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We propose a measure, which we call the dissipative spectral form factor (DSFF), to characterize
the spectral statistics of non-Hermitian (and non-Unitary) matrices. We show that DSFF success-
fully diagnoses dissipative quantum chaos, and reveals correlations between real and imaginary parts
of the complex eigenvalues up to arbitrary energy (and time) scale. Specifically, we provide the exact
solution of DSFF for the complex Ginibre ensemble (GinUE) and for a Poissonian random spectrum
(Poisson) as minimal models of dissipative quantum chaotic and integrable systems respectively. For
dissipative quantum chaotic systems, we show that DSFF exhibits an exact rotational symmetry in
its complex time argument τ . Analogous to the spectral form factor (SFF) behaviour for Gaussian
unitary ensemble, DSFF for GinUE shows a “dip-ramp-plateau” behavior in |τ |: DSFF initially
decreases, increases at intermediate time scales, and saturates after a generalized Heisenberg time
which scales as the inverse mean level spacing. Remarkably, for large matrix size, the “ramp” of
DSFF for GinUE increases quadratically in |τ |, in contrast to the linear ramp in SFF for Hermitian
ensembles. For dissipative quantum integrable systems, we show that DSFF takes a constant value
except for a region in complex time whose size and behavior depends on the eigenvalue density.
Numerically, we verify the above claims and additionally show that DSFF for real and quaternion
real Ginibre ensembles coincides with the GinUE behaviour except for a region in complex time
plane of measure zero in the limit of large matrix size. As a physical example, we consider the
quantum kicked top model with dissipation, and show that it falls under the Ginibre universality
class and Poisson as the ‘kick’ is switched on or off. Lastly, we study spectral statistics of ensembles
of random classical stochastic matrices or Markov chains, and show that these models again fall
under the Ginibre universality class.

Introduction. The study of spectral statistics is of fun-
damental importance in theoretical physics due to its
universality and utility as a robust diagnosis of quan-
tum chaos [1, 2]. While Bohigas, Giannoni and Schmidt
conjectured that chaotic quantum systems exhibit spec-
tral correlation as those found in random matrix theory
(RMT) in the same symmetry class [2], Berry and Tabor
observed that integrable systems follow Poisson statis-
tics of uncorrelated random variables [3]. Both claims
have withstood the test of time, and in particular, the
signature of level repulsion have been found in a wide
range of disciplines including nuclear resonance spectra
[4], mesoscopic physics [5, 6], quantum chaos[7], black
hole physics [8–10], quantum chromodynamics [11, 12],
number theory [13], information theory [14] and more.

Non-Hermitian physics has advanced significantly in
recent years in the study of optics [15–17], acoustics [18,
19], parity-time-symmetric systems [20, 21], mesoscopic
physics [22–25], cold atoms [26, 27], driven dissipative
systems [28–32], biological systems [33], disordered sys-
tems [5]. Recent studies on spectral properties have fo-
cused on the shape of eigenvalue density, the spectral gap,
and the spacing between nearest-neighbour eigenvalues
[34–48]. The goal of this letter is to introduce and analyze
a simple indicator that characterizes the level statistics of
non-Hermitian matrices up to an arbitrary energy (and,
equivalently, time) scale, and show that it captures uni-
versal signatures of dissipative quantum chaos. We treat

the complex-valued spectrum as a two-dimensional (2D)
gas, and introduce the DSFF as the 2D Fourier trans-
form of the density-density correlator of complex eigen-
values, which depends on a complex time parameter, τ .
We exactly compute DSFF for the GinUE and for a Pois-
sonian random spectrum as minimal models of dissipa-
tive quantum chaotic and integrable systems respectively.
In particular, we show that DSFF for GinUE exhibits a
dip-ramp-plateau behavior as a function of |τ |, with an
asymptotically quadratic ramp, as opposed to the linear
ramp in SFF for Gaussian ensembles of Hermitian matri-
ces. We demonstrate the universality of these results by
showing that they capture the level statistics of quantum
kicked top model with dissipation and random classical
stochastic matrices. We conjecture that for large enough
complex time |τ |, dissipative chaotic systems have DSFF
behaviour that coincides with GinUE’s [49]. As such, the
DSFF solution for GinUE provides an important bench-
mark of dissipative quantum chaotic system, and can be
treated as a complex analogue of SFF solution for GUE.
Spectral form factor. It is instructive to review the

behaviour of SFF for closed quantum systems [50], with
which DSFF shares several analogous features. Consider
a closed quantum system described by a N × N Her-
mitian (or unitary) matrix with the density of states
(DOS) ρ(E) =

∑
n δ(E − En) where En is the n-th

eigenlevel (or eigenphase). Note that in our convention,∫
dE ρ(E) = N . The correlation between eigenlevels can
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FIG. 1. K(τ, τ∗) vs. |τ | for the GinUE and a Poissonian-
random spectrum (defined above (5)) with matrix size N =
256. Writing τ = |τ |eiθ, numerical simulations of GinUE
(Poisson) for fixed θ = 0 to θ = π/2 in steps of π/4 are
plotted in blue colors (red colors) in multiple shades. The an-
alytical solutions of KGinUE (Eq. (3)) and KPoi (Eq. (5)) are
plotted as the purple and green lines on top of the numerical
data. The connected part of KGinUE (1st and 3rd terms in
Eq. (3)) is plotted as the orange line. Inset: Two-dimensional
histogram of {zmn ≡ zm − zn} of the GinUE for N = 1024
where increasing values are plotted with deeper blue colors.
Note that the bin at the origin is occupied by N (diagonal)
contributions of {znn = 0}, and there is a dip around the
origin due to level repulsion. The computation of DSFF for
fixed θ as a function of |τ | is equivalent to the computation
of SFF as a function of |τ | of {zm} projected onto the axis
defined by θ. The sample sizes are 5000 and 2000 for Poisson
and GinUE respectively.

be quantified by the (so-called “2α-point”) SFF, which
is the (α-th power of the) Fourier transform of two-level
correlation function 〈ρ(E)ρ(E +ω)〉, and can be directly
defined as

Kα(t) :=

〈[∑
n,m

e−i(En−Em)t

]α〉
, (1)

where 〈·〉 denotes the average over an ensemble of statis-
tically similar systems. Importantly, SFF captures cor-
relations between eigenlevels at all scales, including the
level repulsion and spectral rigidity, while at the same
time it is one of the simplest non-trivial and analytically
tractable diagnostic of quantum chaos [51]. Furthermore,
SFF has recently been shown to capture novel signatures
of quantum many-body physics like the deviation from
RMT behaviour at early time (and consequently, the on-
set of chaos) [9, 10, 52–67]. For integrable systems with
Poisson statistics, we have K1(t) = N for t larger than
a timescale set by the inverse width of DOS. For quan-
tum chaotic systems without symmetries, the generic be-
haviour of SFF can be understood by studying the Gaus-
sian unitary ensemble (GUE). SFF for GUE initially de-
cays and then grows linearly until the Heisenberg time,

tHei, after which K(t) = N reaches a plateau. Qualita-
tively, this is referred to as the “dip-ramp-plateau” be-
haviour. The form of the early time decay is due to the
(non-universal) form of the DOS, while the linear ramp
reflects the phenomenon of spectral rigidity. tHei is pro-
portional to the inverse of the mean level spacing, and it
encodes the largest physically relevant time scale of the
system.
Dissipative spectral form factor. For a N × N non-

Hermitian matrix with complex spectra, the SFF is ex-
ponentially growing or decaying in time due to the imag-
inary parts of the complex eigenvalues. Moreover, tra-
ditional methods like the Green’s function approach fail
due to non-analyticity of the Green’s function. To cir-
cumvent these problems, we consider 2D DOS, ρ(z) =∑
n δ(x − xn)δ(y − yn), where z = x + iy, xn = Re zn,

yn = Im zn, and zn = xn + iyn is the n-th complex
eigenvalue. We introduce the (“2α-point”) DSFF as
the ensemble average of the (α-th power of the) 2D
Fourier transform of the two-level correlation function
〈ρ(x, y)ρ(x+ ω, y + ω′)〉. We directly define DSFF as

Kα(t, s) :=

〈[∑
m,n

ei(xn−xm)t+i(yn−ym)s

]α〉
, (2)

where t and s are two “time” variables conjugate to the
xn − xm and yn − ym respectively. Importantly, the cor-
relation between both the real and imaginary parts of
two given complex eigenvalues now contributes to DSFF
as phases. Notice that if the spectrum is real, DSFF
is effectively reduced to SFF as a function of t for all
s. To obtain an intuition of how DSFF behaves, we
write ~zmn ≡ (xmn, ymn) ≡ (xm − xn, ym − yn), and
~τ ≡ (t, s) = (|τ | cos θ, |τ | sin θ). The DSFF can now

be written as Kα(t, s) =
〈[∑

m,n e
i~zmn·~τ

]α〉
, which al-

lows a natural interpretation in the complex plane: At
fixed θ and as a function of |τ |, (2α-point) DSFF is the
(α-point) SFF of the projection of {zm} onto the ra-
dial axis specified by angle θ (illustrated in Fig.1 inset).
Reverting back to the notation with complex numbers,
we define complex time, τ = t + is and write DSFF

as Kα(τ, τ∗) =
〈∣∣∑

n e
i(znτ

∗+z∗nτ)/2
∣∣2α〉, For ensembles

where the two-point correlation function 〈ρ(z1)ρ(z2)〉 is
known, DSFF at α = 1 can be written as an integral
K1 =

∫
d2z1d

2z2 〈ρ(z1)ρ(z2)〉 ei(z1τ∗+z∗1τ−z
∗
2τ−z2τ

∗)/2 .
For the rest of the paper, we will drop the subscript and
focus on the simplest and most relevant case α = 1.

Dissipative quantum chaotic systems. We use the
GinUE as a minimal model of the dissipative quan-
tum chaotic systems. The joint probability distribu-
tion function of eigenvalues of GinUE is known ex-
actly, and the correlation function of eigenvalues can
be expressed in terms of the kernel [68], K(z1, z2) =
N
π e
−N

2 (|z1|2+|z2|2)
∑N−1
`=0

(Nz1z
∗
2 )

`

`! . The 1-point correla-
tion function, i.e. the DOS, is given by 〈ρ(z)〉 = K(z, z),
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and the kernel is normalized such that
∫
d2z 〈ρ(z)〉 =∫

d2zK(z, z) = N . Note that the DOS is isotropic, and
is asymptotically, as N → ∞, flat on a unit disc |z| < 1
and vanishing outside. The 2-point correlation function
is 〈ρ(z1)ρ(z2)〉 = K(z1, z1)δ(z1−z2)+K(z1, z1)K(z2, z2)−
|K(z1, z2)|2. We will refer to the above three terms as the

contact, disconnected and connected term respectively.
Using 〈ρ(z1)ρ(z2)〉, we compute (2) by expanding the ex-
ponential factors, and using the fact that the integrals
over the phases of z1 and z2 kill all terms in the sum
except the ones depending on |z1| and |z2|. This gives

KGinUE(τ, τ∗) = N +N2
1F1

(
N + 1; 2;−|τ |

2

4N

)2

−
N−1∑
n,m=0

(max(m,n)!)2

n!m!(|m− n|!)2 1F1

(
max(m,n) + 1; |m− n|+ 1;−|τ |

2

4N

)2

,

(3)

where we have listed the three terms in the same order-
ing as in the 2-point correlation function. 1F1(a, b; z) =∑∞
n=0 a

(n)zn/b(n)n! is the Kummer confluent hypergeo-
metric function, where a(n) is the rising factorial. Keep-
ing the leading contributions in N , Eq. (3) becomes

KGinUE(τ, τ∗) = N +N2 4J1(|τ |)2
|τ |2

−N exp

(
−|τ |

2

4N

)
,

(4)
where Jµ(x) is the Bessel function of the first kind.
Along with Eq. (3), Eq. (4) forms our main result, as
they capture the universal spectral correlations of dis-
sipaitve quantum chaotic systems. Firstly, note that
KGinUE(τ, τ∗) only depends on the absolute value of τ ,
i.e. DSFF is manifestly rotational symmetric in com-
plex time (see Fig. 1). Secondly, the qualitative be-
haviour of DSFF as a function of |τ | for dissipative quan-
tum systems shows a dip-ramp-plateau structure, analo-
gous to SFF for closed quantum systems: At early time
|τ | . τedge, DSFF dips from K(0, 0) = N2 with a form
dominated by the disconnected piece (3); At intermedi-
ate time τedge . |τ | . τHei, DSFF increases quadrati-
cally KGinUE ' |τ |2/4 with precise form given by the
sum of hypergeometric functions, or the Gaussian func-
tion for large N , until it reaches late time τHei . |τ |
with τHei ∼

√
N , where DSFF reaches a plateau at N .

Note that the DSFF GinUE ramp behaviour is drastically
different from the corresponding SFF GUE behaviour,
which is linear in time. Thirdly, in analogy to SFF, the
connected term in DSFF captures the spectral rigidity in
the complex spectral plane. As apparent from the func-
tional form of the connected term, we see that the Heisen-
berg time scales as the inverse of mean level spacing (in
the complex plane), τHei = O(∆−1) = O(

√
N). [69]

Again, this is in contrast to the corresponding Heisen-
berg time scaling for SFF, which scales as N . Fourthly,
the non-oscillatory part of the disconnected term asymp-
totically scales as N2|τ |−3. Setting the time τedge where
disconnected and connected contributions are of the same
order, we find τedge = O(N2/5). Note that as a function
of |τ |, the GinUE disconnected term of DSFF coincides
with the GUE disconnected term of SFF, due to the fact

that the projection of the DOS along the axis defined
by θ exhibits a semi-circle shape, like the DOS of GUE.
Fifthly, according to the interpretation described above,
DSFF at fixed θ is equivalent to the SFF of the pro-
jected spectrum {zm} along the axis defined by θ. While
there is level repulsion in the 2D complex plane, there are
accidental degeneracies between distanced pairs of eigen-
values in the set of projected {zm}, and remarkably, the
lack of level repulsion along the projection axis makes up
for the difference between SFF of GUE, which has linear
ramp in t with tHei = O(N), and DSFF of GinUE which
has a quadratic ramp in |τ | with τHei = O(

√
N).

Lastly, the GinUE DSFF result can be interpreted
via the mapping between GinUE and 2D log-potential
Coulomb gas. DSFF is equivalent to the 2D static struc-
ture factor (SSF), defined as the Fourier transform of
density-density fluctuation, where the complex energy
and the complex time in (2) take the roles of position and

wavevector ~k. For the Coulomb gas, with the assumption
of “perfect screening”, SSF is argued to have an asymp-
totic behaviour of |~k|2 for small |~k| [70], which is consis-
tent with the quadratic increase |τ |2 for large N in (4).
Furthermore, a system is hyperuniform if its SSF van-
ishes as |~k| tends to zero. This implies that density fluc-
tuation is suppressed at very large length scales [71, 72].
This leads us to interpret that the spectrum of GinUE is
a 2D gas that displays hyperuniformity with a quadratic
power-law form.

The numerical data and analytical solutions are plot-
ted in Fig. 1 for N = 256 with excellent agreement. We
further computed DSFF for the real (GinOE) and quater-
nion real (GinSE) Ginibre ensembles [69]. The rotational
symmetry of K in τ is broken, since eigenvalues of quater-
nion real (real) ensemble (are either real or) come in com-
plex conjugate pairs, which leads to special behaviour of
zmn near θ = 0, π/2 [69]. We define critical angles θ∗0 and
θ∗π/2 such that DSFF of GinOE and GinSE coincide with

the one of GinUE for θ ∈ [θ∗0 , π/2 − θ∗π/2]. We numeri-

cally show and heuristically argue that θ∗φ ∝ N−1/2 with

the only exception of θ∗π/2 ∝ N−0.56 for GinSE due to

the lack of “projected degeneracies” [69]. We therefore
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conclude that, in large N , GinOE and GinSE coincide
with the GinUE behaviour except for the angle θ = 0
and π/2. This is consistent with the fact that spectral
correlations of these ensembles coincide with GinUE for
eigenvalues away from the real axis [73–77].

Dissipative integrable systems. We model the spec-
trum of dissipative quantum integrable systems with a
set of uncorrelated normally distributed complex eigen-
values. The DOS is 〈ρ(z)〉 = N(2π)−1e−|z|

2/2 with∫
d2z 〈ρ(z)〉 = N . The 2-point correlation function is

〈ρ(z1)ρ(z2)〉 = 〈ρ(z2)〉δ(z1 − z2) + N(N−1)
N2 〈ρ(z1)〉〈ρ(z2)〉.

The DSFF can be evaluated as

KPoi(τ, τ
∗) = N +N(N − 1)e−|τ |

2

. (5)

We see that DSFF for Poissonian random spectrum takes
a constant value of N except for a small region of complex
time near the origin. The constant value N is due to the
diagonal contribution from DSFF, and the deviation from
N is due to the disconnected part and depends on the
details of the DOS. The numerical data and analytical
solution are plotted in Fig. 1 for N = 256 with excellent
agreement.

Dissipative quantum kicked top model. A simple but
rich example of quantum systems that exhibit chaotic
and integrable behaviours is the quantum kicked top
(QKT) model [78–80] which has been experimentally re-
alized in [81]. The unitary evolution of QKT is governed
by the Hamiltonian [78],

H(t) = pJz +
k0
2j
J2
z +

k1
2j
J2
y

∞∑
n=−∞

δ(t− n) , (6)

where ~J = (Jx, Jy, Jz) are angular momentum operators
that act on a single spin-j particle and obey [Jα, Jβ ] =
iεαβγJγ , α, β, γ ∈ {x, y, z}. The first two terms describe
the precession of the spin. The third term describes a
periodic kick at integer time n. We introduce the dis-
sipation by considering the action of the quantum map
in the Kraus form Φ(ρ) =

∑
aKae

−iHρeiHK†a, where

K1,2 = (Jx± iJy)/
√
j(j + 1) and K3 =

√
2Jz/

√
j(j + 1)

such that the constraint
∑
aK
†
aKa = 1 is satisfied to en-

sure trace preservation and complete positivity [82]. The
time evolved density matrix is obtained by a successive
action of Φ, i.e. ρ(t) = Φt(ρ). We represent Φ as a su-
peroperator, i.e. Φ =

∑
a(Ka ⊗ K∗a)(U ⊗ U∗), where

U = T exp[−i
∫ 1

0
dtH(t)] and T is the time-ordering.

Note that the total angular momentum ~J2 and the parity
are conserved and we will therefore study the restricted
Hilbert space of size roughly half of (2j + 1)2. We anal-
yse the DSFF of the spectrum of Φ in the symmetric
subspace. Note that the spectrum is symmetric across
the real axis [69]. As shown in Fig. 2, as we turn on and
off the kick parameter k1, the DSFF coincides with the
GinOE (for all angles [69]) and Poisson behaviour with

FIG. 2. Main: DSFF of QKT with dissipation for j = 35
and Gaussianly-distributed p ∈ N (2, 2/3) and k0 ∈ N (10, 3).
The blue (red) lines in different shades are for DSFF of QKT
with the kick with k1 = 8 (without the kick with k1 = 0)
for fixed θ ∈ [π/16, 7π/16] in steps of π/16. The two cases
fit the connected part of GinUE (orange line) and Poisson
(green line) predictions as expected. Inset: DSFF of QKT and
GinOE for angles θ = 0, π/2 [69]. The sample sizes for QKT
with and without the kick are 2500 and 4300 respectively.

FIG. 3. Main: DSFF of the random classical stochastic en-
semble induced by CUE for N = 1024 with sample size 5000.
The blue colors are for fixed θ ∈ [π/16, 7π/16] in steps of
π/16. The data can be fitted with the connected part of
GinUE (orange line). Inset: DSFF for CS and GinOE at
angles θ = 0, π/2 [69].

excellent agreement. Note that the DSFF of the corre-
sponding Liouvillian operators of the Lindblad form of
the QKT also converges to GinOE DSFF behaviour.
Classical stochastic systems. Another interesting class

of non-Hermitian matrices are classical stochastic matri-
ces or Markov chains, which are matrices with real pos-
itive entries and with each column summing to unity.
A particular way to generate an ensemble of random
stochastic matrices is to consider matrix S with entries
Sij = |Mij |2/

∑
i |Mij |2, where Mij is a matrix cho-

sen from a certain matrix ensemble. We consider clas-
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sical stochastic (CS) matrices induced from two ran-
dom ensembles: the circular unitary ensemble (CUE)
(whose induced stochastic ensemble is called the uni-
stochastic ensemble) and the GinUE. Unistochastic ma-
trices arise in the context of quantum graphs [83–85]
and in the theory of majorization and characterization
of quantum maps [86–89]. By the Perron-Frobenius the-
orem, the stochastic matrices have leading eigenvalues of
unity, and the spectra are again symmetric across the real
axis [69, 90]. We plot the DSFF for the uni-stochastic en-
semble in Fig. 3 and the other GinUE-induced ensemble
in the supplementary material [69]. For both ensembles,
the DSFF behaviour coincides with the GinOE behaviour
(for all angles [69]) with excellent agreement.

Discussion. We have proposed and exactly computed
DSFF for GinUE and a Poissonian-random spectrum as
minimal models of dissipative quantum chaotic and in-
tegrable systems. In particular, we show that DSFF
for GinUE has a dip-ramp-plateau behaviour with a
quadratic ramp, and numerically demonstrated the uni-
versality of the result with the example of QKT and
random classical stochastic ensembles. This work open
up many exciting directions: DSFF can be used to
classify dissipative quantum chaotic systems in different
universality and symmetry classes, beyond the nearest-
neighbour spacing distribution studied previously [91–
94], and to unveil deviation of open quantum many-body
systems from RMT behaviours at early time (cf. [52–62]).
In particular, it can be used to investigate the spectral
properties across the measurement-induced phase tran-
sition [95–101]. These directions will be discussed in an
upcoming work [49].

Lastly, note that DSFF contrasts with a related ob-
servable called dissipative form factor [35] (DFF) in sev-
eral ways: DFF is a one-parameter function defined for
the (Lindblad) superoperators, and the correlation be-
tween the imaginary parts of eigenvalues contribute to
the DFF as an exponential factor (as supposed to a phase
in DSFF). This makes DFF useful in capturing the scal-
ing of the spectral gap, while DSFF is beneficial in un-
raveling the correlation between eigenvalues in the bulk
of the spectrum.
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[49] Jiachen Li, Tomaž Prosen, and Amos Chan, in prepa-
ration.

[50] F. Haake, Quantum Signatures of Chaos (Springer,
2010).

[51] SFF involves only two sums over eigenlevels as supposed
to four sums in observables like the out-of-time-order
correlator or the quantum purity. Note also that the
finer correlations between eigenlevels can be captured
by the so-called higher-point SFF[10, 102].

[52] Pavel Kos, Marko Ljubotina, and Toma ž Prosen,
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Supplementary Material

Spectral statistics of non-Hermitian matrices and dissipative quantum chaos

In this supplementary material we provide additional details about:

A Dissipative spectral form factor (DSFF) for additional ensembles and discussion of DSFF at θ = 0, π/2

B Spectra of single realizations

C Density of states

D Scaling of Heisenberg time τHei

E DSFF for modified spectra with “projected degeneracies”

F DSFF for θ near 0 and π/2

G Scaling of the critical angle θ∗

1. Definition of θ∗

2. Scaling of θ∗

3. Arguments for the scaling of θ∗

Appendix A: DSFF for additional ensembles and discussion of DSFF at θ = 0, π/2

Here we present the DSFF for real Ginibre ensemble (GinOE), quaternion real Ginibre ensemble (GinSE) and
ensembles of classical stochastic matrices induced by GinUE in Fig. S1 left, Fig. S1 right and Fig. S2 respectively.
To discuss DSFF at θ = 0 and π/2, we recall the interpretation of DSFF discussed in the main text below Eq. (2):
At fixed θ and as a function of |τ |, DSFF is the SFF of the projection of complex eigenvalues onto the radial axis
specified by angle θ. At θ = 0, a spectrum that is symmetric across the real axis has a rough 2-fold degeneracy in
the projected set of eigenvalues (it is not an exact 2-fold degeneracy due to the real eigenvalues, which do not come
in pairs). This gives an explanation of the approximate fit of 2KGinUE along θ = 0 for GinOE, GinSE, QKT, the
ensembles of classical stochastic matrices (see insets of Fig. S1, 2, 3 and S2 respectively). Along θ = π/2, the real
eigenvalues will be exactly degenerate after the projection onto the radial axis defined by θ = π/2, which would lead
to a different large-|τ | value for DSFF. This fact is demonstrated when we compare DSFF of GinOE and GinSE at
θ = π/2: For GinOE, spectra contain real eigenvalues (see Fig. S3 middle), and DSFF at θ = 0 approaches a value
larger than matrix size N , while for GinSE, spectra have no real eigenvalues (see Fig. S3 right) and DSFF at θ = 0
approaches N . We leave the study of DSFF behaviour near θ = 0, π/2 for future investigations.

FIG. S1. Main: DSFF of the GinOE (left) and GinSE (right) for N = 256 with sample sizes 5000. The blue/green colors are
for fixed θ ∈ [π/16, 7π/16] in steps of π/16. The data are fitted with the connected part of GinUE (black line). Inset: DSFF
for angle θ = 0, π/2. We find that DSFF at θ = 0 can be fitted with twice the connected part of DSFF for GinUE.
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FIG. S2. Main: DSFF of the ensembles of classical stochastic matrices induced by GinUE for matrix size N = 1024 and sample
size 5000. The blue colors are for fixed θ ∈ [π/16, 7π/16] in steps of π/16. The data is fitted with the connected part of GinUE
(orange line). Inset: DSFF for CS and GinOE at angles θ = 0, π/2. We find that DSFF at θ = 0 can be fitted with twice the
connected part of DSFF for GinUE.

Appendix B: Spectra of single realizations

In this section, we provide the plots of spectra of single realizations of the ensembles considered in the main text,
namely, the DOS of GinUE, GinOE, GinSE (Fig. S3), QKT with and without the kick (Fig. S4), ensembles of classical
stochastic matrices induced by CUE and GinUE (Fig. S5).

−1.0 −0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

Re(z)

−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

Im
(z

)

−1.0 −0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

Re(z)

−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

Im
(z

)

−1.0 −0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

Re(z)

−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

Im
(z

)

FIG. S3. Spectra of single realizations of the GinUE (left), GinOE (middle) and GinSE (right) with matrix size N = 1024.
Each set of eigenvalues lies within the unit circle in the complex plane, shows level repulsion, and has a uniform distribution
away from the edge of the circle (and the real axis for GinOE and GinSE). For GinOE (GinSE), there is a finite (zero) eigevalue
density along the real axis (cf. Fig. S6).
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FIG. S4. Spectra of single realizations of the QKT with dissipation for j = 35, Gaussianly-distributed p ∈ N (2, 2/3) and
k0 ∈ N (10, 3). The left and right figures are for the QKT with the kick with k1 = 8, and without the kick with k1 = 0
respectively. Both spectra have leading eigenvalues of unity and are symmetric across the real axis. QKT with the kick (without
the kick) is dissipative quantum chaotic (integrable), and its DSFF behaviour converges to the one of GinUE (Poisson) (see
Fig. 2 in the main text).
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FIG. S5. Spectra of single realizations of the ensembles of classical stochastic matrices induced from the CUE (left) and GinUE
(right) with matrix size N = 1024. There is a leading eigenvalue of unity (not shown) and the spectrum is symmetric across
the real axis. The spectrum exhibits level repulsion and its DSFF converges to the one of GinUE (see Fig. 3 and S2).

Appendix C: Density of states

In this section, we provide the heat maps of the density of states for the ensembles considered in the main text,
namely, the DOS of GinUE, GinOE, GinSE (Fig. S6), QKT with and without the kick (Fig. S7), ensembles of classical
stochastic matrices induced by CUE and GinUE (Fig. S8).
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FIG. S6. DOS of GinUE (left), GinOE (middle) and GinSE (right) with matrix size N = 256 and sample size 100. Each set
of eigenvalues lies within the unit circle in the complex plane, shows level repulsion, and has a uniform distribution away from
the edge of the circle (and the real axis for GinOE and GinSE). For GinOE (GinSE), there is a finite (zero) eigevalue density
along the real axis (cf. Fig. S3).
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FIG. S7. DOS of the QKT with dissipation for j = 35, and Gaussianly-distributed p ∈ N (2, 2/3) and k0 ∈ N (10, 3). The left
and right figures are for the QKT with the kick with k1 = 8, and without the kick with k1 = 0 respectively. Both DOS figures
are obtained by averaging over a sample of 10 realizations.
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FIG. S8. DOS of ensembles of classical stochastic matrices induced from the CUE (left) and the GinUE (right) with matrix
size N = 256 and sample size 1000.
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Appendix D: Scaling of Heisenberg time τHei

In this section, we provide the scalings of the Heisenberg time, τHei, for GinUE, GinOE, GinSE (Fig. S9), QKT with
the kick (Fig. S10), and ensembles of classical stochastic matrices (Fig. S11). We show that τHei scale as the inverse
level spacing ∆−1 ∝

√
N , as predicted by the GinUE results. Our fitting protocol is as follows. We consider the

fucntional form of the analytical solution of the connected DSFF for GinUE (the first and third terms in Eq. (4)) given
by f(|τ |, N) = N −N exp(−A(N)|τ |2), where N and A(N) are the matrix size (restricted to the relevant symmetry
sector) and a fitting parameter respectively. We numerically identify the time scale τ∗ after which the contribution of
disconnected DSFF is small compare to the connected DSFF. We fit f(|τ |, N) with the data for |τ | > τ∗ for multiple
N and extract A(N). We plot τHei ∝ A(N)1/2 vs. ∆−1 in the log-log scale, and find a linear fit.
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FIG. S9. Heisenberg time τHei vs. inverse level spacing ∆−1 for GinUE (left), GinOE (middle) and GinSE (right). We see that

τHei scales as τHei ∝ ∆−1 ∝
√
N , as described by the analytical results from GinUE. Note that the error bars are smaller than

the data points.
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FIG. S10. Heisenberg time τHei vs. inverse level spacing ∆−1 for the QKT with dissipation for j = 35, k1 = 8, p ∈ N (2, 2/3)

and k0 ∈ N (10, 3). The Heisenberg time scales as τHei ∝ ∆−1 ∝
√
N , as described by the GinUE results. Note that the error

bars are smaller than the data points.
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FIG. S11. Heisenberg time τHei vs. inverse level spacing ∆−1 for ensembles of classical stochastic matrices induced from the
CUE (left) or GinUE (right). Note that ∆−1 ∝

√
N/r(N) where N and r(N) are the matrix size and radius of the bulk of the

DOS. For both cases, the Heisenberg time scales as τHei ∝ ∆−1 ∝
√
N/r(N), as described by the GinUE results. Note that

the error bars are smaller than the data points.

Appendix E: DSFF for modified spectra with “projected degeneracies” removed

The spectra of GinOE, QKT and CS contain complex conjugate pairs of eigenvalues and real eigenvalues, while
the one of GinSE contain complex conjugate pairs only. These features lead to degeneracies in the set of eigenvalues
projected along the axis defined by θ, the “projected degeneracies” (c.f. interpretation of DSFF in the main text),
which in turn make the DSFF behaviour special near θ = 0, π/2. Here we investigate the behaviour of DSFF of the
modified spectra of GinOE and GinSE in Fig. S12 and Fig. S13 respectively.
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FIG. S12. DSFF K(τ, τ∗) against |τ | at different values of θ from 0 to π/2 in steps of π/16 (from light to dark blue) for the
following cases: (i) GinOE with bottom half of the complex plane removed but with real eigenvalues kept (left); (ii) GinOE
with real eigenvalues removed but with the bottom half plane kept (middle); and (iii) GinOE with both the real eigenvalues
and the bottom half plane removed (right). We see that without the eigenvalues in the bottom half plane ((i) and (iii)), DSFF
at θ = 0 (light blue) behaves like the one at θ = π/4. Without the real eigenvalues ((ii) and (iii)), DSFF at θ = π/2 (dark
blue) after |τ | > τHei saturates to the same plateau as DSFF at other angles, but the approach to the plateau is different (we
suspect τedge is large due to the disconnected DSFF of the modified spectra). Note that the matrix size N = 1024 with sample
size 2000.
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FIG. S13. DSFF K(τ, τ∗) against |τ | at different values of θ from 0 to π/2 in steps of π/16 (from light to dark blue) for the
GinSE with the eigenvalues in the bottom half complex plane removed. We see that without the real eigenvalues, DSFF at
θ = π/2 after |τ | > τHei saturates to the same plateau as DSFF at other angles, but the approach to the plateau is different
(we suspect τedge is large due to the disconnected DSFF of the modified spectra). Note that the matrix size N = 1024 with
sample size 2000.

Appendix F: DSFF for θ near 0 and π/2

As discussed in the previous section, the spectra of GinOE, QKT and CS contain complex conjugate pairs of
eigenvalues and real eigenvalues, while the one of GinSE contain complex conjugate pairs only. These features lead
to degeneracies in the set of eigenvalues projected along the axis defined by θ, the “projected degeneracies” (c.f.
interpretation of DSFF in the main text), which in turn make the DSFF behaviour special near θ = 0, π/2. Here we
investigate the behaviour of DSFF near θ = 0 and θ = π/2, firstly in the universality classes of GinOE (Fig. S14) and
GinSE (Fig. S15), and secondly in the examples of QKT (Fig. S16) and CS (Fig. S17 and S24). Note also that, to
compare between the DSFF of non-RMT ensemble and DSFF of RMT, we have rescaled the width of the spectrum /
the DOS in the complex plane of the non-RMT ensemble (see Appendix B and C) to unity, such that the transformed
mean level spacing does not scale with matrix size N .
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FIG. S14. Left: DSFF K(τ, τ∗) of GinOE against |τ | from θ = 0◦ (light blue) to θ = 2.64◦ (dark blue) in steps of 0.24◦.
Right: DSFF K(τ, τ∗) of GinOE against |τ | from θ = 86.48◦ (dark blue) to θ = 90◦ (light blue) in steps of 0.32◦. The orange
(green) lines is (twice) the connected DSFF behaviour for GinUE (1st and 3rd terms in Eq. (3)). Note that the matrix size
N = 1000 with sample size 2000.
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FIG. S15. Left: DSFF K(τ, τ∗) of GinSE against |τ | from θ = 0◦ (light blue) to θ = 2.64◦ (dark blue) in steps of 0.24◦. Right:
DSFF K(τ, τ∗) of GinSE against |τ | from θ = 86.48◦ (dark blue) to θ = 90◦ (light blue) in steps of 0.32◦. The orange (green)
lines is (twice) the connected DSFF behaviour for GinUE (1st and 3rd terms in Eq. (3)). Note that the matrix size N = 1000
with sample size 2000.
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FIG. S16. Left: DSFF K(τ, τ∗) of QKT with the kick with j = 35 (blue) and DSFF of GinOE (red) against |τ | from θ = 0◦

(light) to θ = 4◦ (dark) in steps of 0.08◦. Note that, as in the main text, the QKT with the kick is specified by Gaussianly-
distributed p ∈ N (2, 2/3) and k0 ∈ N (10, 3). Right: DSFF K(τ, τ∗) of QKT (blue) with the same parameters and DSFF
of GinOE (red) against |τ | from θ = 87◦ (light) to θ = 90◦ (dark) in steps of 0.06◦. The orange (green) lines is (twice) the
connected DSFF behaviour for GinUE (1st and 3rd terms in Eq. (3)). Note that the matrix size is N = 2521 with sample size
2000.



17

0 2000 4000 6000 8000
|τ |

0

500

1000

1500

2000
K

(τ
,τ
∗ )

0 2000 4000 6000 8000
|τ |

0

500

1000

1500

2000

K
(τ
,τ
∗ )

FIG. S17. Left: DSFF K(τ, τ∗) of CS induced by CUE (blue) and DSFF of GinOE (red) against |τ | from θ = 0◦ (light) to
θ = 2.64◦ (dark) in steps of 0.24◦. Right: DSFF K(τ, τ∗) of CS induced by CUE (blue) and DSFF of GinOE (red) against |τ |
from θ = 86.48◦ (light) to θ = 90◦ (dark) in steps of 0.32◦. The orange (green) lines is (twice) the connected DSFF behaviour
for GinUE (1st and 3rd terms in Eq. (3)). Note that the matrix size is N = 1000 with sample size 2000.
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FIG. S18. Left: DSFF K(τ, τ∗) of CS induced by GinUE (blue) and DSFF of GinOE (red) against |τ | from θ = 0◦ (light) to
θ = 2.64◦ (dark) in steps of 0.24◦. Right: DSFF K(τ, τ∗) of CS induced by CUE (blue) and DSFF of GinOE (red) against |τ |
from θ = 86.48◦ (light) to θ = 90◦ (dark) in steps of 0.32◦. The orange (green) lines is (twice) the connected DSFF behaviour
for GinUE (1st and 3rd terms in Eq. (3)). Note that the matrix size is N = 1000 with sample size 2000.

Appendix G: Critical angle θ∗

1. Definition of θ∗

To investigate the deviation of DSFF near θ = 0 or θ = π/2, we want to define a critical angle θ∗φ with φ = 0, π/2,
such that for K(|τ |, θ∗0 < θ < π/2 − θ∗π/2) ≈ K(|τ |, θ = π/4), i.e. the behaviour of DSFF along θ ∈ [θ∗0 , π/2 − θ∗π/2]

falls under the GinUE universality class. To this end, we first define an error function χφ(θ) ∈ [0, 1],

χφ(θ) =

∑
|τ |≤τHei

∣∣∣K(|τ |, θ)−K(|τ |, θ = π/4)
∣∣∣2∑

|τ |≤τHei

∣∣∣K(|τ |, θ = φ)−K(|τ |, θ = π/4)
∣∣∣2 , (SG.1)

with φ = 0 or φ = π/2. We have defined χφ such that χφ(θ = φ) = 1 and χ0(θ = π/4) = 0. To understand the typical
behaviours of χφ(θ), we plot χ0(θ) for GinOE for θ ∈ [0, π/4] below.
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FIG. S19. Left: χ0(θ) against θ for increasing matrix sizes from light blue to dark blue. Right: χπ/2(θ) against
θ for increasing matrix sizes from light blue to dark blue. θ∗φ(N) is marked with orange dots. The matrix sizes are
N ∈ {32, 64, 128, 256, 400, 800}, and the sample size is 2000.

As a function of θ, χ0(θ) first has a faster dip, then a slower decay. This shape is found in the DSFF of RMT, QKT
(with the kick) and CS for multiple systems sizes. To define the critical angle θ∗φ, we track the position of steepest
point of the faster dip, by writing

θ∗0(N) =
{
θ : ∂2θχφ(θ) = 0

}
θ∗π/2(N) =

{
θ : ∂2θχφ(π/2− θ) = 0

} , (SG.2)

where N is the size of the matrices in the ensemble of interest. Alternative definitions of θ∗φ that tracks the position
of the faster dip in χφ will give rise to similar scaling of θ∗φ in N below.

2. Scaling of θ∗

We compute θ∗φ for all ensembles discussed in the paper, and show that θ∗φ ≈ αN−1/2 for both φ = 0 and φ = π/2.
The one exception is the scaling of θ∗π/2 for GinSE, which is atypical because GinSE has no real eigenvalues, and thus

no projected degeneracies at θ = π/2 as discussed in the main text and in Appendix E. Nonetheless, there is deviation
between DSFF at θ = π/2 and the one at θ = π/4 (see Appendix A). Note also that for CS induced by CUE and
GinUE, ∂2θχπ/2(θ) shows a large amount fluctuation relative to the other ensembles (which we expect to go away if
the sample sizes are increased). We instead use the definition, θ∗π/2(N) = max {θ : χφ(π/2− θ) < δ}.
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FIG. S20. θ∗0(N) (left) and θ∗π/2(N) (right) of the GinOE for N from 32 to 1000. The sample size is 2000.
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FIG. S21. θ∗0(N) (left) and θ∗π/2(N) (right) of the GinSE for N from 32 to 1000. The sample size is 2000.
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FIG. S22. θ∗0(N) (left) and θ∗π/2(N) (right) of the QKT with the kick for j = 23, 27, 31 and 35, Gaussianly-distributed
p ∈ N (2, 2/3) and k0 ∈ N (10, 3). The sample size is 2000.
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FIG. S23. θ∗0(N) (left) and θ∗π/2(N) (right) of CS induced by CUE for N from 32 to 1000. The sample size is 2000.
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FIG. S24. θ∗0(N) (left) and θ∗π/2(N) (right) of CS induced by GinUE for N from 32 to 1000. The sample size is 2000.

3. Arguments for the scaling of θ∗

FIG. S25. Illustration of the projected distance D between a conjugate pair of eigenvalues (z, z∗) (blue) along an axis defined
by θ.

Here we provide an argument of why θ∗φ ∝ N−1/2, where N is the matrix size. Recall that DSFF K(|τ |, θ) of a set
of eigenvalues {zm} is equivalent to the SFF K(|τ |) of the same set of eigenvalues projected onto the axis defined by
angle θ. Let (z, z∗) be a pair of eigenvalues that are the complex conjugates of each other. Suppose z = x + iy and
z∗ = x − iy such that their distance in the complex plane is 2y. The projected distance between z and z∗ along a
tilted axis defined by θ is 2y sin θ ≈ 2yθ for small θ. Now suppose (z, z∗) are separated by the mean level spacing, i.e.
z = x + i∆/2. The projected distance between z and z∗ along the tilted axis is then θ∆. Suppose that ∆̃ = N−1 is
the mean level spacing when N eigenvalues are projected onto the θ-axis. For K(|τ |, θ > θ∗0) ≈ K(|τ |, θ = π/4) to be
true, we must have θ∆ > ∆̃, such that the late time plateau is not affected by the degeneracy along the θ-axis. This
gives a lower bound θ∗LB < θ∗φ, via

∆θ∗LB = O
(

∆̃
)

θ∗LB = O

(
1√
N

)
.

(SG.3)

The numerics in Appendix G 2 suggests that this lower bound is being saturated.


	Spectral Statistics of Non-Hermitian Matrices and Dissipative Quantum Chaos
	Abstract
	 References
	A DSFF for additional ensembles and discussion of DSFF at = 0, /2
	B Spectra of single realizations
	C Density of states
	D Scaling of Heisenberg time Hei
	E DSFF for modified spectra with ``projected degeneracies'' removed
	F DSFF for  near 0 and /2
	G Critical angle *
	1 Definition of *
	2 Scaling of *
	3 Arguments for the scaling of *



