to-all interactions when applied to models of Hubbard type. For the specific case
of the Bose-Hubbard model, we explicitly verify that the driven system indeed reproduces SYK physics
by direct comparison of the spectral form factor and out-of-time ordered correlation functions (OTOCs).
Our findings indicate that a cold-atom realization of kinetic driving — achieved through modulation of
hopping amplitudes in an optical lattice — offers a practical and accurate platform for quantum simulation

of the SYK model.

Introduction — The Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model
[1, 2] has become a topic of intense theoretical interest
in recent years. The model describes random, all-to-all
interactions between fermions, where the particles move
collectively in pairs with no single-particle hopping pro-
cesses. A consequence of its extremely dense low-energy
spectrum 1is that the SYK model lacks quasiparticle ex-
citations, making it a natural candidate to describe non-
Fermi liquid physics. Its applications range [3] from mod-
eling the strange metal phase in high temperature supercon-
ductors, to holographic quantum matter and information
scrambling in black holes, and it has become a paradig-
matic system for the study of extreme many-body quan-
tum chaos. Its solvability in the large- N limit, where N is
the number of fermion flavors, thus provides an attractive
way of exploring these phenomena in a tractable manner.
The bosonic version of the SYK model has received con-
siderably less attention. While the bosonic representation
is known to display different low-temperature physics, no-
tably with a glassy phase with replica symmetry breaking,
its high-energy properties share much of the features of its
fermionic counterpart [4-9].

Despite the model’s simplicity from a theoretical point of
view, the complicated long-range nature of the interactions
makes it extremely challenging to realize experimentally.
Various suggestions have been made for solid-state imple-
mentations such as a graphene flake with an irregularly
shaped boundary [10], or by using Majorana modes hosted
by superconducting wires [11] or the surface of a topolog-
ical insulator [12]. The excellent controllability of ultra-
cold atoms held in optical lattice potentials also provides
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an appealing pathway towards simulating the SYK model
[13, 14], with Rydberg arrays [15] and cavity-QED sys-
tems [16, 17] offering similar advantages. Digital quantum
circuits have been proposed too [18, 19], and small-scale
implementations of SYK systems have been achieved re-
cently on Google’s Sycamore [20] and IBM quantum pro-
cessors [21, 22].

An alternative approach to developing complicated lab-
oratory experiments is to engineer the required interac-
tions by using a Floquet approach, and driving a rela-
tively simple system. In the Floquet technique, a param-
eter of the system is varied periodically, and in the high-
frequency regime the system can then be described by an
effective static Hamiltonian, consisting of terms that have
been renormalized or created by the driving. In princi-
ple, these various terms can be calculated perturbatively
through the inverse-frequency or Magnus expansions [23—
26]. A well-known example of this type of engineering is
the periodically-driven Bose-Hubbard model. By oscillat-
ing the lattice potential — “shaking” the system — the tun-
neling can be tuned to zero, allowing the Mott transition
to be dynamically controlled [27]. More complicated driv-
ing schemes can be devised to produce complex tunnel-
ing elements [28-34], allowing driven systems to emulate
synthetic gauge fields and topological band structures [35—
37]. Beyond the control over single-particle properties,
Floquet engineering can also be used to effectively cre-
ate complex interaction processes, including multi-body
interactions [38—41], correlated hopping [42-48], pair hop-
ping [49-51], spin-spin interactions [52—56], and chiral p-
wave pairing [57].

In this work, we employ a driving protocol known as
“kinetic driving” [58-60], in which the kinetic energy term
of a system is periodically modulated such that its time-
averaged value vanishes. When this driving is applied to a
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FIG. 1. (a) Particles held in an optical lattice can be well de-
scribed by the Hubbard model (Eq. (1)), with nearest neighbor
hopping J and onsite repulsion U. Shaking the lattice allows us
to make J a time periodic function At high driving frequencies
this produces a static effective model with long-ranged interac-
tion terms of the form Qijklaja}akal describing processes like
doublon hopping and assisted tunneling. (b) Schematic represen-
tation of the interaction amplitudes of the KDBH model (Eq. 2)
shaded according to their magnitude, |Q;;x; | The strongest links
are between nearest neighbors, and their magnitude falls as the
distance between the sites increases. Inset: The cumulative dis-
tribution of Q;;x; for 0.6 < x < 0.9, where & is sampled in steps
of 0.01. The histogram is plotted on a logarithmic scale. The dis-
tribution is strongly peaked at small ), and unlike the distribution
of the SYK model, has gaps. (c) In the Bose-Hubbard model a
given site ¢ is only connected to its nearest-neighbors by single-
particle tunneling processes. (d) As in (b) but for the SYK model
(Eq. 3). Every site is connected to every other site by a random
tunneling amplitude. Inset: In contrast the the effective model,
the distribution of the amplitudes J;;.; is dense and is of Gaus-
sian form, so that when plotted logarithmically the histogram is
parabolic.

Hubbard-type lattice model, the resulting effective Hamil-
tonian simplifies to a sum of all-to-all quartic interaction
terms of the form Q;; klaja;akal, characterized by a broad
distribution of coupling strengths — closely resembling the
structure of the SYK model; see Fig. 1(a). As the gen-
eral form of the effective interactions does not depend on
the statistics of the particles, our method equally applies
to fermionic and bosonic Hubbard models. For concrete-
ness, we restrict our numerical studies to the case of the
Bose-Hubbard (BH) model, and term the resulting effec-
tive model the “kinetically-driven Bose-Hubbard” (KDBH)
model. We explicitly validate the relation of the KDBH
model to the bosonic SYK model by comparing their spec-
tral form functions and out-of-time ordered correlation
functions (OTOCs), using exact diagonalization methods.
In this way, we also investigate the behavior of the bosonic
SYK model, which in contrast to the fermionic case, has
remained largely unexplored so far [4-9]. Our proposed
scheme offers a practical route for the experimental explo-

ration of SYK-type models in optical-lattice setups, where
kinetic driving can be implemented by simply shaking the
lattice [26, 37, 58].

Model — We begin with the Bose-Hubbard (BH)
model [61, 62] describing bosonic particles, moving on a
1D lattice

H=-JY (bbl,, +He.)+U Y bbibb; , (1)
J J

where b; /bj are bosonic annihilation / creation operators
acting on lattice site 7. The model includes two processes:
nearest-neighbor hopping parameterized by the hopping
amplitude J, and the onsite Hubbard repulsion U; see the
sketch in Fig. 1(a). For periodic boundary conditions, H
can be represented graphically as shown in Fig. 1(c), where
each site is simply linked by J to its nearest neighbors. We
emphasise that the approach described below can also be
readily applied to spinless fermions, in which case the bare
interaction terms act between nearest-neighbor sites; see
End Matter for a study of the fermionic case.

Following Ref. [58], we now consider shaking the lat-
tice such that J — J(t) varies periodically with time. Im-
portantly, we require that its time-average is zero over a
driving period. By making the particular choice J(t) =
Jo coswt, one can obtain an expression for the effective
Hamiltonian in the high-frequency limit w > U, corre-
sponding to the lowest-order term in the Magnus expan-
sion [23-26]. For the Bose-Hubbard model in Eq. (1), the
effective Hamiltonian takes the form

Hyppu =U Z Qijki bjb;bk:bz )

i,5,k,1

2

where the interaction amplitudes ();x; depend on the driv-
ing parameters; see the End Matter for a derivation of the
effective Hamiltonian, in both the bosonic and fermionic
cases. Importantly, the single-particle hopping processes
present in the undriven Hubbard Hamiltonian H have been
eliminated by the drive, as required for realizing a SYK-
type model. In fact, since the hopping energy scale J has
disappeared from the problem, the bare interaction strength
U now simply enters as an overall energy scale. Hence-
forth, without loss of generality, we set U =1.

We now compare the obtained KDBH Hamiltonian with
the target (bosonic) SYK model. We restrict ourselves to
considering the real variant of the model,

Hgyk = Z Jijiki b:b;bkbl )

.5,k

3)

where J;;.;; are real random variables sampled from a
Gaussian distribution with zero mean and unit variance,
and which satisfy bosonic exchange statistics and Her-
miticity,

4)

As shown in Fig. 1(d), these interaction terms link every
site to every other site, the amplitude of each link being a
random number.

*
Jigiwt = Jjiskr = Jigae = i -



Examining Hxppy immediately reveals that it has the
same structure of 4-operator terms as Hgyxk, and that the
conditions (4) are automatically satisfied by the amplitudes
Qijri- The two Hamiltonians only differ in that the (), ;i
are not random, but depend in a somewhat complicated
way on the ratio of driving parameters, K = Jy/w; see
End Matter. Although in principle these amplitudes can
be long-ranged, in practice they do fall as the separation
between the site indices increases. This produces the situ-
ation depicted in Fig. 1(b), which is intermediate between
the BH and the SYK cases. Clearly the connectivity of the
lattice is much higher than the BH case, but the smallness
or absence of some of the ();;,; amplitudes means that the
Hypgy is considerably more sparse than Hgyk.

Sparse versions of the SYK model have been studied
previously [63, 64], and it has been concluded that they
continue to reproduce SYK physics as long as more than
~10% of the matrix elements of the Hamiltonian are non-
zero. As Hxppy has a sparsity of about 50% (that is, ap-
proximately half the terms of the Hamiltonian are either
zero or negligibly small) this condition is amply fulfilled in
our case. As illustrated in Fig. 1(b), we find that the dis-
tribution of the amplitudes differs from the dense Gaussian
distribution of the SYK model. We will see, however, that
these twin effects, the sparsity of the Hamiltonian and the
non-Gaussian distribution of the amplitudes, do not prevent
Hypgy from emulating the SYK model with excellent fi-
delity.

Results — To investigate how closely the KDBH model
reproduces SYK physics, we will first consider its chaotic-
ity. A commonly used probe of quantum chaos is the dis-
tribution of spectral spacings. According to the Berry-
Bohigas conjecture, integrable systems will exhibit a Pois-
sonian distribution of spacings, while chaotic systems will
instead be described by random matrix theory. An exten-
sive study of the spectral statistics of the KDBH model was
performed in Ref. [65], demonstrating that for x > 0.4 it
followed the Gaussian orthogonal ensemble [66], the same
distribution as the bosonic SYK model [6].

The spectral distribution measures quantum chaos at
timescales longer than 1/§, where § is the mean energy
spacing. To make a complete comparison between the
models, we must also consider their correspondence at
short to intermediate times by calculating the spectral form
factor (SFF), defined as SFF(t) = |¥,; exp (Z'Ejt)|2 /D2,
where D is the dimension of the Hilbert space, and Ej are
the energies of the Hamiltonian (2). In order to extract the
spectral distribution correctly, it is important to remove ac-
cidental symmetries, and block diagonalize the Hamilto-
nian in a particular symmetry sector [65]. We follow the
same procedure here when calculating the SFF, and work
in the zero momentum, reflection-symmetric subspace.

For many-body chaotic systems the SFF exhibits a par-
ticular structure: a non-universal drop at the Thouless time,
followed by a linear ramp, which then transforms into a flat

plateau SFF(¢t) - 1/D for late times, ¢ > 1/J. In Fig.
2, we show the SFF obtained for various combinations of
(N, L), where N denotes the number of bosons in the sys-
tem, and L is the number of sites. We observed that the
form of the SFF did not depend on the value of x, and so
to reduce the size of fluctuations, we display the average
of four different values of k (x = 0.6,0.7,0.8,0.9). The
data presented were further smoothened by computing a
running 50-point average of the raw data. Scaling the SFF
by a factor of D and the time coordinate by 1/D collapses
the curves onto each other, displaying the required univer-
sal drop-ramp-plateau structure. From the graph it is clear
that the Thouless time reduces as D increases, but the large
non-universal fluctuations in the SFF in the vicinity of the
transition to the ramp make it hard to measure this accu-
rately. As a proxy, we define the ramp time as the time at
which the scaled SFF first drops to a value of 0.1 of the
plateau value, and plot this in the inset. This reveals that
the ramp time scales quite accurately as 1/D.

Note that reproducing the universal form of the SFF is a
stricter condition than demonstrating the presence of quan-
tum chaos via the spectral statistics. The Bose-Hubbard
model, for example, displays GOE statistics for U/J < 0.1
[67], but its SFF does not exhibit the drop-ramp-plateau
structure; see End Matter. This criterion was also used
in Ref. [64] to determine when sparse SYK models failed
to adequately reproduce SYK physics, the absence of the
ramp corresponding to the loss of spectral rigidity and the
transition to non-holographic behavior.

As a final point of comparison between the two models,
we consider the out-of-time ordered correlation function
(OTOC). The decay of this quantity measures the degree
of “scrambling” in the system, that is, the delocalization of
initially localized quantum information, and in particular
the OTOC reveals the presence of quantum chaos at short
timescales. The OTOC is a four-point correlation function
of two local observables, and it is convenient to use a nor-
malized version [68],

Tr[p WIOVIW (1)V]
Tr[p W(t)2ViV]

We take the system’s temperature to be infinite (5 — 0) so
that p = I and all states enter the trace with equal weight.
We have considerable freedom in our choice of the local
operators V' and W, as the scrambling dynamics should
have a universal form, and we select the unitary opera-
tors V' = exp [imn,] and W = exp [imn;], where n; is
the number operator acting on lattice site j. Since V' and
W take values of +1 when operating on a number state,
they are a natural generalization of operators based on the
fermionic number operator, and in principle can be mea-
sured by quantum gas microscopes [69] sensitive to the
parity of the site occupation.

In Fig. 3(a), we show the OTOCs obtained for the BH
model (U = J) for the three different spacings available:
d = 1 (nearest-neighbor, i.e. W is evaluated at lattice site

O(t) =

(&)
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FIG. 2. Spectral form function (SFF) of the KDBH model for
four different lattice sizes and bosons numbers; the notation
(N, L) denotes N bosons on an L-site lattice. Multiplying the
SFF by the dimension of the Hilbert space D, and scaling the
time by 1/D collapses the curves to a universal form — an initial
drop, then a linear ramp, followed by a constant plateau. Each
curve is labeled by the corresponding values of D, and we see
the ramp behavior occurring earlier as D increases. Inset - We
define the ramp time as the time at which the scaled SFF falls to
a value of 0.1. The red-dashed line drops as D_l, and is included
as a guide to the eye.

7=2), d = 2 (next-nearest neighbor, j = 3) and the largest
separation d = 3; these calculations are performed on a 6-
site lattice with periodic boundary conditions. We can see
that the d = 1 result rapidly decays to a small but non-
zero value. However, for larger separations (d =2, 3) there
is a clear time delay before the decay occurs. This corre-
sponds to information propagating through space at a finite
rate, given by the butterfly velocity. In contrast to the SYK
model, the BH chain thus exhibits spatial locality: an exci-
tation made at a particular point propagates outwards in a
light-cone structure.

This is very different to the behavior exhibited by the
KDBH model, as shown in Fig. 3(b) for k = 0.8. The
three curves show a very similar decay, and they are no
longer ordered by their value of separation d. This corrob-
orates our expectation that the lattice connectivity seen in
Fig. 1(b) substantially reduces the degree of locality from
the BH case, due to the presence of effective long-range
tunneling. The decay rate shows little dependence on the
amplitude of the driving, and in Fig. 3(c) we plot the full
set of OTOCs obtained for four values of x. Averaging
these 12 curves gives a result which agrees strikingly with
that of the bosonic SYK model. The quantitative compar-
ison depends on just one fitting parameter, a rescaling of
time in the SYK model corresponding to the different en-
ergy scales of the two models arising from the distinct dis-
tributions of hopping amplitudes — the SYK model has a

FIG. 3. (a) OTOCs for the BH model for 6 particles on a 6-site lat-
tice with periodic boundary conditions. When the operators are
separated by a single lattice spacing (d = 1) the OTOC rapidly
decays to its asymptotic value. For larger spacings, d = 2 and
d = 3 there is a delay until the OTOC begins its decay, corre-
sponding to information spreading through the lattice at a finite
speed. (b) As in (a) but for the KDBH model, with < = 0.8. The
OTOCs show no sign of a time delay, beginning their decay im-
mediately. This indicates the lack of locality in this model. (c)
Gray curves indicate the OTOCs obtained for the KDBH model
for k = 0.6,0.7,0.8,0.9 for the three different separations. Their
average, shown in black has the same form as the SYK OTOC,
averaged over 25 random samples of J;;.x;. To obtain quantita-
tive agreement, the time coordinate of SYK data has been scaled
by a factor of 9 (see text).

] [SYK[Bose-Hubbard[KDBH]

Long-range hopping| Yes No Yes
RMT statistics Yes Yes Yes
Universal SFF Yes No Yes
OTOC decay Yes No Yes

TABLE 1. Comparison of the considered models. The Bose-
Hubbard model exhibits chaos in its spectral statistics, but oth-
erwise does not exhibit any of the features of the SYK model. In
contrast, the KDBH model indeed reproduces all of the four cri-
teria commonly used to identify SYK physics.

Gaussian distribution with unit variance, while the KDBH
model has a narrower non-Gaussian form.

Concluding remarks.— We summarize our comparative
studies of the (bosonic) SYK, Bose-Hubbard and KDBH
models in Table I. These results validate that SYK physics
can be effectively realized using a practical periodic driving
scheme.

As previously noted, the KDBH model can be imple-
mented by modulating the Hubbard hopping amplitude J
periodically in time, such that the average (J(t)) = 0
over each driving period [58]. In practice, this can be



achieved through a two-frequency drive: a lattice shak-
ing of strength A and frequency w; would renormalize
the hopping strength according to a Bessel function J.g =
Jo(AJwy) [26, 27, 70]; a modulation of the strength A(t),
at frequency ws << wj, and in the vicinity of the Bessel-
function root, would then realize the desired hopping mod-
ulation. This approach assumes a proper separation of en-
ergy scales, which is crucial in view of limiting heating,
e.g. through inter-band processes [26]. Another promis-
ing direction relies on synthetic dimensions [71]. In this
framework, one would induce and modulate couplings be-
tween a set of atomic internal states spanning a fictitious
lattice. Finite-range interactions would be required along
the synthetic dimension, which can be achieved through
the scheme proposed in Ref. [72].

An interesting question concerns the experimental de-
tection of SYK signatures in a Hubbard quantum simula-
tor. An appealing approach would be to extract OTOCS
by monitoring statistical correlations between randomized
measurements [68] or through digital interferometric ap-
proaches [73]. Universal spectral signatures could be ac-
cessed by spectroscopy [74]. In principle, the long-range
hopping amplitudes and fast scrambling could also be re-
vealed by studying the dynamics of a mobile impurity im-
mersed into the medium.

It would be worthwhile to investigate the potential ef-
fects of engineered disorder within our framework. As we
show in the End Matter, breaking the translational symme-
try of the KDBH model with a weak link provides a sub-
stantial improvement in the statistical distribution of the
hopping amplitudes, and introducing other forms of dis-
order could also yield similar benefits. Finally, extending
the framework to higher-dimensional systems should be
straightforward and could open up intriguing avenues for
exploration.
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End Matter

Derivation of the effective Hamiltonian for the driven
Bose-Hubbard system — To illustrate the technique, we first
consider the standard BH model (1),

H=-JY (b],,b; +Hc.)+ U Y bibibb; ,  (EMI)
J J

where 7 labels the lattice sites, and we take periodic bound-
ary conditions. We now Fourier transform this Hamiltonian
to momentum space, and allow the hopping to vary period-
ically in time, J(t) = J, cos wt to obtain

H(t) = -2Jycoswt Y cosk biby,
%

U .
ot
2L, kzlz . 6k1+k27k3+k4bk4bk3bk2bk1 )
1,R2,R3,R4

where the J-function enforces quasimomentum conserva-
tion, and the summations are taken over the first Brillouin
zone. Clearly when time-averaged over one period of the
driving, the first term in this equation vanishes, meaning
that, as in the SYK model itself, single-particle hopping
terms are absent.

To ensure convergence of the high-frequency expan-
sion [24, 25, 33], we now transform to the interaction pic-
ture, H'(t) = iW (&)WT(t) + W(t)H ()W (t), where
the unitary operator W (¢) is defined as,

W (t) = exp|-2irsinwt ) cosk blbk] ., (EM2)
k

and k = Jy/w. To perform this transformation it is advan-
tageous to define the operator

_ _—iXcosk blbryt 7.1 iXcosk bl by
fN) = e bl bY biybiye -

U(A)by, bl br,br, UT(A) . (EM3)

In order to obtain f () in closed form, we first differentiate
it with respect to A,
Inf(X) =icoskU(N) by, by br,bi,,bpbe]JUT(A) .
(EM4)
As shown in Ref. [58], this differential equation has the
solution

FN) = et eosk(Omaom =0ua=0ua) bt pF by by (EMS)

which enables the transformed Hamiltonian to be ex-
pressed as
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(EM6)

Considering the high-frequency regime w > U, we calculate the lowest-order term in the Magnus expansion [23-26]
by time-averaging Eq. (EM6) over one driving period. Making use of the Jacobi-Anger expansion, this gives the effective

Hamiltonian
Ha-~ [am @=L ) 2 k k k k4]) bl bf by,b
ot = fo tH'(t) = oL kz]; ) Ky +ha ks +ka Jo (26 [cOS Ky + cos by — cos ks — coska]) by, by, br,br, , (EMT)
1,~h2,~k3,~4
where 7 is the Bessel function of zeroth order. Transforming this result back to real space yields the KDBH model,
Hypen =U Y, Qijublblbib (EM8)
4.k,
where the hopping amplitudes are given by,
1 L ‘ o
Qijri = BYE] Z ez(kl(J’Z)MZ(J*)*M(W))\Z) [2K (cosky + cosky —cos (k1 + ko — kg) —cosky)] . (EM9)
k1,k2,ka

We note that higher-order terms in the effective Hamilto-
nian would correspond to many-body interactions (beyond
two-body interactions). These are neglected in the present
study, which assumes a high frequency regime w>U.

Breaking translational symmetry — As can be seen in
Fig. 1(b), the distribution of the Q;, is far from Gaussian,
and also exhibits various gaps. We attribute this feature to
the translational invariance of the model, which leads to
the spatial structures displayed in Eq. (EM9). To explore
this effect, we now introduce a small defect that explicitly
breaks translational symmetry: following Ref. [60], we ob-
tain the () amplitudes when one of the hoppings in the BH
model differs from the others by e. We show the result in
Fig. EM1 for €=0.001. We find that this slight breaking of
translational invariance is enough to refine the distribution
of the () amplitudes, bringing it into closer alignment with
the Gaussian form characteristic of the SYK model.

Derivation of the effective Hamiltonian for a driven
J

1
Qijrl = ==

3
2L k1,k2,kq

Comparing the expressions for ();;; in the two mod-
els reveals their strong similarity, and in fact (EM12) can
be mapped to (EM9) by making the substitutions ¢ —
i—1, k- k - 1. Consequently the distribution of ();x; in
the two models is identical, the difference being that QQ; ;1
labels different processes in each case.

We emphasise that the amplitudes do not depend on the
statistics of the particle — the same result (EM12) is ob-
tained for both bosons and spinless fermions. Accordingly
we believe that kinetically-driven Hubbard models of both

> e kL (G=D k2 (=h=1)+ka =3+1)) 7019 (cos ky + cos kg — cos (k1 + ks — ks) — cosky)] .

(

Fermi-Hubbard system — The derivation for a fermionic
system proceeds in much the same way as above. We must
consider a different starting Hamiltonian, however, as the
Hubbard interaction written in Eq. EM1 would identically
vanish. Accordingly we introduce a Hubbard-type model
with nearest-neighbor interactions

H-= —JZ (c;ch +H.c.)+UZc;c;+1cjcj+1 , (EM10)
J J

where ¢;/ c; are spinless fermion operators.

Following the same procedure as before we obtain a very
similar form for the f(\) operator, only differing from
(EM3) by a momentum-dependent phase

FO) =B F) U(N)e) ef cren, UT(N) . (EMILD)

Noting that the commutator in Eq. EM4 does not depend
upon the particle statistics, we can again obtain a closed
form solution for f(\), and hence obtain the hopping am-
plitudes for this model

(EM12)

(

bosonic and fermionic type will permit the simulation of
the corresponding SYK Hamiltonians.

SFF of the BH model — The SFF of the KDBH model
displays the universal form expected of chaotic systems,
consisting of a rapid drop up to the Thouless time, followed
by a linear ramp, and finally a plateau at long times. This
behavior can be clearly seen in Fig. EM2a, where we plot a
typical example, the SFF fora (11,11) system at x = 0.8.

As we note in the text and in Table I, the BH model does
not follow this form. In fig. EM2b we show the SFF for
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FIG. EMI1. Distributions of the () amplitudes in an 8-site KDBH
model for x = 0.6. (a) Clean system: as seen previously, the dis-
tribution is non-Gaussian and contains several gaps. (b) Introduc-
ing a weak link in the parent BH Hamiltonian with J = (J - ¢€)
produces a distribution much closer to the target Gaussian form.
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FIG. EM2. (a) The SFF for the KDBH model (x = 0.8 and
(N, L) = (11,11)) follows the universal form: a sharp decay at
the Thouless time, followed by a linear ramp before finally reach-
ing a plateau. The gray curve shows the raw data, the black line
is obtained by a 50-point running average to smoothen the oscil-
lations. (b) In contrast, the SFF for the BH model (U = 0.2J and
(12,12)) does not have the universal form. Following the initial
decay, the SFF first oscillates about a constant value, before go-
ing through the ramp-plateau behavior at a much later time. Red
dashed lines indicate the value of D™ (where D is the dimension
of the Hilbert space); the blue dot-dashed line is a guide to the
eye indicating the first plateau of the BH model.

a weakly interacting BH model, which after the initial fall
first goes through a preliminary plateau, before then show-
ing the ramp and final plateau at longer times. In contrast to
the KDBH and SYK models, the BH model thus only man-
ifests chaos at long time scales, the initial plateau possibly
indicating a pre-thermalisation regime where the Hilbert
space of the system is not fully explored.
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