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Abstract

Ergodic theory provides a rigorous mathematical description of classical dynamical sys-
tems including a formal definition of the ergodic hierarchy. Closely related to this hierarchy
is a less-known notion of cyclic approximate periodic transformations [see, e.g., I. Cornfield,
S. Fomin, and Y. Sinai, Ergodic theory (Springer-Verlag New York, 1982)], which maps any
“ergodic” dynamical system to a cyclic permutation on a circle and arguably represents the
most elementary notion of ergodicity. This paper shows that cyclic ergodicity generalizes to
quantum dynamical systems, and this generalization is proposed here as the basic rigorous
definition of quantum ergodicity. It implies the ability to construct an orthonormal basis,
where quantum dynamics transports an initial basis vector to all other basis vectors one by
one, while maintaining a sufficiently large overlap between the time-evolved initial state and
a given basis state. It is proven that the basis, maximizing the overlap over all cyclic permuta-
tions, is obtained via the discrete Fourier transform of the energy eigenstates (for Hamiltonian
systems) and quasienergy eigenstates (for Floquet systems). This relates quantum cyclic er-
godicity to level statistics. We then show that the near-universal Wigner-Dyson level statistics
implies quantum cyclic ergodicity, but the reverse is not necessarily true. For the former, we
analytically and numerically demonstrate the relation between Wigner-Dyson spectral rigidity
and ergodicity. For the latter, we study irrational flows on a 2D torus and prove that both the
classical and quantum flows are cyclic ergodic. However, the corresponding level statistics is
neither Wigner-Dyson nor Poisson. Finally, we use the cyclic construction to motivate a quan-
tum ergodic hierarchy of operators and argue that under the additional assumption of Poincaré
recurrences, cyclic ergodicity is a necessary condition for such operators to satisfy the eigen-
state thermalization hypothesis. This work provides a general framework for transplanting
some rigorous concepts of ergodic theory to quantum dynamical systems.
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1 Introduction

Ergodic theory [1-3] concerns itself with a study of the statistical properties of classical dynamical
systems, centered around a mathematically precise classification of classical dynamics into dif-
ferent levels of randomness called the ergodic hierarchy [4, 5] (see Fig. 1). These levels, such as
ergodic, mixing, K-mixing and others [1-5] (in order of increasing randomness, discussed in more
detail in Sec. 2.1), can be used to motivate different elements of classical statistical mechanics [4, 5]:
ergodicity justifies the use of the microcanonical ensemble, and mixing the approach to thermal
equilibrium, while K-mixing is responsible for chaotic dynamics.

Ergodic A =0

Weakly Mixing (WM) A=0

Strongly Mixing (SM) A =0

Kolmogorov (K-) A >0

Bernoulli(B-) A >0

Figure 1: The classical Ergodic Hierarchy (according to e.g. Ref. [4]). A indicates the maximal Lya-
punov exponent, whose nonzero value is a defining signature of chaos [4, 5]. The Bernoulli level
has more randomness than the K-mixing level, but isn’t directly relevant for this work. (Reused
from Ref. [6])

In quantum mechanics, on the other hand, it has remained unclear if any pertinent “ergodic”
dynamical properties can even be defined. Instead, our present understanding of quantum sta-
tistical mechanics is founded on a much less precise, but empirically successful, connection to the
statistical properties of random matrices [7, 8]. Direct contact with the thermalization of observ-
ables is made through a comparison of the energy eigenstates (or eigenvectors) of a system with
random eigenvectors, via the Eigenstate Thermalization Hypothesis (ETH) [9-15] and related ap-
proaches [16-21]. While ETH has some basic mathematical backing from canonical typicality [16,
17], and shows some resemblance to ergodicity and mixing for local observables [13], much re-
mains unclear about the physical mechanism through which ETH arises in individual systems,
for precisely which observables in which kinds of systems, and whether it is the only mode of
quantum thermalization [13, 14].

Such observable-dependent ambiguities are avoided in the comparison of the statistics of en-
ergy eigenvalues (i.e. level statistics) of a system with those of random matrices, at the apparent
cost of direct dynamical relevance to thermalization. This approach is based on the observation
that on quantization, typical classically non-ergodic systems show highly fluctuating energy spec-
tra with Poisson (locally uncorrelated) level statistics [22], while classically chaotic systems show
rigid spectra with the local level statistics of Wigner-Dyson random matrices (after appropriately
accounting for symmetries) [23-26]. A semiclassical “periodic orbit” argument for Wigner-Dyson
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level statistics soon followed [27, 28] (with further developments in e.g. Refs. [29-33]), assuming
the dominance of isolated periodic orbits in semiclassical contributions to level statistics, a cer-
tain uniform distribution of these periodic orbits, and a K-mixing classical system [7]. However,
extremely recent numerical studies of systems without K-mixing show that Wigner-Dyson level
statistics can emerge even on quantization of merely mixing [34] or merely ergodic [35] classical
systems. At minimum, this merits a theoretical explanation of spectral rigidity that connects to
the classical limit but does not rely on K-mixing.

Similar trends of spectral rigidity have been observed analytically and numerically in fully
quantum many-body systems or (more frequently) ensembles of systems [13, 36-46] (along with a
number of intermediate cases [47-49]) which do not necessarily have a classical limit, where in the
absence of a precise classification, judgements of the chaoticity of a system have been largely based
on intuition. At the same time, correlation functions of local observables have been rigorously
characterized, in a manner similar to the ergodic hierarchy, in the specific case of dual-unitary
quantum circuits [50-52] — but without any direct link to level statistics. In all these cases, it re-
mains unclear if there are direct observable consequences of level statistics in time evolution, with
the exception of a slow growth of some quantum fluctuations at late times (called the “ramp” [36]),
which appears as an extremely small effect (vanishing in the thermodynamic limit) in autocorrela-
tion functions [45, 53] as well as in quantum simulation protocols designed specifically to measure
spectral rigidity [54, 55].

In this work, we make progress towards going beyond the semi-empirical random matrix
approach and the difficulties associated with observable-dependence, by adopting an approach
centered on observable-independent quantum dynamical properties in the Hilbert space. In par-
ticular, we show that level statistics has a precise role in determining specific quantum “ergodic”
properties that can be defined in the time domain, if one considers not local observables, but
observable-independent dynamical structures — namely, the family of cyclic permutations of or-
thonormal bases — in the Hilbert space of an individual system. We motivate these properties as
a natural “quantization” of a discrete version of classical ergodicity and a discrete prerequisite for
classical mixing, namely cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity, that can be rigorously defined in terms
of cyclic permutations in classical ergodic theory [1, 2, 56, 57]; however, our quantum definitions
are in the context of a general unitary quantum dynamical system and do not rely on a classical
limit.

Correspondingly, we identify quantum cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity as precise but in-
tuitive dynamical phenomena in Hilbert space that underlie spectral rigidity in any quantum
system with autonomous (i.e. time-independent) unitary dynamics. This provides a direct, quan-
titative connection between dynamical and spectral properties in an individual system (without
requiring ensembles), without any system-specific arguments or assumptions. We provide both
analytical and numerical evidence for the applicability of this framework to different physically
relevant types of energy level statistics: Wigner-Dyson (seen near-universally in intuitively “quan-
tum chaotic” systems), Poisson (seen near-universally in “non-chaotic” systems), and the spectral
rigidity of quantized Kolmogorov-Arnold-Moser (KAM) tori (classically ergodic, non-mixing sys-
tems with no periodic orbits) and rational tori (classically non-ergodic collections of periodic or-
bits) which occur as subsets of classically integrable systems [5]. A depiction of the resulting
logical relationships is shown in Fig. 2.
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Figure 2: Depiction of the set of quantum dynamical systems in terms of the observable-
independent ergodic properties proposed in this work, namely quantum cyclic ergodicity and
aperiodicity. One distinct type of energy level statistics exemplifying each possibility for the pres-
ence or absence of these properties is shown (with dashed boundaries). The location of each such
example in this diagram is analytically justified in the course of the main text.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The basic theory of observable-independent
quantum ergodic properties and their connections to energy level statistics is set up in Secs. 2, 3,
and 4. Sec. 2 reviews some necessary aspects of classical ergodic theory, including the use of cyclic
permutations to “discretize” a dynamical system [1, 2, 56, 57], and defines cyclic ergodicity and
cyclic aperiodicity as discrete, primitive properties related to ergodicity and mixing that can be ex-
tended to quantum mechanics. Sec. 3 motivates and defines their analogues in quantum mechan-
ics. Sec. 4 shows that quantum cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity for a system are quantitatively
determined by specific measures of its energy level statistics (namely, mode fluctuations [34, 58,
59] and the spectral form factor [7]), clarifying in a precise sense how level statistics and quantum
dynamics influence each other. Remarkably, Wigner-Dyson spectral rigidity emerges naturally at
this stage, as a direct consequence of some simple dynamical conditions.

The subsequent sections are concerned with demonstrating applications to different types of
level statistics and situations of physical interest. Sec. 5 considers the time-dependence of cyclic
permutations in “typical” systems, and provides detailed analytical and numerical evidence that
quantum systems with Wigner-Dyson spectra are ergodic and aperiodic by our definitions, while
those with Poisson spectra are aperiodic but not ergodic — covering the most commonly encoun-
tered types of level statistics associated with random matrix theory [7, 8]. Sec. 6 considers 2D linear
flows on tori, for which we are able to explicitly construct cyclic permutations, and analytically
prove both classical and quantum cyclic ergodicity and non-aperiodicity as well as higher-than-
Wigner-Dyson spectral rigidity for every 2D KAM torus (where the linear flow has an irrational



frequency ratio), with an analytical argument that the non-ergodic and non-aperiodic rational tori
(with a rational frequency ratio) have comparable, but not identical, spectral rigidity to Poisson.
This covers some physically interesting systems with atypical level statistics, and suggests a wider
applicability of cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity in characterizing quantum dynamics than ran-
dom matrix theory, while establishing the possibility of analytical proofs of spectral rigidity for
individual systems in this framework (which has been considered a mathematically and concep-
tually challenging problem [60, 61]). Finally, Sec. 7 discusses some insights about the connection
between dynamical properties and thermalization in quantum systems that may be gained from
cyclic permutations, in a largely semi-qualitative manner that may motivate future rigorous work.

2 A short review of classical ergodic theory

In classical ergodic theory [1-4], one is concerned with dynamics on a phase space (or a smaller
region of interest, such as an energy shell of a Hamiltonian system) P, with an operator T* : P —
P that evolves points in the space by time t (which may be a continuous or discrete variable,
corresponding to flows or maps). The main questions of interest are which regions of phase space
are explored over time by an initial point, and how rapidly a typical point explores these regions.

These questions are conveniently posed when there is a measure p(A) > 0 defined for sub-
sets A C P that is preserved by time evolution, w(T'A) = p(A) (in Hamiltonian dynamics, this
measure is given by the phase space volume [, d"qd"p). An important feature of such systems
is guaranteed by the Poincaré recurrence theorem [1-3]: for any A C P such that u(A) > 0, almost
every point in A eventually returns to A, each within some (long) finite time (i.e. with the excep-
tions forming a set of measure zero). Given such a measure, how well an initial point explores the
phase space is generally expressed through correlation functions of various sets, the behavior of
which is classified into the ergodic hierarchy [4, 5]. In what follows, we normalize the measure so
that u(?) = 1.

2.1 The classical ergodic hierarchy

We first ask whether almost all initial points explore every region of nonzero measure in P. If so,
the dynamics is said to be ergodic in P. If not, P can be decomposed into (say) M subsets that are
invariant under 7, i.e. P = U)N:l1 P; (each with a measure induced by ), such that the dynamics
is ergodic within each P;. Ergodicity in P can be shown to be equivalent [1-5] to time-averaged
correlations (e.g. presence of the system in a region B C P) becoming independent of the initial
condition (e.g. starting in the region A C P) with only measure zero exceptions:

1 T

lim J dt [(‘TtA) N B} — w(A)u(B), VA,B C . (1)
T—oo 2T -T

These measure zero exceptions could be isolated periodic orbits or other closed surfaces of lower

dimension than P. Here, we use dt either as a continuous integration measure or that correspond-

ing to a discrete sum, depending on the domain of t.

Mixing is a property in which time evolution eventually becomes uncorrelated with initial
conditions, and represents how rapidly typical points explore a phase space region P on which



time evolution is ergodic. Generically, a system is mixing if any ensemble A with sufficiently
many ‘neighboring’ initial states (i.e. of nonzero measure) in P eventually spreads out equally
according to certain criteria over every region of P (with deviations from this behavior allowed for
a vanishing fraction of times in the case of weak mixing). The simplest such criterion is expressed
in terms of two element correlation functions eventually becoming uncorrelated [1-5]:

lim & [(T°A)NB| = w(A)u(B), VA, B C P, )

and is conventionally merely called mixing (weak mixing corresponds to the limit converging ex-
cept at a vanishing fraction of times, instead of exactly for all t — oo [3-5]). This can be extended
to higher order correlation functions [62], and the dynamics is said to be K-mixing when all higher
order correlation functions become uncorrelated in the above sense, which leads to chaotic be-
havior, e.g. nonzero Lyapunov exponents [4, 5]. These criteria form a hierarchy in the sense that
K-mixing implies mixing, which implies ergodicity [4, 5]. Additional levels of randomness may
also be considered [4, 5]; see Fig. 1 for a depiction of the hierarchy of Ref. [4].

It is interesting to note that if one defines a unitary operator Uy induced by T on phase space
functions f(x € P) via U%f (x) = f(T') (Koopman and von Neumann'’s Hilbert space representa-
tion of classical mechanics [1-3, 57, 63, 64]), some of these properties can be translated to those of
the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of Uy, whose direct extensions to quantum mechanics have
been previously considered [65]. For instance, ergodicity translates to non-degenerate eigenval-
ues with eigenfunctions of uniform magnitude, and weak mixing to a continuous spectrum with
no non-constant eigenfunction, of Uy [3]. For a discrete and finite quantum spectrum that corre-
sponds to phase spaces or energy shells of finite measure by Weyl’s law [7], the eigenvalues are
almost always non-degenerate (i.e. are non-degenerate or can be made so by infinitesimal pertur-
bations) and the spectrum is necessarily discrete, prompting us to seek alternate avenues in which
the above properties are at best emergent in the classical limit.

2.2 Discretizing ergodicity with cyclic permutations

We eventually want to understand how quantum mechanics with its discrete set of energy levels
can lead to ergodic and mixing behaviors, defined classically for continuous systems. A useful
bridge between the continuum and discrete descriptions is offered by the technique of discretizing
an arbitrary dynamical system in terms of cyclic permutations, which have been studied as “cyclic
approximate periodic transformations” in Refs. [56, 57] (see also Refs. [1, 2, 63, 64] for reviews
and related results). Here, we discuss and adapt the elements of this framework that are most
relevant for our purposes, following Ref. [57], leading to the definition of cyclic ergodicity and
cyclic aperiodicity respectively as a discrete version of ergodicity and a discrete prerequisite for
strong mixing. These ideas are then illustrated with simple examples, which are directly used
later in the study of quantized KAM tori in Sec. 6.

A simple motivation for studying cyclic permutations is as follows. All invertible maps on a
discrete set of states act as permutations of these states. Every permutation can be decomposed
into a set of cyclic permutations, each acting on a separate subset of states. Among these, the
only ergodic permutations — under whose repeated action every discrete state visits every other
state — are cyclic permutations of all states with no further decomposition into subsets. This



suggests the strategy of probing the ergodicity of an invertible autonomous dynamical system by
comparing its dynamics to the repeated action of a cyclic permutation on some discretized states,
in the continuum limit.

To this end, let ¢ = {C, Ji ) bea decomposition of the phase space P into a large number of u-
disjoint (i.e. with measure zero intersection) closed sets of identical measure, u(C, ) = 1/n; we will
implicitly consider C to be part of a well-defined sequence of such decompositions, with n — oo
through a subset of the positive integers. Introduce a time evolution operator T on P that effects
a cyclic permutation of the Cy, i.e. T-Cy = C, ¢ (with (n —1) 4+ 1 = 0 i.e. the addition is modulo
n). For some choice of discrete time step t,, we would like to see if successive actions of T% on
the Cy closely resemble the cyclic permutation effected by T. Thus, as a measure of how well
T approximates T over a single time step, we define the single-step error of the permutation
(differing from that in Ref. [57] by the factor of 1/2):

n—1
eclt) =5 Y n[vc)ACL), ©)
k=0

where AAB = (AUB) — (AN B). The error measures the fraction of ‘J’é Cy that lies outside Cy 4,
averaged over all initial sets C,.

We will often directly call C the cyclic permutation in place of T for brevity, as any T¢ that
cyclically permutes the elements of C has the same error. We also note that we can choose t, to
depend on n, in particular with t; — 0 as n — oo for a flow with a continuous time variable,
so that the discrete steps TP' with p € Z approach the continuous time flow 7% with t € R
as the decomposition becomes more refined with increasing n. As a simple example, the rotation
70, = 6, + wt (modulo 27, which will be left implicit in what follows) on a 1D circle with angular
coordinate 6 € [0, 27) is approximated by the n-element cyclic permutation C comprising of equal
intervals of the circle C,, = {6 € [2nk/n,2n(k + 1)/n]}, with zero error if ty(n) = 2n/(nw). In
contrast, higher dimensional ergodic systems typically take infinitely long to explore all of P,
and we expect tyn — oo in addition to t; — 0 in such cases. A schematic of a generic cyclic
permutation is depicted in Fig. 3.

The single-step error €-(ty) can serve as a probe of ergodicity. Refs. [56, 57] showed that
for a given dynamical system, the existence of any cyclic permutation with error €-(t,) < 2/n
guarantees ergodicity as long as all nonzero measure sets can be constructed as unions of the C,.
in the n — oo limit, while €< (t;) < 1/n with tyn — oo rules out (strong) mixing; a version of their
proof is recounted in Appendix A for the interested reader. However, these results allow room
for cyclic permutations with a larger single-step error to lead to ergodicity or prohibit mixing.
Here, we define cyclic ergodicity (a notion implicit in their proofs) and cyclic aperiodicity (based on
an observation in Ref. [57]) as more fundamental discrete dynamical properties based on cyclic
permutations that can be used to partly characterize the ergodic and mixing nature of dynamical
systems as described below.

2.21 Classical cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity

Cyclic ergodicity is a discrete counterpart to ergodicity in a continuous system, that directly for-
malizes the notion of “(almost) all points visiting the neighborhood of every other point” in P; the
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Figure 3: Schematic depiction of an (n = 10)-element cyclic permutation for some phase space P
(interior of ellipse).

additional cyclic ordering of the “points” ensures that the discretized dynamical system is invert-
ible (and first-order/“memoryless”). In terms of the decomposition C, we want every Cy to visit
(i.e. have nonzero intersection with) every other C, -+ at least once during its future and past time
evolution in steps of t,. The cyclic structure (in the ordering of the C, s for all C;s) can also be
motivated as follows: if a given initial set C; intersects almost all of Cy after one step of T and
then C, after two steps, C, must intersect almost all of C, after one step. Formally, we have the
following definition (depicted schematically in Fig. 4):

Definition 2.1 (Classical cyclic ergodicity). A cyclic permutation C shows cyclic ergodicity iff any
element C; € C sequentially intersects a nonzero fraction of every other C,. € C at least once under (future
and past) time evolution):

p— - n
" (‘IptOCj) NCjyp| = z(n)asn — oo, Vjand |p| < bX

(4)
for some z(n) > 0, where p represents the number of integer steps of time evolution in units of t,.
For a given dynamical system, if there exists a (sequence of) cyclic permutations C that
1. Cshows cyclic ergodicity, and

2. C satisfies the generating property: every nonzero measure set in P contains at least one C;. in
the n — oo limit,

then it follows rigorously that every nonzero measure set visits every other, and 7% is therefore
ergodic in P (see Refs. [2, 57] and Appendix A; we also recall that generally t, — 0 for a contin-
uous flow). It is also convenient to call the system cyclic ergodic in P, without reference to the
generating property, if it admits a sequence of cyclic ergodic C.

For strong mixing (Eq. (2)), we require any initial region e.g. C,. to become spread out over all
of P as t — oo. This requires that each C, on average intersects no more than a vanishing fraction
of itself in the n — oo limit (so that T*C, is not preferentially distributed in Cy, for almost all Cy),



for any t with t — oco. Correspondingly, we call a system cyclic aperiodic if every sequence of
cyclic permutations satisfies cyclic aperiodicity (a necessary condition for strong mixing):

Definition 2.2 (Classical cyclic aperiodicity). A cyclic permutation C shows cyclic aperiodicity iff 7* Cy,
never returns to intersect a non-vanishing fraction of Cy on average, at all times later than t(n):

[y

ip[(‘ﬁcjmcj} 5 0asn — o0, V't >T(n), )
j=

for every t(n) — oo as n — oco.

In light of these definitions, Refs. [56, 57] effectively show that e-(t)) < 2/n for a cyclic
permutation implies cyclic ergodicity, while ec(ty) < 1/n with t;n — oo implies a violation
of cyclic aperiodicity (note that the reverse implication in both cases is not always true), as the
error generated in each step is not sufficient to lead to zero overlap of TP C; with Gy, by p =
1n/2 (thereby maintaining cyclic ergodicity) or p = n (thereby maintaining cyclic ergodicity and
violating cyclic aperiodicity) respectively; see Appendix A. Thus, the existence of a sequence of
cyclic permutations C with e (ty) < 2/n or ec(ty) < 1/n for a dynamical system (satisfying the
generating property, with tyn — o0) respectively implies that it is ergodic, or ergodic and not
strongly mixing.

(a) Cyclic ergodicity. (b) Non-ergodicity.

Figure 4: Schematic depiction of cyclic ergodicity and non-ergodicity for the cyclic permutation of
Fig. 3. The trajectory may be thought of as the future and past history of the center of Cy, up to
+5t, (arrows indicate the forward flow of time).

2.2.2 Examples

Example 1: A simple illustration of these ideas is afforded by the example of rotations on a circle.
A continuous rotation T'0, = 0, + wt is ergodic (any initial point covers the entire circle) and
not-mixing (the angular width of any initial region is preserved); as discussed after Eq. (3), the
n-element cyclic permutation C with

Cy = 2nk/m, 2mt(k 4+ 1) /n] and ty = 27t/(wn) (6)
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approximates this system with €-(t;) = 0. C then shows cyclic ergodicity, and violates cyclic
aperiodicity as t — oo due to its periodicity, thereby implying ergodic and non-mixing behavior.
It is also worth considering an additional static degree of freedom, e.g. a cylinder Cyl = {(6,z)}
with z € [0,1] and Tz = z, in which case 7 is not ergodic on Cyl. A physical example of this type
is the 1D harmonic oscillator of frequency w, with conserved amplitude A (with, say, z = tanh A)
and phase 0(t). Here, the cyclic permutation C comprised of “lengthwise strips” C,, = Cy x [0, 1]
(where C, is given by Eq. (6)) is cyclic ergodic; however, arbitrary nonzero measure sets in Cyl
(particularly those that do not span the entire range of z for all 6, e.g. sets with z € [0,1/2]) do not
contain any C,. Thus, C does not satisfy the generating property, remaining consistent with the
non-ergodicity of T on Cyl in spite of its cyclic ergodicity.

Example 2: Somewhat more nontrivial is the discrete rotation on the circle,
T'0y = 0y +2mtaxt, t € Z, 7)

in steps of the angle 2 with 0 < « < 1, which is readily seen to be ergodic only for irrational
o and decomposes into infinitely many periodic orbits for rational « (and is mixing in neither
case). Here, the construction of cyclic permutations relies on the approximation of « by a rational
number [66]. If x = (m + 8,,)/n where m, n are coprime integers and |5,,| < 1/2, we can construct
an n-element cyclic permutation given by the intervals

Cy = 2nkm/n, 2nt(km +1)/n] and t, = 1, with error €-(ty = 1) = [5,,]. (8)

For all irrational «, we can find an infinite sequence of coprime m, n with n — oo satisfying
15,1 < € for any constant c € ! 1 9)
n n, y \/g/ 7

by Dirchlet’s and Hurwitz” theorems on Diophantine approximations [67]. The error then satisfies
€c(tg) < 1/nin any such sequence, establishing ergodicity (as the C, can be used to construct any
finite interval as n — o00) as well as non-aperiodicity by the bounds [2, 57] discussed in Sec. 2.2.1
(see also Appendix A), with the latter implying the absence of mixing (as tyn — oo). This leaves
the case of rational « = p/q with coprime p and q, for which it is useful to consider the regions
By = [2mkp/q, 27t(kp 4+ 1)/ql; each point within any such B, lies on a different periodic orbit and
therefore cannot visit another point in the same B,.. Split any such B, into two nonzero measure
regions By ; and B,, which consequently never visit each other. Any cyclic permutation satisfying
the generating property must possess some elements C,; C By; and Cy, C By, asn — oo, which
cannot visit each other by the preceding discussion; thus, no cyclic permutation satisfying the
generating property can be cyclic ergodic for rational «.

In summary;, this subsection discussed the connection between certain properties of discretized
classical dynamics and levels of the ergodic hierarchy. In particular, the existence of at least one
cyclic permutation satisfying cyclic ergodicity guarantees ergodicity (among regions of the phase
space containing a discretized element), while mixing requires that every cyclic permutation sat-
isfies aperiodicity (in the infinite time limit). We note that it is not generally known how to es-
tablish such properties for classical cyclic permutations except in cases with a sufficiently small
single-step error [2, 56, 57, 66] (including the examples discussed above), but we will see that this
difficulty is largely mitigated at a formal level after quantization.
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3 Dynamical quantum ergodicity and cyclic permutations

This section aims to find parallels to the discretized classical ergodic properties of the previous
section in quantum mechanics, which we propose as a starting point for a precise study of quan-
tum ergodicity. In Sec. 3.1, we define quantum cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity for cyclic per-
mutations of orthonormal pure states in the Hilbert space, and subsequently the ergodicity and
aperiodicity of a quantum system in any subspace of its Hilbert space — which is such that the
energy levels of the system encode all the relevant properties. In Sec. 3.2, we briefly discuss the for-
mal quantum analogues of the classical error bounds (see Sec. 2.2) which can be used to constrain
the time evolution of a cyclic permutation based entirely on the single-step error in certain cases;
a more general characterization of quantum cyclic permutations requires a quantitative study of
their connection to energy level statistics, which is taken up in Sec. 4.

We consider a general autonomous quantum system with unitary time evolution. Let U, (t) =
U}, (1) be the unitary time evolution operator, with D (possibly nonunique) eigenstates {\En)}E;(}
and D (correspondingly, possibly degenerate) eigenvalues e 't

nt:
Uy (t)IE,) = e EE,). (10)

The time variable t can be chosen to be continuous or discrete, with E,, respectively corresponding
to the eigenvalues of a Hamiltonian or eigenphases of a Floquet map. Without loss of generality,
we will use terminology associated with Hamiltonians in what follows.

It is worth noting that such an autonomous unitary evolution is itself never ergodic in the
Hilbert space (even after restricting to normalized states), but always has D conserved quanti-
ties I(Enh])(t)ﬂz for a time-evolving state \p(t)). Moreover, all systems with rationally incom-
mensurate/generic energy levels (including the vast majority of those considered both “quantum
chaotic” and “integrable/non-ergodic”) have no further conserved quantities, and consequently
have the exact same number of ergodic subsets in the Hilbert space [13, 14]. Thus, a different
conceptual basis is necessary to define and understand quantum ergodicity in an observable-
independent manner, while maintaining a connection to some meaningful notion of ergodicity.
The main takeaway from this section is that suitably defined quantum cyclic permutations of pure
states are a promising candidate for this purpose, allowing a natural quantization of cyclic ergod-
icity and aperiodicity.

Before embarking on a detailed discussion of quantum cyclic permutations (which may be
defined in systems with or without a classical limit), we mention a semiclassical motivation for
considering orthonormal pure state cyclic permutations. Weyl’s law [7] (generally used for semi-
classical calculations of the density of states) effectively assigns to each phase space region A a
number of orthonormal pure states P(A) « p(A) in the semiclassical regime; see also Refs. [68,
69] for a related “quantum measure algebra”. With A = C, in an n-element classical cyclic per-
mutation C, we have p(Cy) = (1/n) — 0 classically as n — oo, suggesting that it is natural to
associate the smallest number P(Cy ) = 1 of pure states with each C,, i.e. to consider pure state
cyclic permutations in the fully quantum description to represent the classical n — oo limit. The
invertibility of the cyclic permutation in the discretized classical system translates to the unitarity
of the associated quantum cyclic permutation of an orthonormal basis.
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3.1 Pure state cyclic permutations for quantum dynamics

We work in an invariant subspace £; C H (an ‘energy subspace’) spanned by any subset of
suitably relabeled eigenstates {IEn)}i;é ; Uy (t) will henceforth refer to the restriction of the time
evolution operator to X4 unless specified otherwise. In practice, £; may be chosen depending
on convenience to be e.g. in most cases, an energy shell (spanned by all levels with energies
in a narrow range [E, E + AEJ) of a physical system, or possibly the restriction of such a shell to a
subspace with fixed values of a conserved charge; the main question of physical interest is whether
a physical system is ergodic within such an energy shell. However, the formal considerations of

this section apply quite generally to any energy subspace.

We seek pure state cyclic permutations that approximate U, (t) within this energy subspace.
To this end, let € = {|C,)}i; be an orthonormal basis spanning £, with the unitary cycling
operator U¢|Cy) = [Cyq). The eigenvalues of U are necessarily distinct d-th roots of unity,
{exp(—2min/ d)}ﬂ;}). It is convenient to introduce the p-step persistence amplitudes of Uy (pty)
relative to the action of UY,

21 (P, tg) = [(Ciep Uiy (Pto)ICy) |, (11)

for some choice of t,; these satisfy z, (p,t;) € [0,1]. Then, we say that ﬂc approximates ﬂH(tO)

with p-step error

2
cclprto) =1 (min 2(prto)) 12
where Z,, ={0,...,n—1}. A pure state approximation scheme for unitaries has been constructed
in Ref. [64], in analogy with certain classical non-cyclic transformations (indirectly related to clas-
sical cyclic permutations [70]), to formalize results on e.g. the (non-)degeneracy of the classical
unitary Uy in classical ergodic theory [1, 3, 57, 70]. As we will see in Sec. 4.1, the construction of
pure state cyclic permutations as above allows us to go much further, and tackle non-trivial mea-
sures of the level statistics of U, (t) that can e.g. meaningfully distinguish between Wigner-Dyson

and Poisson statistics, seen respectively in typical “quantum chaotic” and “non-ergodic” systems.

In analogy with the definitions for classical cyclic permutations (Egs. (4) and (5)), we can
define cyclic ergodicity and cyclic aperiodicity for these pure state quantum cyclic permutations
as below. These definitions use the notation O(f(d)) for a quantity that scales no faster than f(d)
with growing d. More precisely, to retain applicability to finite values of d, we take O(f(d)) <
cf(d) where c > 1 takes on a convenient range of values such that cf(d) < g(d)/c, for any other
g(d) > f(d) of interest.

We would like quantum cyclic ergodicity to quantify the intuitive observable-independent
notion that there is the possibility of each pure state (cyclically) visiting every other pure state
in some orthonormal basis over “reasonable” time scales, in and only in “ergodic” quantum sys-
tems. An important consideration in this regard is suggested by canonical typicality [16, 17],
which here refers to the observation that a typical (Haar random) pure state p) in £ 4 has what
we call a “random” overlap with every pure state in a given orthonormal basis {ld)E25 € Zq,
namely [(p[p)| = O(d"?), in a fairly strong sense (appearing equally distributed over large
collections of the |§)). Thus, the action of U,;(ty) on any generic choice of cyclic permutation
€ C Ig4, such that Uy (ty)|Cy) looks Haar random, is overwhelmingly likely to have p-step per-
sistence amplitudes of zy (p; ty) = 0(d~'/?) for almost all p in any system. This suggests that the
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Haar-random Haar-random

persistence persistence

(a) Cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity. (b) Non-ergodicity.

Figure 5: Schematic depiction of (a) cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity, and (b) non-ergodicity, for
a (d = 10)-element quantum cyclic permutation in a polar representation (r,0) € [0,1] x [0, 27) of
the corresponding (d = 10)-dimensional Hilbert space X 4; the angular direction is parametrized
as 0 = 2mp/d, and the radial coordinate is r = f (‘ (COI(LAlE)pILD) D for any vector i) € X4, where

f : [0,1] — [0,1] is some monotonic function and U is extrapolated to non-integer p in some
convenient manner (e.g. connecting the |Cy) along some smooth path). The basis vectors |Cy)
are depicted by arrows representing the corresponding axes. Each of (5a) and (5b) may be loosely
regarded as a “quantization” of the respective classical versions in Fig. 4. The trajectory indicates
the persistence amplitude z,(p, ty) of the initial state |[Cy) (1 at the outermost boundary, 0 at the
center) in the radial direction up to [p| = 5 (visible trajectory) and beyond ("Haar-random persis-
tence"). The region of "Haar-random persistence" refers to zy(p,ty) = O(dfl/ 2), which includes
all typical Haar random states by canonical typicality [16, 17]. Consequently, this region has by
far the largest (Haar) volume in X 3, while the depicted outer regions of non-random overlap with
the |C,.) together form a relatively tiny fraction of the space.

simplest nontrivial (i.e. one not automatically satisfied by a generic cyclic permutation in every
system) definition of cyclic ergodicity for a quantum cyclic permutation would be (see Fig. 5 for a
schematic depiction, and Fig. 6 in Sec. 4.2 for examples with exact numerical data) :

Definition 3.1 (Quantum cyclic ergodicity). A pure state quantum cyclic permutation C shows cyclic

ergodicity iff
[(Cryp [T (Pte)ICi)| > O(d™?), Y kand [p| < d/2, (13)

Eq. (13) states that (C shows cyclic ergodicity iff) any initial state |C,) € € “visits” all the
other elements of C sequentially with greater-than-random overlap for the persistence amplitude
z1.(p; ty), at least once (including its future and past evolution). Similarly, in place of a vanish-
ing average self-intersecting fraction for classical cyclic aperiodicity in Eq. (5), we define quantum
cyclic aperiodicity in terms of at-best-random mean overlap (amplitude) of a pure state in € with
itself at long times:
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Definition 3.2 (Quantum cyclic aperiodicity). A pure state quantum cyclic permutation € shows cyclic
aperiodicity iff
1 - _
12 Gl (1ICy)| S 0(d™2), ¥ tg < It = Oltea). (14)
k

The restriction t; < [t| = O(tyd) is particularly important here (in contrast to considering
infinitely long times in the classical case). The quantum recurrence theorem [71] (Poincaré recur-
rence for the flow ¢, (t) = ¢,(0) — E,t of phases ¢, = arg(E,[l(t)) in the energy eigenbasis)
guarantees that aperiodicity will eventually be violated for every cyclic permutation after some
extremely long time (possibly exponentially large in d; see e.g. [72] for a related discussion of re-
currences), and we also do not want to rule out recurrences for small times t ~ O(1)t, when the
state is still “near” the initial state. For this reason, we restrict [t| > t, to “long but not extremely
long” times O(tyd).

Our main proposal in this work is that it is cyclic ergodicity and cyclic aperiodicity — among
classically relevant dynamical properties — that have direct quantum dynamical counterparts as
given by Definitions 3.1 and 3.2, while it appears unlikely that “continuum” (or conventional)
classical ergodicity and mixing allow a similarly direct observable-independent quantization (this
is briefly discussed further in Sec. 7.1). Consequently, we will often drop the “cyclic” qualifier
for quantum ergodicity and aperiodicity in the remainder of this paper, in any purely quantum
context where there is no ambiguity.

It is now convenient to define when a quantum system is ergodic or aperiodic in an energy
subspace X ;. For ergodicity, we require the existence of an ergodic cyclic permutation in L4, with
the range of the time step t; restricted by tyd < T, for T small enough to avoid the quantum re-
currence time scale. For aperiodicity, we note that a cyclic permutation composed of the energy
eigenstates, e.g. |Cy) = [Ey), violates aperiodicity (and ergodicity) with the maximum possible
value (1) for the mean overlap in Eq. (14); we are therefore able to construct non-aperiodic cyclic
permutations for any quantum system and cannot require all cyclic permutations to be aperiodic
(as a prerequisite for mixing), a situation which has no classical analogue in the absence of su-
perpositions. On the other hand, the aperiodicity of a cyclic permutation C is governed by the
following inequality:

fZ\ (C Uy (DIC)] = = \Tr[ (t)]

, (15)

which follows from writing the trace in the {|Cy)} basis and using the triangle inequality for com-
plex numbers (we will see in Sec. 4.1 that this inequality is saturated by some cyclic permutation
in every system). Thus, systems with sufficiently large (> O(d av 2)) trace of Uy, (t) would possess
no cyclic permutation satisfying aperiodicity. Correspondingly, it is natural to call a quantum sys-
tem aperiodic if it admits an aperiodic cyclic permutation. We then have the following definitions
of ergodicity and aperiodicity, pertaining to a dynamical (i.e. time-domain) version of quantum
ergodicity (which is distinct from the use of “quantum ergodicity” in the mathematical literature
to refer to the delocalization of energy eigenstates in a given basis [60, 61]):

Definition 3.3 (Ergodicity and aperiodicity of a quantum system). We call a quantum system (dy-
namically) ergodic in the energy subspace L 4 within a time scale T > 0, if it admits at least one ergodic

15



cyclic permutation with tyd < T. Similarly, the system is aperiodic in L4 within T if it admits at least
one aperiodic cyclic permutation with tyd < T.

As a simple example, every system is always ergodic and not aperiodic in any subspace X;
consisting of a single energy level. For typical quantum systems, we will implicitly assume a
choice of T that is as large as possible while being much less than the quantum recurrence time
scale. In general, identifying which energy subspaces L4 of the system satisfy these properties
would provide an observable-independent characterization of the ergodicity of a quantum system.
In anticipation of Sec. 4.1, we emphasize that Definition 3.3 is insensitive to unitary transforma-
tions of £, (which would simply map cyclic permutations in X4 to each other), and consequently
independent of any observables or measurement bases that one may consider; whether a system
is ergodic or aperiodic in the above sense is then determined entirely by the unitary invariants of
U, (ty) within this subspace: the energy eigenvalues (E, 0920,

3.2 Quantum bounds from the single-step error

Similar to the classical case, we can rigorously prove ergodicity or disprove aperiodicity for a
cyclic permutation given just the single-step error ¢ (1,ty). In the quantum case, this is made
possible by noting that the single-step deviation U, = ﬂTCﬂH (tg) of time evolution from a cyclic
permutation is unitary, corresponding to a (complex) rotation in the Hilbert space X 4; it can thus
be described by effective angles of deviation 0, (p) = arccosz, (p, ty) of each Uy (pty)|Cy) from
UPR|Cy). A simple application of the triangle inequality in L4 (see Appendix B.1) shows that the
p-step angle of deviation cannot exceed the sum of the corresponding single-step angles (with the
bound being saturated for a 2D rotation of a vector in successive steps of the 6, (p)):

p—1
min{ek(p),g} <Y gl (16)
q=0

Using ec(p, tg) = sin” 0, (p), it follows from here that ec(1,t,) < 7*/d* implies ergodicity and
ec(lty) < e / (4d2) implies non-aperiodicity for C (for large d); we emphasize that these are one-
way implications. These results are of interest to the extent that they are the direct extension of
the classical bounds of Refs. [56, 57] (see Sec. 2.2) to pure state cyclic permutations; however, they
are similarly restricted in their applicability to special systems that admit sufficiently small single
step errors as in the classical case. In the next section, we will show that an analysis in terms of the
energy level statistics of £ allows one to characterize ergodicity and aperiodicity in much more
general terms in the quantum case.

4 Optimal cyclic permutations and energy level statistics

In this section, we explicitly identify how specific measures of energy level statistics determine the
ergodicity and aperiodicity of a quantum system. Sec. 4.1 constructs certain cyclic permutations
directly related to the energy eigenstates (specifically, their discrete Fourier transforms) and estab-
lishes results concerning their optimality for determining ergodicity and aperiodicity. Building on
these results, Sec. 4.2 shows that ergodicity is directly determined by the mode fluctuation distri-
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bution [34, 58, 59] of the energy levels, while aperiodicity is directly determined by the spectral
form factor [7].

4.1 Optimizing ergodicity and aperiodicity with Discrete Fourier Transforms of en-
ergy eigenstates

4.1.1 Discrete Fourier Transforms of energy eigenstates

To establish the ergodicity or aperiodicity of a general system in a subspace X4, given the corre-
sponding energy levels {E,)925, it is convenient to explicitly identify “optimal” cyclic permuta-
tions in £ 4 which are the “most likely” to be ergodic and/or aperiodic in a system. A special role
in this regard is played by the set of cycling operators which are diagonal in the energy eigenbasis:

d—1
Uclgl = Y e ™9 () {(Eqmls (17)

n=0

where q : Z4 <+ Z4 ranges over all permutations of the indicesn € Z4 = {0,...,d —1}. This
corresponds to cyclic permutations € which can be written as a discrete Fourier transform (DFT)
of the energy eigenstates,

o

—1
0

|Ck(q/ (pn)> = \/1&

for arbitrary phases ¢, that don’t influence the persistence amplitudes.

In Sec. 4.1.2, we show that the minimum value ¢;,(p, ty) of ec(p, ty) for a given p, among
all cyclic permutations € in L4, occurs when the corresponding U has the form in Eq. (17) by 1.
Theorem 4.1 when ¢_;,(p, ty) < 2/d (“small” errors), and 2. a heuristic argument for “generic”
energies (E,0920 when e, (p, t) > 2/d (“large” errors). This shows that an ergodic system
is most likely to possess an ergodic cyclic permutation among the set satisfying Egs. (17) and
(18). Further, in Sec. 4.1.3, we prove that the system is aperiodic in Z4 if and only if any and all
cyclic permutations of the form in Eq. (18) are aperiodic. Thus, the “most likely” aperiodic cyclic
permutation is also given by the above set. The involvement of energy eigenstates in Egs. (17)
and (18) naturally connects ergodicity and aperiodicity to functions of the energy levels {E, }3_}.
Later, in Sec. 4.2, we discuss how these properties are determined by concrete measures of energy
level statistics.

We note that Eq. (18) allows an intuitive interpretation of why DFTs of energy eigenstates
correspond to optimal cyclic permutations: states of this form (particularly when g sorts the E; ()
in ascending order with n) are the closest one can get to defining approximate “time eigenstates”
|Cy) with quantized “time eigenvalue” k (of a fictitious “time operator” conjugate to the energy in
L 4, keeping in mind the Fourier relation between e.g. canonically conjugate position and momen-
tum variables in quantum mechanics [73]). Time evolution by U, (ty) should then ideally cause
the time eigenvalue k to be incremented by 1 in such a state, essentially functioning as a cyclic per-
mutation of the |Cy) (up to small errors caused by discretization). In other words, Uy (ty) =~ Uc
with arguably minimal error for such “time” eigenstates.
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4.1.2 Optimizing ergodicity via persistence amplitudes

The optimality of cyclic permutations satisfying Eq. (17) for small errors is formalized by the fol-
lowing theorem.

Theorem 4.1 (Optimal cyclic permutations). If the system (in some energy subspace L) admits some
cyclic permutation C" with p-step error e~ (p,ty) < (2/d) for a given p and ty, then ec(p,t,) attains
its minimum value among all cyclic permutations for a cyclic permutation C, whose cycling operator U
satisfies

lim Uy (tg)e®®Y, U] = 0. (19)

Here, Y is any fixed Hermitian operator (which effectively selects a unique eigenbasis of Uy, (to) if the latter
is degenerate). In particular, the global minimum of the error is achieved by one such U for every choice of
Y.

Outline of proof. The proof of this statement is outlined below in the special case of p = 1 (with
Uy, = Uy (tg)); the full proof may be found in Appendix B.2.

We note that unitary transformations V on I, being the most general orthonormality pre-
serving linear transformations, can generate all possible cyclic permutations from a given € via
|Cy) — V|Cy), which induces a transformation Us — \A/flC\A/T. Our initial objective is to identify
the global maximum of the 1-step mean persistence,

2(1,ty) = % S 2 (1t), (20)
k=0

over all cyclic permutations. We have |Tr(ﬂTCﬂH)| /d < z(1, ;) (as is evident from expressing the
trace in the C basis); on the other hand, there always exists a unitary transformation |C.) — |C {! ) =
ei(p“le> to a basis €”, leaving the z, (1, ty) unchanged, such that ITr(UJ(r:,,ﬂH)I/d =z(1,ty). Thus,
a cyclic permutation that maximizes the trace overlap also necessarily maximizes z(1, ty), with the
same maximum value:

1
max - |Tr [vuT vTuHH — max z(1, t,). 1)
anv d all €

The maxima of the trace overlap can occur only when it is stationary with respect to small varia-
tions of U — effected by V = X forall small, Hermitian X. Correspondingly, imposing station-
arity via ITr(eiXﬂTCe*iXﬂH)l = [Tr(UL04) 4+ O(X?) gives

U, Ul — Ul = Fe'™ for some F =, (22)
where « = arg [Tr(ﬂTCﬂH)}, as a necessary condition for a given cyclic permutation € with cycling
operator ﬂc to maximize both | Tr( ﬂTCﬂH Jland z(1, t;). We then have two distinct cases of interest.

1. F = 0: Solutions to Eq. (22) with F = 0 (equivalently, those satisfying Eq. (19)) exist in every
system, corresponding precisely to the set of cyclic permutations satisfying Eq. (17). For such
solutions, we have z; (1, ty)) =z(1, ty) for all k as <Ck+€|ﬂH|Cj+€> = <Ck|ﬂH|C]->. If the global max-
imum z,,. (1, t,) of the mean persistence occurs at such a solution, it must also have the smallest
error by Eq. (12), as miny, zy ax(1,t9) = Zmax (1, tp) in this case, while

mki.nzk(].,to) < E(l,to) S zmax(].,to) (23)

18



for any cyclic permutation.

2. F # 0: The status of solutions with F # 0 is much less clear, with respect to whether they exist
in a given system, and if so, whether such solutions can include the global maximum of z(1, t).
To analyze this further, we write

U, Ul = e et and ULl = etBelx, (24)

for Hermitian A, B. We then have the following properties when U is a solution to Eq. (22):

{Eigenvalues of eiA} = {Eigenvalues of e“g}, (25)
Tr(sinA) = Tr(sinB) =0, (26)
sinA =sinB, (27)

with the first following from the definition of et and e'® as products of the same two operators
ordered differently (which must have the same eigenvalues [74]), the second from the definition
of «, and the third from F = 7. From these, we can show that any F =% 0 solution must have
ec(1,ty) > (2/d); this is done in Appendix B.2, but here we describe a more intuitive argument
showing that a sufficiently small error rules out F +#£ 0. If A, B and the error are “infinitesimal”
(which is allowed by Egs. (25), (26)), we have F~i(A-B)=0to leading order by Eq. (27). In other
words, the difference F between two unitaries e iA , etP sufficiently close to 1 must be (almost) anti-
Hermitian, while Eq. (22) requires that F be Hermitian; the two requirements are only consistent
for F = 0.

On extending these considerations to general p (see Appendix B.2), we get Theorem 4.1.

O]

Based on the above outline, we can also describe a heuristic argument for why we expect
Eg. (17) to include the optimal cyclic permutation for “generic” U, (ty). F = 0 solutions to Eq. (22)
always exist without imposing any constraints on the eigenvalues of U, = ﬂEﬂH — eBri
whatsoever; but for Eq. (27) to not reduce to A = B (and therefore, F = 0) requires sin B to have
at least one degeneracy (on account of Eq. (25)). We expect that this additional fine-tuning of the
eigenvalues required for F # 0 makes it unlikely for the optimal cyclic permutation to occur with
this condition for a generic Uy, (t,). If this is the case, Eq. (17) generically includes the optimal

cyclic permutation for small or large error’.

4.1.3 Optimizing aperiodicity

Using (C, [U}4(1)ICy) = <Cj|ﬂjcfkﬂH(t)ﬂ]é*j|Cj> = <Cj|ﬂH(t)|Cj> for DFT cyclic permutations
from Eq. (18) (or equivalently, Eq. (17) or Uy (1), ﬂ]é_j] = 0), we have

fZ\ (Cull (DIC)| = f!Tr[ ®)]]. (28)

'In numerical experiments with small d (up to d = 5) and arbitrarily chosen eigenvalues E, t; of ﬂH(to), we see
that the global minimum of the error over all unitary transformations Us — VﬂCVT does appear to occur for a cyclic
permutation satisfying Eq. (17) for both small and large optimal error, providing some support for this argument.
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This shows that the DFT cyclic permutations of Eq. (18) all saturate the lower bound of Eq. (15).
Thus, the aperiodicity of any (and every) one of these DFT cyclic permutations is a necessary and
sufficient condition for the system to be aperiodic in X 4.

4.2 Ergodicity, aperiodicity, and energy level statistics

In a DFT basis, the p-step persistence amplitudes defined in Eq. (11) are equal, zy (p, ty) = z(p, to),
and the persistence amplitudes can be expressed directly in terms of the energy eigenvalues E,;:

1 N ~_
Tr [Uy (pto)UcP[q]] ‘

1< 21
=13 E exp [ip (d — Eq(n)to)] ' . (29)
n=0

The corresponding p-step errors are given by e (p, to)[q] = 1 — z%(p, ty)[q], as per Eq. (12), among
which the global minimum ¢_;,,(p, ty) is attained for some choice of q (if this minimum is less than
(2/d), as guaranteed by Theorem 4.1).

z(p, to)lql = ‘

o

We will regard the z(p, ty)[q] as measures of the energy level statistics within X 4, in particular
the deviation of the (permuted) energy levels from a regularly spaced spectrum. Namely, let

tod
Aty q) = <207_[Eq(n)> -n (30)

represent the deviation of the q(n)-th level in a rescaled spectrum from the integer n. The persis-
tence as a function of time as given by

2
Prto

Z i(27tp/d) Ay (,q)

n

2
, 31)

d—oo

[ aa it gt e

where f(A; g, q) is the probability density function of the A, (ty, q) in the d — oo limit (or suffi-
ciently large d).

Intuitively, the persistence at any time p would be maximized when the A, are minimized.
A practically reasonable choice of t, and q to estimate the global minimum of the 1-step error,
for uniform density of states Q(X4) = (d —1)/(Epax — Emin) (i-e. appearing uniform over large
energy windows [7] within X4), is one in which the rescaled levels t,dEy,)/(27) are each close
to the n-th integer. In other words, t, ~ 2mQ)(X4)/d, with q chosen to be the permutation q that
sorts the energy levels in ascending order of the phase (E, t; mod 2m):

{(Eg(n)to mod 271) > (Eq(mto mod 27)} = G(n) > g(m), (32)

ensuring that t,dEg(,,)/(271) remains reasonably close to q(n) for some choice of t,. For a given
ty, it is shown in Appendix B.3 that Eq. (31) is indeed maximized at p = 1 when q = q, among a
certain class of “small” permutations when A, < d. In other words, the sorting permutation is a
(discrete version of a) local minimum for the error.

20



In this case, the A, are essentially what have been called mode fluctuations [34, 58, 59] in the
spectrum2 ; the Gaussianity of their distribution has been conjectured to be a signature of chaos [58,
59]. A minor, but important, technical distinction between A, and conventional mode fluctua-
tions, is that there is no unfolding [7, 8] of the energy levels to make Q(Z ;) appear uniform prior
to calculating the A,,. Such a procedure, while indispensable in the numerical comparison of
level statistics with random matrix predictions, would not preserve the dynamics of the system
in the time domain. Given this qualifier, we find in Eq. (31) that the Fourier components of mode
fluctuation distributions, without unfolding, directly determine the optimal persistence of cyclic
permutations.

Another relevant (and extensively studied) measure is the spectral form factor (SFF) [7] (here,
of the energy levels within X ), defined by

K(t) = ‘(11Tr [Ty ()]

2
1 {(E.—
= Y etlEnEnlt (33)
nm

The SFF is usually the central analytically tractable quantity in studies of “quantum chaotic” sys-
tems, as far as level statistics is concerned [7, 28]. Excluding O(1) transients at early times (the
“slope” [36]), a high degree of spectral rigidity in such systems is indicated by significantly sup-
pressed late-time quantum fluctuations [77] in K(t) over a long time (these suppressed fluctuations
are called the “ramp” [36]), to well below their “natural” yet small average value (K(t)), = -1
e.g. to around K(t) ~ [t/Q(X d)]df1 when t <« Q(X,4) for Wigner-Dyson statistics. For low spec-
tral rigidity, there is weaker or no suppression, e.g. for Poisson spectra, virtually all late-time

fluctuations in K(t) oscillate strongly around d ™.

Calculations of K(t) in several “quantum chaotic” systems (with various approximations)
suggest that the low magnitude of the ramp is determined by generic randomness properties and
low levels of recurrence/periodicity of certain physical processes, rather than any direct notion

of ergodicity — e.g. an appropriate “uniform”?

and minimally correlated distribution of strictly
isolated periodic orbits in systems with a chaotic classical limit [7, 27-29], analogous properties
of closed Feynman paths in random Floquet systems [40, 41, 78], or small return probabilities in
diffusive processes [29, 79, 80]. Indeed, from Egs. (28) and (33), it is clear that the SFF is most
directly associated with aperiodicity. Nevertheless, in Sec. 5, we will show how the behavior of
the SFF ramp influences cyclic ergodicity within X ; — connecting an observable-independent no-
tion of quantum ergodicity to these somewhat better understood recurrence properties of specific

physical processes in some systems, while remaining applicable to more general systems.

In terms of the measures z(p, ty)[q] and K(t), we have the following direct requirements on

>The term “mode fluctuations” has been used with at least two different meanings in the literature [34, 58, 59].
In Refs. [58, 59] and related works cited there, it refers to the fluctuations of the spectral staircase around a straight
line. Our usage is in the sense of Ref. [34], referring to deviations of the levels themselves from a straight line. The
two are different in general, but show close agreement in their statistical properties for Wigner-Dyson random matrix
ensembles [75, 76] (see also Sec. 5.4.2).

3This distribution of periodic orbits, called the Hannay-Ozorio de Almeida sum rule [27], is often motivated in
terms of its similarity to ergodicity [7]. It is worth emphasizing that in spite of the mathematical similarity, the two are
logically and conceptually distinct, partly due to the fact that isolated periodic orbits are of measure zero in Eq. (1); as
noted in Ref. [27], KAM tori are ergodic systems that do not satisfy this sum rule.
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the energy level statistics within X 4, for ergodicity (Eq. (13)) and aperiodicity (Eq. (14)); see Defi-
nition 3.3:

1. Ergodicity in ¥ 4:
d
2
is a sufficient condition for ergodicity if satisfied for at least one q by Eq. (29); it is also

2 (p,to)lql > O(d ™), VIpl < (34)

a necessary condition if the heuristic argument for the large error version of Theorem 4.1
holds.

2. Aperiodicity in L4:
K(t) <0(d™h), Vi, < [t| = O(tyd) (35)

is a necessary and sufficient condition for aperiodicity, by Egs. (28) and (33).

A further question is if the simplest i.e. p = 1 measures of level statistics can be used to study
these dynamical properties for all times p, say for a given q.To enable this, we first have the formal
bound of Eq. (16), which can be expressed in terms of (1, ty) as a lower bound on the decay of
the persistence (via z = cos 0):

cos (p\/sc(l,to)) , Ipl<m/\4ec(1, 1),
O/ |p| 2 7.[/ V 4£C(1It0)/
3/2

neglecting O[pe? “(1, ty)] contributions.

z(p, to) = { (36)

In general, by the reciprocal relation of Fourier variables, a slow decay of the persistence cor-
responds to a narrow distribution f(A; ty, q) e.g. as measured by the variance 0% = (F)A — (P4,
which is related to z(1,t,) via Eq. (31). When q is a sorting permutation, a low G2A essentially
implies a high rigidity of the spectrum . While the precise connection between ergodicity, aperi-
odicity and 04 depends on the functional form of f(A; ty, q), it is natural to pay special attention to

the case of an ideal Gaussian distribution of mode fluctuations, as has been seen in typical “quan-

tum chaotic” systems [34, 58, 59]. In this case, we get z(p, ty) = eﬂ’pz (up to random fluctuations)
and ec(1,ty) = 2y = 47(2(YZA / a? (for e < 1) from Eq (31). More significant is the following
proposition, which follows from substituting the Gaussian form of z(p, t;) in Eq. (34), as well as
in Eq. (35) after identifying zz(d, ty) = K(tpd) (detailed in Sec. 5.4.1):

Proposition 4.2 (Ergodicity, aperiodicity, and Wigner-Dyson spectral rigidity). If z(p, ty) = e VP +
O(d_l/ 2) withy > 0 when |p| < O(tyd) for some DFT cyclic permutation C, then

2
Cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity of @ <= |0 = X Indwith a € (1,2], asd — oo . (37)

4

This form of 0% is precisely that of the Wigner-Dyson circular random matrix ensembles —
COE, CUE, CSE respectively corresponding to maximal ensembles of symmetric, unconstrained,
or self-dual unitaries [7, 8] — for « = 1,v/2,2, which also satisfy Eq. (35). Moreover, in typical
“quantum chaotic” systems, the energy levels show Wigner-Dyson statistics (in particular, pos-
sessing the spectral rigidity of the circular Wigner-Dyson ensembles and Gaussian mode fluctua-
tions) [7, 8, 34, 58, 59], if L is chosen to be a sufficiently narrow energy shell spanning [E, E 4+ AE]
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Zo(p.to)

1Co)

|Ca)
4
(a) Cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity (staying closer to (b) Non-ergodicity (staying closer to the boundary than
the boundary than O(dfl/ 2) for more than one and less O(dfl/ 2) for less than one full rotation); data for a single
than two full rotations); data for a single Circular Unitary realization of Poisson/uncorrelated energy levels span-
Ensemble (CUE [7, 8]) random matrix with E,, spanning ning [0, 271).
[0,27).

Figure 6: Exact numerical data for a polar representation of (a) cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity,
as well as (b) non-ergodicity, via the trajectory of |C,) in a Hilbert space 4 with d = 2048, and
tg = 2n/AE = 2nQ)(X4)/d = 1. Essentially, the cyclic permutation basis elements |Cy ) are points
on the boundary (with p = k) of the polar representation, and the permutation is ergodic if the
actual trajectory of any such point remains close to the boundary for a full rotation of the angular
coordinate (including future and past evolution). The angular coordinate is 0 = 27tp/d (depicted
here for p € Z), and the radial coordinate represents zy(p, ty) via the map r = g(zy(p, ty))/g(1)
with g(x) = {1+ tanh[log(xzd/Z) /6l}. The trajectories extend up to |p| = 4d. The chosen cyclic
permutation in both cases is the sorted DFT cyclic permutation. This figure anticipates the ergod-
icity of Wigner-Dyson level statistics and non-ergodicity of Poisson level statistics (Sec. 5). The
central region z,(p,ty) = O(dfl/z)
of the Haar volume of ¥4 by canonical typicality [16, 17], and is where the trajectory typically
remains for long times with the exception of occasional recurrences near the boundary. See Fig. 7
for a different depiction of similar data.

of Haar-random persistence again corresponds to nearly all

with AE < 27t/ tramp(E) ; here, tramp(E) can be directly identified [39] as the time beyond which the

ramp appears in the SFF around the energy E after eliminating the effect of early-time transients®,

*As an illustration, a Hamiltonian CUE-class Wigner-Dyson system with an energy spectrum of width & has
[Tr ﬂH(t)\z = &t/(2m) (up to fluctuations [77]) for sufficiently small t 2 tramp [39]. Each (disjoint) energy shell X (k)
(with unitary ﬂH(k) (t)) of width AE, = 271/t contributes phases E,, (k)t that span [0, 27) with [Tr ﬂH(k) (t)\2 =1 (irre-
spective of the number of levels d, in the shell), effectively behaving like a CUE random unitary [7, 8] at the time t. The
direct sum of all M = £/AE = £t/(2n) such CUE-like unitaries has the individual traces combine with random phases,
giving [Tr LAlH(t)|2 = M (see also Refs. [39, 80]). In other words, the quantitative form of the Wigner-Dyson ramp in
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This ramp time is system specific, e.g. ranging from t,,,,, = 1in some quantized chaotic maps [81],
O(1) to growing logarithmically with system size in some Floquet many-body systems [39-41, 43],
or the time scale of diffusion in some disordered systems [39]. In general, the definite width AE
of X4 introduces a large sincz(tAE/Z) transient (see also Ref. [82]) owing to the Fourier sum in
Eq. (33), due to which the SFF effectively takes the following form when AE < 271/t

K(t) = sinc? (tA2E> +ramp(t). (38)

Thus, by choosing t, = 27t/AE (= 2tQ)(Z4)/d, in agreement with our earlier estimate after Eq. (31);
we also note that this is the minimum time scale for nontrivial dynamics in an energy window of
width AE, suggested by the energy-time uncertainty principle) so that integer steps pt, coincide
with the zeroes of the transient, we can eliminate the influence of this transient and obtain cyclic
permutations that are directly determined by the intrinsic spectral rigidity of the system repre-
sented by the ramp (this will be justified further in Sec. 5). In addition, this means that the period
tgd of such cyclic permutations is given precisely by the Heisenberg time t;; = 2mQ(Z,) of L4, at
which the individual energy levels typically dephase completely [7].

Overall, this proposition suggests that all energy shells of width AE < 27/t ,,,,;, in systems
with Wigner-Dyson level statistics are ergodic and aperiodic with t, = 27t/AE, as the sorted DFT
cyclic permutation is both ergodic and aperiodic (by Definition 3.3), which is anticipated by the
numerical data in Fig. 6 for CUE and Poisson level statistics. From a dynamical standpoint, that
the ergodicity of such systems only holds within thin energy shells is not surprising — this just
reflects the fact that Hamiltonian systems with a classical limit are only ergodic in thin energy
shells, and not over phase space volumes covering a wide range of energies.

5 Cyclic permutations for typical systems

In this section, we study the behavior of DFT cyclic permutations for a “typical” system with suf-
ficiently random fluctuations in the energy levels. Based on a general decomposition of Uy, (pt,)
into a periodic part that follows the cyclic permutation and orthogonal random fluctuations in
Sec. 5.1, we motivate a Gaussian estimate for the time dependence of persistence amplitudes for
sufficiently early p in typical systems in Sec. 5.2. In Sec. 5.3, we show how the Gaussian esti-
mate can be used to derive a lower bound for the error from the SFF for the system sampled at
discrete times pt, given by Eq. (49), directly connecting cyclic ergodicity to the size of quantum
fluctuations in the SFF ramp (which is often analytically tractable). In Sec. 5.4, we discuss detailed
analytical and numerical evidence for Proposition 4.2, showing that in the ideal case where the
Gaussian estimate remains valid for longer times (pt; < t) in an individual system, cyclic ergod-
icity and aperiodicity are equivalent to requiring the spectral rigidity of energy levels to be in the
range spanned by the Wigner-Dyson circular ensembles: COE, CUE and CSE.

Hamiltonian systems is due to all energy shells of some width AE < 27/t
unitaries at the time t = 27t/AE.

ramp behaving like circular ensemble random
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5.1 Periodic and random parts of time evolution

For a cyclic permutation € with cycling operator U that commutes with Uy, (i.e. a cyclic permu-
tation of a DFT basis), the p-step persistence probability z*(p, t,) is given by the analogue of the
SFF for the error unitary U, = Ut (t):

1 R 2
PR

2
zZ(p, to) = (39)
To study the development of the persistence over time, it is convenient to write a general ex-
pression for UR in terms of the p-step errors ec(p,ty). On account of [U,,Uc] = 0, we have
<AC]< n glﬂHle L) = <Ck|ﬂH|Cj>, due to which UR can be expressed simply in terms of powers of
UC:

ﬂz = ( 1— Ec(p,t0)> 1+ ( clp, to ) Z Vin eidDA(PJ’ (40)
for some phases ¢ (p) and complex error coefficients v, (p). Unitarity ﬂTAﬂ =1 fiTA =1
translates to nonlinear constraints on the v, (p):

d—1
D =1, (41)
m=1

Vi (P) + ~9p Z Vi(P)Vie m (p), form #0, (42)

where vy(p) =0,and g, = Veelp o)/l —ec(p, to)l

As a matter of nomenclature, we call the first term proportional to 1 in Eq. (40) the “periodic
part”, and the remaining terms involving U (orthogonal to the periodic part) the “random part”,
of time evolution. This is because the former becomes a term proportional to U in Uy, (pty) which
is periodic in p, while we expect the v, (p) to generally (but not necessarily) look “random”. In
fact, (a subset of) the v,,, (p) are directly related to the SFF of U, (pt,) within the subspace L, via:

2
L (G pt)]| = eclprtoliv (PP, #3)

K(pty) = ‘d

and the expectation of randomness in the v, (p) reflects the randomness in the SFF ramp [40,
45, 77] (more precisely, particularly in the phases of Tr| UH( )]). Additionally, K(pt,) serves as a
(rather weak) lower bound for the p step errors. In particular, ec(p, ty) = O(1) if K(pty) = O(1),
establishing the impossibility of finding cyclic permutations that are reasonably close to U (t,),
when ty <ty ie. in the early-time “slope” regime of the SFF. To refine this bound, we will
need a generic expression for the p-dependence of the right hand side, derived in the following
subsection.

5.2 Gaussian estimate for persistence amplitudes

Using Eq. (40), one can readily express the persistence at arbitrary time p in terms of the 1-step
parameters - (1,ty) and v,,(1). The resulting expression involves a complicated multinomial
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expansion in the v, (1) (with (E) representing binomial coefficients),

_ P A
URe PPall) — (1—sc(1,to))p/ZZ(E>9T S v (D ey (DU (4

s=0 my,..., My

which is hard to extract general predictions out of. To simplify the expression, we invoke a heuris-
tic argument that relies on the expected randomness of the v, ..

Specifically, we assume that each v, (1) is well described by an ensemble of complex num-
bers with a fixed magnitude and random phases, subject to the constraints Eq. (41) and Eq. (42).
Further, if one neglects O(\/ec(p, ty)) corrections to the v, Eq. (42) essentially becomes

Thus, pairings of v,,,(1) and v_ (1) in Eq. (44) have a definite phase and generate contributions

—m
that potentially interfere constructively, while the remaining random terms add out of phase. This
suggests following a strategy similar to methods based on the pairing of closed Feynman paths
in studies of generic semiclassical [7, 28, 31, 32, 83] and quantum [40, 78] “chaotic” systems: we
evaluate the contribution from terms dominated by pairings of v, (1) and v_,, (1) with at most
one free v, (1), assuming (with no proof beyond the above argument) that the remaining terms
are negligible. As is common with these methods, other contributions would eventually domi-
nate at large enough times, when ¢ (p, t;) is sufficiently large and v, (p) is sufficiently random,

invalidating Eq. (45) for such p.

The assumed dominance of paired error coefficients can be used to derive a general form of
ﬂz for small p, and from there an estimate for z(p, t;) using a recurrence relation; this is detailed
in Appendix C, with numerical evidence for error coefficient pairing. For e-(1,t)) < 1 and p <

1/4/€c(1,t), the general form is

a—1
N i 1 Z( ,t ) A A
UZe tpdall) ~ 1p—01 V31— Ec(l,to)]l +'p\/ Ec(l,to) Z V.r(l)urc
vV + EC ( ’ tO) r=1
In other words, time evolution for small p simply manifests as a relative growth of the random
part in comparison to the periodic part, up to an overall phase. This gives a simple Gaussian
expression for the persistence amplitude (in the same regime of small error and time):
1 £ C (1, to) 2

1
Z(p,to) ~ exp |:—21_€C(1lto)p — 28c(1,t0)|p|:| . (47)

(46)

The second (linear) term in the exponent is negligible until [p| ~ 1/ec(1,ty), and we will simply
drop it in further calculations. The Gaussian follows the sinusoidal lower bound in Eq. (36) rather
closely, suggesting that typical cyclic permutations are surprisingly close to saturating the lower
bound. In other words, ﬂz remains close to a 2D rotation in Hilbert space, until a time p ~
1/4/€c(1,ty) when the cyclic permutation develops a large (~ 1) error.

5.3 Lower bound on the error from the SFF

Now we are in a position to quantitatively analyze the connection between the SFF ramp and the
persistence of cyclic permutations. The 1-step error coefficients v, (1) can be related to the SFF
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K(pty) in the p < 1/4/ec(1,ty) regime, using Egs. (40), (43) and (46):

‘2% 1—ec(1,ty) Kipty)
2ptolec(lty) p’

lv_, (1) (48)
Summing over p = —p to p excluding 0, the left hand side can be at most 1 on account of the
normalization constraint, Eq. (41). Expanding zz(p, ty) = 1— O(sc(l,to)pz) and using K(t) =
K(—t), we get

L 1 ec(1,to)
pZ_lK(pto){pz—i—O[sC(l,to)]} 3 20 el i) (49)

Every term on the left hand side is positive. Considering only the first term and choosing the

largest possible p for which the second term is negligible then gives a reasonably restrictive lower
bound on ¢(1, ty). Correspondingly, we take p = 1/(M+/ec(1,ty)) where M is some large num-
ber satisfying M = O(1) > 1.

Eq. (49) is the main relation of interest connecting the recurrence properties represented by the
SFF to cyclic ergodicity via (1, ty) (assuming typical v, (p)). It demonstrates that the suppres-
sion of recurrences indicated by the small magnitude of the SFF ramp is essential for the dynamics
to be able to closely follow a cyclic permutation, essentially due to the conservation of probabil-
ity (Eq. (41)). As it involves only integer steps p € Z of time pt,, we see directly that choosing
ty = 2m/AE for an energy shell prevents the sincz(tAE /2) transient in Eq. (38) from influencing
ergodicity.

We can also derive explicit bounds for specific cases. As such sums of the SFF over time
are self-averaging (i.e. fluctuations of the ramp average out to give a more steady sum) [40], we
replace K(pty) with a smooth power law expression for the ramp: K(t) = AtY for t; < t < tyd,
v = 0, and with A < 1, which accounts for the behavior of a wide variety of systemsS. Evaluating
the sum in Eq. (49) for this power law (Appendix C.3) gives the following constraints on the error:

2At) (2 —), for0<vy<1,
1
Y — =
ec(l,ty) 2 At ln)\, fory=1, (50)
2
Y — 1| v+t
[27@8’ Myl] , fory>1,

where ((z) is the Riemann zeta function. Now we consider the most important (i.e. typical) cases
of practical interest. Poisson statistics [7] corresponds to A = d!and v = 0, for which we obtain

7_(2
EC(lf J[0)|Poisson % ﬁ (51)

Together with the conditions for Eq. (19), this implies that every (DFT and non-DFT) cyclic per-
mutation for a system with Poisson level statistics has e-(1,t;) > (2/d). As long as z(p, ty) is

°In the following sense: y =0 and A = a! corresponds to generic integrable systems with Poisson statistics [7, 22];
y=1land A > O(dfz) corresponds to generic “chaotic” systems when A = O[dfz) [7, 8], and those with macroscopic
conserved quantities for larger magnitudes of A [44, 80]; integer y > 1 with A = o(d?) corresponds to tensor products
of v independent chaotic systems, as well as the y-particle sectors of single-particle chaotic systems with A = O(y!d™?)
(for large d), in which the many-particle SFF shows an exponential ramp [46—48].
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not drastically different from a Gaussian in p, as expected from the typicality considerations of
Sec. 5.2, it follows that the persistence decays to the Haar random value by p < O(dl/ 2) < d/2,
and no DFT cyclic permutation is even remotely close to being ergodic for a typical system with
Poisson statistics. On the other hand, the circular Wigner-Dyson ensembles [7, 8] have y = 1 and
A=2/ ([Sdz) with § = 1,2,4 for COE, CUE, CSE respectively. With t; = 1 (= 2nQ/d), the error
satisfies A

ec (1, 1)lwigner-Dyson e ﬁ Ind, with 3 €{1,2,4}. (52)

These relations encode the following property: any system admits cyclic permutations with large
error, but only sufficiently rigid spectra can admit cyclic permutations with small error, quantify-
ing the discussion in Sec. 4.2. For instance, if a system is known to have a cyclic permutation with
error smaller than (2/d), we can rule out Poisson statistics for that system.

5.4 Cyclic permutations and Wigner-Dyson level statistics

5.4.1 Spectral rigidity for ergodic, aperiodic systems with almost exactly Gaussian persistence
amplitudes

From the viewpoint of the Gaussian estimate, an idealized situation is when the persistence ampli-
tude z(p, ty) remains exactly Gaussian as it decays all the way through to the random state (order
of magnitude) value z(p, ty) ~ O(dfl/z). Writing g% =ec(1,t9)/l1 —ec(1,ty)], we can solve for g;
corresponding to ergodic or non-aperiodic evolution by imposing:

1 _
exp {—2g%d2} >cd V2, (53)
2«

where « = 2 for ergodicity and o = 1 for non-aperiodicity (from Egs. (13), (14)), while c is some
O(1) positive constant. From Eq. (31), we also obtain a Gaussian distribution for mode fluctuations
given some g; (assuming that the DFT cyclic permutation under discussion corresponds to a level
permutation function q),

1 1 5
f(A;tg,q) = exp [—ZA , (54)
\/270% 204

with variance 0% = gid®/(477). Requiring ergodicity and aperiodicity therefore gives:

2

2 X .
oA = —=Ind+0O(1), with & € (1,2]. 55
A= 2 (1) ( (55)

This amounts to a derivation of Eq. (37).

The logarithmic growth of the variance of mode fluctuations with the dimension d of the
energy subspace is a direct consequence of the Gaussianity of the persistence. In less idealized
situations, it is possible to have a non-Gaussian tail in Eq. (47), for p 2 1//ec(1,ty), even if
the Gaussian estimate holds for smaller times. It is worth noting that non-Gaussian tails at long
times would show up as non-Gaussianities near A ~ 0 in the mode fluctuation distribution; such
deviations from Gaussianity are largely determined by the complicated correlations between the
errors v,,,, partly encoded in the fluctuations of the SFF K(pt,). The main takeaway here is instead
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the extremely specific numerical range o« € (1,2], of the coefficient multiplying the logarithm,
demanded by ergodicity and aperiodicity. For non-Gaussian tails, one would have a similarly
specific range of some other parameter.

5.4.2 Ergodicity and aperiodicity for Wigner-Dyson spectral rigidity

Now we consider Wigner-Dyson random matrix ensembles as well as individual systems with
Wigner-Dyson level statistics within energy subspaces L4 with AE < 271/t 5. There is numeri-
cal evidence that the mode fluctuation distribution is exactly Gaussian [34, 58, 59] (as well as an
analytical proof of Gaussianity for a closely related measure, number fluctuations [84]) especially
near A = 0, suggestive of an almost Gaussian persistence even at late times. In Refs. [75, 76], the
leading behavior of the variance O'ZA (there called A™) for Wigner-Dyson ensembles has been shown
to be equal to that of the (spectrum or ensemble averaged) spectral rigidity parameter As(d) [8,
28, 85] — measuring the variance of the “spectral staircase” around a best fit straight line — when
tg = 2m/AE is determined by the slope of the straight line and q = 7 is the sorting permuta-
tion. Moreover, A;(d) can be calculated exactly [8, 28, 83] by using the appropriate Wigner-Dyson
ensemble averaged SFF K (t) for the energy subspace.

In fact, the leading contribution for large d comes only from the ramp at t < ty, given
by Kg(t) = t/(BnQd) with § = 1,2,4 respectively for COE, CUE and CSE (much like in the
derivation of Eq. (52)). The result is a logarithmic dependence of o4 on d to leading order (for
tg = 1 and q being the sorting permutation),

1

2 _ .
OA Wigner-Dyson BTKZ Ind+ O(1), with  €{1,2,4}. (56)

This precisely corresponds (via 04 = g2d*/(477) ) to an error that saturates the lower bound in
Eq. (52), providing an important sanity check. Comparing this with Eq. (55) (or Eq. (37)), we
see that the Wigner-Dyson ensembles span exactly the range of allowed coefficients for ergodic,
aperiodic systems with a Gaussian persistence. CUE is well within this range, whereas COE is
at the upper bound and barely ergodic while CSE is at the lower bound and barely aperiodic
(here, it is worth noting that for CSE, we have considered only one non-degenerate half of the
doubly-degenerate spectrum as is conventional [7, 8]).

It remains to be verified that z(p, t;) for Wigner-Dyson random matrix ensembles is indeed
well approximated by a Gaussian all the way until p € [d/2, d] as suggested by the ideal Gaussian
distribution of mode fluctuations, so that the identification between Eq. (56) and Eq. (55) can be
made with some confidence. We provide numerical support for this statement in Fig. 7 for d =
2048.

6 Cyclic ergodicity and spectral rigidity in 2D KAM tori

In this section, we study the quantum ergodic properties of linear flows on 2D tori, a class of non-
mixing dynamical systems for which the framework of quantum cyclic permutations allows an
analytical proof of spectral rigidity when the system is ergodic — thereby rigorously demonstrat-
ing the link between cyclic ergodicity and spectral rigidity at the level of an individual system,
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Figure 7: Numerical support for ergodicity and aperiodicity of realizations of Wigner-Dyson ran-
dom matrix ensembles, for d = 2048, t; = 1 and q being the sorting permutation. Level spacing
data, showing the distribution of nearest neighbor level spacings S € {Eq 1) — Eq(x)}, depicts
the closeness of the realization to an ideal Wigner-Dyson distribution as given by the appropriate
Wigner surmise [7, 8]. Persistence is plotted (in red) in terms of persistence probabilities zz(p, tg).
The lower bound (“Bound”, green) of Eq. (36) is satisfied, and good agreement is seen with the
Gaussian estimate (“Gaussian”, blue) of Eq. (47) including the tail at long times; both are cal-
culated based on the numerical value of e-(1,t,) for the realization. The Poisson persistence
probability fluctuations (for a sorted, uncorrelated distribution of points in the same range of en-
ergies/eigenphases; in gray) are included to provide a visual reference for the range of persistence
probabilities that should be considered O( d_l) for random states, while simultaneously substanti-
ating the non-ergodicity of Poisson statistics. The time scales when the random matrix persistence
amplitudes reach O(d_l) are consistent with p = d/2 for COE, p = d/v/2 for CUE and p = d for
CSE as predicted by Egs. (53), (55) and (56).

without relying on ensembles or heuristic arguments. It is convenient to classify these tori into
the ergodic KAM tori (with an irrational frequency ratio) and non-ergodic rational tori (with a
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rational frequency ratio). For some physical context, we note that both occur as invariant subsets
of classically integrable systems, with almost all KAM tori remaining stable under small pertur-
bations [5, 86]. It is particularly interesting to note that KAM tori do not possess periodic orbits,
which are the central ingredient in heuristic derivations of (Wigner-Dyson) spectral rigidity based
on semiclassical contributions to the SFF [7, 28, 29]; this suggests a wider applicability of cyclic
permutations as a way to connect spectral rigidity to dynamical properties.

In Sec. 6.1, we discuss a simple quantization procedure for these tori, motivated by the stan-
dard quantization of integrable systems. In Sec. 6.2, building on the example of irrational rotations
discussed in Sec. 2.2.2, we prove that all 2D KAM tori are both classical and quantum cyclic er-
godic (if suitably quantized), while all rational tori are non-ergodic. Finally in Sec. 6.3, we show
using the corresponding cyclic permutations and Theorem 4.1 that all 2D KAM tori possess much
higher spectral rigidity than Poisson and even Wigner-Dyson statistics (as indicated by a smaller
ec(l,tg) or O'ZA), and verify this result numerically. We note that this remains consistent with the
Berry-Tabor conjecture of Poisson statistics in typical integrable systems [22], as the latter typically
contain several uncorrelated KAM tori overlapping with each other in an energy shell, leading to
enhanced spectral fluctuations (similar to Refs. [49, 80]) and low spectral rigidity of the integrable
system.

6.1 Quantization of linear flows on a torus

The Hamiltonian of a linear flow with frequencies w = (w,, w,,) on a 2D torus is given by

y)

H:J'wzlxwx+]ywy/ (57)

with angle variables 6 = (6,,6,) € [0, 2m)? conjugate to the action variables J = (], J,). The
equation of motion of the linear flow is 7' = 6 + wt.

The ergodicity of this system on the 2D phase space Pj = {(6,, 6,,)} with fixed J is character-
ized [1, 2] by the ratio &« = w,,/w,. When « is irrational, the dynamics is ergodic on this phase
space, and the system may be called a KAM torus6[5, 87]; but when « is rational, Py decomposes
into an infinite number of invariant ergodic and periodic subsets, which share the same period.
In both cases, there is no mixing. We emphasize that the system of Eq. (57) is different from a free
particle moving on a torus. The latter is never ergodic in its phase space, but possibly (depend-
ing on initial conditions) merely visits all points among its position coordinates with conserved
momentum. The Hamiltonian of the free particle is quadratic in J rather than linear, and its level
statistics has been found to be Poissonian [88, 89] (see also Ref. [59] for its mode fluctuations) in
accordance with the Berry-Tabor conjecture [22] for fully integrable systems.

The quantization of Eq. (57) can be motivated by considering how such tori occur as invariant
subsets of integrable systems [5, 22, 86]. The Hamiltonian of a 2D integrable system with constants
of motion I = (I, I)) is given by H = H(I), with quantization restricting each I, € Nj to the non-
negative integers due to the periodicity of the conjugate angle variables. Classically, expanding

®There is an additional formal requirement that [« — m/n| > c(In| + |m|)~Y for some constant ¢, withy > 2, and all
m,n € Z —{0} in the strict mathematical definition of a KAM torus, required for stability under perturbations [87]. All
but a negligible fraction of irrationals satisfy this property (especially as y can be arbitrarily large), and we will ignore
this restriction when using the terminology.

31



I = I; +]J in the neighborhood of I, (say, with ], J,, > 0) gives Eq. (57) to leading order (up to
an I)-dependent constant) with w(I;) = [0H/0I](Iy). Thus, a natural way to quantize Eq. (57) in
terms of operators J, 0 is to restrict the eigenvalues J,, J,, of T Ty each to a finite (but large) set
of consecutive integers; up to additive constants in H, this is equivalent to working in the Hilbert
space L4 spanned by

(Mieza, ) ez}, (58)
with d = d, d,,. Of particular interest is the following manifold of 8-states corresponding to points
on the torus:

=1 Y Y Vo ex, (59)

We can construct infinitely many complete orthonormal bases for £ in this manifold, each com-
prised of d such states, such as {(6,,0,) = (2mn,/d,,2mn,/dy) : n, € Zy ,my € Zdy oIt
is straightforward to see that time evolution reproduces the classical equation of motion in this
manifold: R

Uy (1)]8) = e MYj0) =10 + wt), (60)

which provides a natural way to map classical cyclic permutations onto L.

6.2 Classical and quantum cyclic ergodicity

In this subsection, we will see how cyclic permutations can be used to rigorously prove spectral
rigidity for KAM tori. First, we show that all 2D KAM tori admit a classical cyclic permuta-
tion (sequence) that is cyclic ergodic and not aperiodic. This is made possible by identifying the
discretized flow on the torus as a sequence of irrational rotations, allowing us to use the cyclic per-
mutations constructed for the latter in Sec. 2.2.2. Using Egs. (59) and (60) to adapt this construction
to a quantum cyclic permutation of an orthonormal basis in X 4, we will show the following:

Theorem 6.1 (Quantum cyclic ergodicity and non-aperiodicity of 2D KAM tori). For every linear
flow on a 2D torus with irrational frequency ratio o« = w,, /w,, there exists an infinite sequence of energy
subspaces L4 with d — oo (such that d,,d,, — oo) in which the system is ergodic and not aperiodic,
within any time T > min(27td, /w,, 27td, /w,).

Thus, the quantum dynamical properties of 2D KAM tori reflect their classically cyclic ergodic
and non-aperiodic nature, which is further consistent with their ergodicity and lack of mixing.

6.2.1 Classical cyclic permutation

For the classical construction, we first observe that for T, = 27t/w, (the period along the 0, direc-
tion), the map T T (0, 0y) = (04,04 +27mar) with v € Z is a discrete rotation of any 6, = const.
circle in the 6, direction, with o« = wy/ w,. Writing o« = (my + 6%) /My as in Sec. 2.2.2 with
coprime integers m,, and n,, we know that every rotation admits an n-element cyclic permu-
tation C,, with error Iényl by Eq. (8). To adapt this to the torus, we divide the 0, direction into
n, elements and consider time steps in units of t, = T, /n,, such that each step captures a 1/n,

fraction of the error generated in the full rotation by T, = n,t, (see Fig. 8a). Formally, our cyclic
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(a) The classical cyclic permutation of Eq. (61) with
n = 49, depicting the Cy (blue-edged squares; thicker
edges for k = 0 to 14). The evolution gPto C, of the
set C, (gray,filled) and the trajectory 70 of the point
© = (0,0) (red) are depicted respectively for p = 0
to 14 and t = 0 to 14t;. The corresponding p-step er-
rors are determined by the portion of each highlighted

0 7T 277

(b) The quantum cyclic permutation of Eq. (62) with
d = 49, overlaid on a depiction of the corresponding
classical cyclic permutation as per Fig. 8a. Filled disks
represent pure states in |0)-space. The depicted pure
states are the |Cy.) (blue; highlighted /opaque for k = 0
to 14, transparent otherwise) and Uy, (pt,)|C,) for p =
0 to 14 (red, lying on classical trajectory).

square that does not intersect a gray region.

Figure 8: The (a) classical cyclic permutation of Eq. (61) withn, =n, =7, m, = 10and t; =
2nt/(wyny), and (b) the corresponding quantum cyclic permutation of Eq. (62) withd, =d, =7,
my = 10 and t; = 27t/(w,d,), for an irrational flow on the 2D torus with & = V2. For these
parameters, we have 6ny ~ 0.704/n, < 1/ny (and likewise with d, ), making both the classical
and quantum cyclic permutation ergodic and non-aperiodic. Trajectories starting from 6 = (0,0)
are depicted up to p = 2d, = 14, which corresponds to r = 2 steps of the irrational rotation T 0y
ato, =0.

permutation C for the 2D torus consists of:

k k
k k+1 —=m —=m, +1
Cp = [27r,27t+} VS P I ,
Ny n, Jo, n, n, o
Yy
2 155,
with error € (to —— > S (61)
anX nX

It is easily verified that the intersection of the C,,, (for q € Z) with 6, = 0 gives precisely the

cyclic permutation of Eq. (8) for the rotation T"Tx. From the discussion of irrational rotations in
Sec. 2.2.2, we can find a sequence of coprime my,n, — 00 such that |6n\J | <1/ n, for all irrational
o. Thus, we have €-(ty) < 1/n withn — oo for all n,, establishing the existence of a classical
cyclic permutation showing cyclic ergodicity and non-aperiodicity (by the bounds discussed in

Sec. 2.2) for all 2D KAM tori.

There are two straightforward extensions of this construction that are worth mentioning: 1.
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choosing t, = 27/ (wy ny) and considering irrational rotations in the 0y direction gives essen-
tially similar results, and 2. for rational &, the non-ergodicity of the flow implies that no cyclic
permutation with the Cy reducing to (neighborhoods of) points in the n — oo limit is ergodic or
aperiodic, as can be shown by suitably adapting the corresponding discussion for rational rota-
tions in Sec. 2.2.2.

6.2.2 Quantum cyclic permutation

!

We note that among the 0-states of Eq. (59), any two states |8), [8') are orthogonal if (6, — 0y) =
2nt/d, or (By — 61;) = 21/ dy for some { € Z. A pure state cyclic permutation corresponding
to Eq. (61) can then be constructed using these states, by formally setting d, = n,, d, = n, and

considering the set of points given by the d “lower” corners of the classical Cy in Eq. (61) (see also

Fig. 8b), namely:
k
_ k a, My A B 27 27rmy
0= <2ndx,27r d )>,w1thUC|9)’9+<dx, a.d, / (62)

Cy) =

and ty = 27m/(wyd,). From Egs. (60) and (62), it is clear that [ﬂH(t),ﬂC] = 0 as both Uy (t) and
U are additive maps on the torus; consequently, the above cyclic permutation corresponds to a
DEFT of the energy eigenstates.

Using Egs. (59) and (60), it is straightforward to evaluate the p-step persistence probabilities
2(p,ty) = |<Ck+1|ﬂH(pto)le>|2 in terms of the frequency ratio o = (m,, + da, )/d,. We obtain the
following exact expression for p # 0:

in? oy
, o sin [pT[ T

w,d 2 .2 d
T dysin® jprg g
xdy

To discuss ergodicity and aperiodicity in the quantum case, we need a slightly more refined im-
plication of Eq. (9) concerning Diophantine approximations than in the classical case, namely that
every irrational o admits an infinite sequence of my, dy with Iédy | <c/ d, for some constant ¢ < 1
(this constant ensures that Iédy | does not even approach 1/d,; asymptotically, as d,, — 00). Conse-
quently, the sines in both the numerator and denominator are guaranteed to remain no less than
O(1) for any d,, belonging to this sequence, until some [p| > d,d,/c > d (as ¢ < 1). It follows
that ZZ(P,t(]) > O(dgz) for [p| < d. Aslongas d, > O(d,), this implies zz(p,to) > O(dfl) over
this time range, making the constructed cyclic permutation ergodic and non-aperiodic (the latter
via z2(4d, ty) = K(%tyd)). As this is a DFT cyclic permutation, it follows from the considerations
of Sec. 4.1.3 that no cyclic permutation in X, is aperiodic. On using these results in Definition 3.3
with tod = 2nd,,/w,, while noting that analogous results would hold if we swap the 6, and 8,
directions, we directly get Theorem 6.1.

When « = m/{ is rational with coprime m and ¢, the motion in |0)-space is periodic with
period T, = 27n{/w, . In particular, we have

K(rT,) =1, VreZ, (64)
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immediately ruling out aperiodicity in any £ ; over any time T > T,. Further, from Eq. (43), we get
z1.(p, tg) = 0 for every cyclic permutation in some X4 with pty = rT,, which rules out ergodicity
for any cyclic permutation with t, = rT,/p with (p € Z) < d/2. Ruling out ergodicity for more

general t; would require a more detailed study of spectral properties.

6.3 Spectral rigidity

P(S)
7t m Q(H) Q(E)
6F — @ Total
5t 150 150 m Low
A = Mid
100 100 r High
3,
2F 50 50
1F
ok ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ L5 0 H,, ol Euy,
05 10 15 20 25 30 wydy 2w,dy Ve w,dy V)
(a) Level spacings. (b) Non-uniform density of states in (c) Uniform density of states in E.
H.
2(p,to) K(pto)
o)l 10 — Analytcal, g= g, 10 SFF
1072 . - 0.8 + Numerical, g=q 08
107 ety 0.6 06
g - Pote . . .
107 LB,
107 cete 0.4 0.4
10 * . £clqm, J=£c[q] line
107 0.2 0.2
. + Data
ec(16)(T] 0.0 p 0.0 p

107 10 107 10 107 1072
(d) Analytically derived error (q =
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ranging up to 10%), excluding points
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(e) Cyclic ergodicity in terms of the
analytically derived persistence and
the numerical sorted DFT persis-
tence (linear), showing extremely
close agreement.

d 2d

(f) Numerical SFF (linear), showing
non-aperiodicity.

where m, and d,; are not coprime.

Figure 9: Spectral properties of 2D KAM tori with « = /2, compared with analytical predic-
tions corresponding to the cyclic permutation with t, = 2n/(w,d,) constructed in Sec. 6.2;
d, = dy, = 41 and d = 1681, except in (d) which considers a range of d,,. (a) Level spacings,
required to be at most 3 delta functions. (b) and (c): comparison of unwrapped and wrapped den-
sity of states, showing how the choice of t, = 27t/(w, d, ) leads to a uniform “wrapped” density of
states, when “low”, “mid” and “high” energy portions of the spectrum demarcated by multiples
of w, d, are considered separately. (d) Comparison of the analytical prediction of Eq. (65), where
m, is numerically chosen to be the nearest integer to d,«, with the sorted DFT error. (e) The
persistence amplitude of Eq. (63) for m,, = 58 (with & a, ~ 0.707/d,,) compared with the sorted
DFT persistence obtained numerically; this also shows that d, = d,, = 41 belongs to the infinite
sequence of ergodic, non-aperiodic 4 in Theorem 6.1. (f) Numerically computed SFF, showing a
peak at p = d (as expected analytically) and elsewhere, confirming non-aperiodicity.

Having established the classical and quantum cyclic ergodicity of 2D KAM tori, as well as
non-aperiodicity in both the irrational and rational cases, we now turn to an analytical and nu-
merical study of the spectral rigidity of the quantized systems, with the main results depicted in
Fig. 9. The distribution of the energy levels depends sensitively on « (via H = (J, + ], d)w, for

35



Jx € Zq4,]y € Zdy), and this dependence has been studied numerically and analytically in the
context of the 2D harmonic oscillator in e.g. Refs. [22, 90, 91]. Their main analytical result is that
the nearest-neighbor level spacings S € {Eq k1) — Eq(«)} within sufficiently small energy win-
dows takes the form of at most 3 delta functions, P(S) = Z?:l ¢;8(S —S§5) with ¢, S5 > 0; this
behavior is shown in our context in Fig. 9a. This distribution is quite unlike the smooth level spac-
ing distributions of Wigner-Dyson (compare with Fig. 7) or Poisson level statistics [7], and these
results leave open the question of how the spectrum may be quantitatively characterized in direct

relation to some dynamical property of the system.

The cyclic permutation of Eq. (62) provides precisely such a characterization, via the persis-
tence probabilities in Eq. (63). As discussed in Sec. 4.2, these quantities are themselves measures of
energy level statistics when the cyclic permutation is a DFT of energy eigenstates, due to Eq. (29).
The associated map q that permutes the energy levels before comparing them to regularly spaced
levels is determined by the choice of my; for convenience, we denote this map Am, for the cyclic
permutation of Eq. (62). Then, setting d, = d,, for convenience and using Eq. (63) with dq, <1 /dy

to obtain the single-step DFT error e(1, tg) [qmy} =1-2(1, tg) [qmy], we get

R
c (Lt = %) [am,] < o +OM@, (65)

X

where d belongs to the infinite sequence occurring in Theorem 6.1 (with d, = d,)), for every
irrational «. By the discussion in Sec. 5.3, we expect £ (1, t)[q] > O(d_l) for Poisson statistics,
and e¢(1,ty)lq] > O(d %Ind) for Wigner-Dyson statistics, for all q; Eq. (65) thus constitutes an
analytical proof that all 2D KAM tori have significantly “more rigid” spectra than both Wigner-
Dyson and Poisson statistics in the appropriate energy subspaces. In Appendix D, we argue that
rational tori are non-ergodic over a range of t, and show spectral rigidity of the same order of
magnitude as Poisson statistics.

Another measure of spectral rigidity is the sorted DFT single-step error e (1, t5)[q], which is
most directly related to the conventionally studied mode fluctuations according to Sec. 4.2. Given
our choice of t;, the permutation q = q corresponds to a direct sorting of the “wrapped” energy
levels:

21 Jo  Jyx
E(]x!]y)to - H(JX’ Jy)iwxdx mOd 27'[ = 27[ |:<dX + dx> mod 1:| 7 (66)

which are essentially the eigenphases of the time evolution operator Uy (tg = 271/[w, d,]). Indeed,
while the density of states is highly nonuniform with linearly growing and decaying parts when
expressed in terms of H(J,, ] ), it naturally appears uniform in terms of the wrapped energies
E(ley) at t, (or the eigenphases of Uy, (t,)); see Figs. 9b, 9c. It is this “wrapping” that allows the
spectrum to have energy levels close to a regularly spaced spectrum (and correspondingly high
spectral rigidity) as per the discussion in Sec. 4.2.

We should also expect the analytically calculated DFT error of Eq. (65) to not be less than the
sorted DFT error (see also the corresponding discussion in Sec. 4.2):

ec(Lto)lam, ] > ec(L t)[ql. (67)

We numerically verify this to be the case for L4 (with d, = d,) both belonging to and out-
side the infinite sequence to which Theorem 6.1 applies; however, we specifically appear to have
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ec(l,ty) [qmy] ~ ec(1,tg)[q] for several X, including all those belonging to the infinite sequence
(i.e. with Iédyl <1/ dy). This is shown in Fig. 9d. Finally, we find that the persistence amplitudes

2*(p, to)[q] are also in close numerical agreement with Eq. (63) for X4 in this sequence, as seen
in Fig. 9e. Finally, the SFF is shown in Fig. 9f, with a large O(1) peak expected at p = +d from
Eq. (63).

In conclusion, we have analytically proven and numerically verified that all quantized 2D
KAM tori admit an infinite sequence of energy subspaces that are cyclic ergodic and non-aperiodic,
with an exact expression for the spectral rigidity that is of a higher order of magnitude than even
Wigner-Dyson level statistics (i.e. has lower error). On the other hand, quantized rational tori
were shown to be non-aperiodic and argued (in Appendix D) to have spectral rigidity comparable
to Poisson statistics, making them unlikely to be ergodic in any subspace. These quantum proper-
ties directly reflect the discretized classical ergodic properties of these systems. Some additional
numerical evidence (outside the scope of this paper) further indicates that it is possible, and per-
haps even typical, to have cyclic ergodic and non-aperiodic subspaces for KAM tori even when
L4 is not in the infinite sequence for which we are able to prove these properties analytically.
These subspaces often show an almost ideal Gaussian persistence and an apparent O(d > In d)
error (e.g., for « = v/2), but we do not yet have a quantitative understanding of this behavior.

7 Discussion: Dynamical ergodicity and thermalization

In classical dynamical systems, it is usually unnecessary to differentiate between two equivalent
notions of ergodicity. The first is “dynamical ergodicity”, by which we mean the dynamical behav-
ior where almost all initial states in phase space visit the neighborhood of every other state. The
second is “thermal ergodicity”, referring to the initial-state-independence of time-averaged expec-
tation values of any observable, as quantified by Eq. (1). The direct equivalence [1, 3] between the
dynamical and thermal property is at the foundation of classical statistical mechanics [4].

The analogous picture for quantum dynamical systems is the main subject of this section,
which we will approach in a semi-qualitative manner. As noted in Sec. 1, ETH has been proposed
as a quantum analogue (or at least, a sufficient condition) for the thermal ergodicity of physical
observables, and is largely a statement about energy eigenstates in some “physical” basis (with
minimal conditions on the energy eigenvalues themselves, namely non-degeneracy and rational
incommensurability) [13-15]. The detailed study of quantum cyclic permutations in the previous
sections strongly suggests that quantum cyclic ergodicity, which directly decodes spectral rigidity
into a dynamical property in Hilbert space, is the appropriate quantum counterpart to dynamical
ergodicity. The open problem of the connection between dynamical and thermal properties in
quantum statistical mechanics is therefore essentially equivalent (through the framework of cyclic
permutations) to that of the connection between the observable-independent energy eigenvalues
and observable- (or basis-)dependent energy eigenstates of a quantum system.

The close correspondence between quantum and classical cyclic ergodicity suggests that one
may explore these connections in systems with a classical limit, and apply it to a more general class
of quantum systems that show spectral rigidity and ETH. In particular, we may treat a quantum
cyclic permutation € in some L, as representing a fictitious phase space (or energy shell) P[C] in
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systems with or without a classical limit. By Weyl’s law [7], an ensemble of u(A)d pure states
in C represents a region P[C] of measure p(A) (see Sec. 3, and Refs. [68, 69]). Such an ensemble
corresponds to a mixed state of the form

D IC(Cl, (68)

kEC(A)

where C(A) C Z, is a set of indices of size |C(A)| = p(A)d (with |-| denoting the cardinality of a
finite set). Interestingly, while such a connection between mixed states and phase space regions
could in principle be used to quantitatively connect the quantum error e (1, ty) to that of the clas-
sical cyclic permutations, it is not clear how to do this in practice. This is because the dominant
contribution to the classical error is in the lack of overlap of these mixed states, which is deter-
mined more strongly by their support in Hilbert space [92, 93] than the much smaller contribution
from the error in the overlap of the constituent pure states, except in the trivial u(Cy ) — 1/d pure
state limit.

It is also worth noting that not all P[C] correspond to the actual phase space P in systems with
a classical limit, but likely only those that satisfy the generating property with respect to classical
phase space regions (see Sec. 2.2). At a strictly formal level, any n-element partition By (n) of P
can be used to define non-degenerate observables b[B, (n)] that take distinct values on each B (n)
asn — oo (e.g. b is essentially 0 for the tori of Sec. 6); such observables admit an orthonormal
eigenbasis B = {|By)} by the standard procedure of quantization, such as the postulates in Ref. [73].
The quantum analogue of the generating property then appears to be

(C=B) = (PICI=7), (69)

for some such B, and is therefore an observable-dependent eigenstate property, unlike cyclic er-
godicity.

7.1 Quantum analogues of classical ergodicity and mixing

If such a generating € has error e¢(1,t,), we can approximate Uy, (pty) =~ U} whenever [p| <
1/y/ec(1,tg) (from the bound of Egs. (16), (36)). As we will see below, this approximation implies
that late-time quantum dynamics in the fictitious phase space basis P[C] can be described in nearly

classical terms up to extremely long times for sufficiently rigid spectra (e.g. ty/y/In(ty/tamp)
with tg = tramp
thermalization processes such as scrambling that cause an initial state to rapidly spread in some

tod = ty for Wigner-Dyson spectra), standing in contrast to rapid “quantum”

“local” basis over much shorter times (closer to t,,,,,) without any significant influence of spectral
rigidity beyond t > t,,1,, [39, 41, 50, 53, 80, 82, 94].

Using the above approximation with Eq. (68) for A,B C P, we have
1
W(ITPPANB) &~ £ |C(TPOA)NC(B)|. (70)

In this way, thermal properties of fictitious phase space regions A,B can be represented over this
time scale as simple correlation functions of subsets C(A), C(B) of Z 4 under relative shifts, which
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may obey e.g. Eq. (1) or Eq. (2). We further expect that not all such regions A, B are “physi-
cally relevant” in the classical limit: some may correspond to e.g. scattered points or regions that
do not contain the neighborhood of any point in the appropriate physical variables (such as the
highlighted set {Cy Ji-, in Fig. 8). The definition of such regions requires considerably higher
resolution (of measure ~ 1/d) in the physical variables than classically accessible, and arguably
become unphysical in the classical limit. Thus, if all physical regions A, B, ... satisfy Eq. (1) we
have the emergence of effectively classical ergodic behavior, and if they further satisfy Eq. (2) we
have mixing behavior, in the fictitious phase space P[C].

We note that such statements, about the physicality of fictitious phase space regions with re-
spect to observables, is again an observable-dependent eigenstate property and not determined
by spectral rigidity. This suggests that the classical ergodic hierarchy is significantly encoded in
the energy eigenstates (with spectral rigidity determining the time scale of applicability), while
it is their discretized counterparts (cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity) that are fully encoded in
the energy eigenvalues. Such a conclusion is consistent with the mathematical observation [63]
that classical cyclic permutation errors cannot fully identify classical mixing behaviors, which in-
stead requires an “incongruity” of the C;, when expressed in terms of the physical variables in the
n — oo continuum limit (for the non-existence of well-behaved non-constant eigenfunctions of
Uy =~ Usg,, see also Sec. 2.1). An identical conclusion is suggested by the recent numerical obser-
vation [34, 35] that similar spectral properties may be seen in mixing and merely ergodic systems,
and one may require explicitly identified physical variables to distinguish them. Nevertheless,
in Sec. 7.2, we argue that a connection between spectral rigidity and eigenstate properties can be
made if we introduce an appropriate dynamical criterion to identify physical observables.

7.2 Poincaré recurrences and eigenstate thermalization

It is natural to ask if we can characterize a physical phase space P[C] directly based on some
physical property, without relying on observables such as B (which may only be possible to iden-
tify in quantum systems with an explicit phase space description [95], and even then, may be
complicated by the non-classical behavior of e.g. Wigner quasiprobability distributions [96-98],
especially for small u(C,)). In this subsection, we consider a quantum analogue of Poincaré re-
currences as a candidate for this role, noting that it is satisfied by the physical phase space in all
classical systems — ergodic and non—ergodic7.

We introduce the following ad-hoc definition based on the classical statement of the Poincaré
recurrence theorem [1-3] (see also Sec. 2): any subspace H(A) C X, with projector T(A) (and
density matrix p(A) = TT(A)/ Tr[TT(A)]) is Poincaré recurrent if there exists an orthonormal basis
A for H{(A), such that any pure state \p) € A returns to have a larger-than-random overlap with
the subspace at some time t, with t; < [t| < O(tyd):

Tr [T1(A) Uy (OR0) (bl ()] > O(a ™). (71)

We note the similarity of the restriction on the range of t to that in the definition of cyclic aperiod-
icity (Eq. (14)).

"We recall that quantum recurrences [71] of phases in the energy eigenbasis occur over times possibly exponentially
large in d [72], and are not directly relevant at earlier times.
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For simplicity, we assume that it is sufficient to consider DFT cyclic permutations as rep-
resenting any (sub-)regions in phase space. We also assume that the persistence amplitude is
the only greater-than-random component of any state with respect to a DFT basis of interest (in
other words, none of the terms slc/ 2 (P, to) v (p) exceed O(d_l/ 2) in magnitude), as is typically the
case for e.g. Wigner-Dyson or Poisson statistics (partly due to Eq. (43)). Let tz(C) then represent
the randomization time of a DFT cyclic permutation ¢ — the smallest time for which we have
z(tg/to, ty) = O (d_l/ 2), which generically decreases with increasing ¢ (1, ty).

The time tg determines the minimum dimension of Poincaré recurrent subspaces J{(A) that

have the diagonal form in Eq. (68). Specifically, only subspaces with

. B tod
dim H(A) = u(A)d > (€)'

(72)

are guaranteed to be Poincaré recurrent. Non-aperiodic cyclic permutations have t;(€) > tyd and
every subspace is recurrent; for ergodic ones, tg (C) > tyd/2, and any subspace with J{(A) > 2 (in
other words, every subspace that is not a pure state) is recurrent.

If we impose Poincaré recurrence for all regions of the form of Eq. (68) containing more than
one pure state (u(A) > 1/ d)8, as a criterion to identify a physical phase space P[C] = P, it follows
that the only DFT cyclic permutations that can satisfy this requirement are ergodic ones. In other
DEFT bases, Poincaré recurrence fails for certain regions A with 2/d < p(A) < ty/tg(€). Thus, if
we want to construct a fictitious phase space for some energy subspace I that satisfies Poincaré
recurrence for arbitrarily small regions (of greater than the smallest volume 1/d), there are two
possibilities given our assumptions:

1. X, isitself ergodic, and a corresponding ergodic (DFT) cyclic permutation € allows the defi-
nition of mixed states corresponding to Poincaré recurrent phase space regions according to
Eq. (68).

2. 14 must be decomposed into M ergodic subspaces L4 (1),...,Z4,, (M), each spanned by dy
energy levels (respectively) that add up to d. Poincaré recurrent phase space regions can
then be defined according to Eq. (68) on the combination of their respective ergodic (DFT)
cyclic permutations €(1), ..., €(M). The previous case corresponds to M = 1.

This is the key component of our argument: imposing an ad-hoc Poincaré recurrence requirement
to identify a physical phase space basis P[C] = P forces this basis to be a collection of ergodic cyclic
permutations. Thus, we obtain a quantum analogue of the classically more trivial statement that
the phase space P is either itself ergodic or decomposes into ergodic subsets [1-3].

In either case, the projectors TT(A) can be written as

M
A =Y 3 ICm)(Cy(m) (73)

m=1%keC, (A)

81f we imagine pure states as corresponding to regions with negligible (= 1/d) phase space measure, they are effec-
tively measure zero sets which are not required to satisfy Poincaré recurrence even classically, unless they are on e.g.
periodic orbits. More realistically, we should expect recurrence times to increase with decreasing measure
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where each C,, (A) is a set of n,, (A) = |C,,,(A)] indices of elements of C(m), and } , N, (A) =
n(A) =~ u(A)d.

The connection to ETH emerges if one asks for the matrix elements of these projectors in the
energy eigenbasis. Let {|E; (m)>}i“:‘0_ " be the energy eigenstates contained in L4 (m), whose form
is explicitly known as DFTs of the |C} (m)). Assuming that (in the generic case) each C, (A) is
randomly distributed on €(m) (so the phases of the DFT can be taken to be random for 1 < n,,, <
d,,), we have

(B mAE; m) = "5, 10 (‘2“““) Ryg(m), 74
m m

for some random d,,, x d,, Hermitian matrix Ry;(m) with O(1) matrix elements (with weak corre-

lations ensuring 11 = 7). On the other hand, the statement of ETH for an n-dimensional projector

1T may be motivated by random matrix arguments (e.g. similar to Refs. [13, 15, 55]; see also

Ref. [99] for a discussion of the role of highly degenerate projectors), giving

(EIM[E;) = gakj +0 <*{1ﬁ> Ry, (75)
in the full energy subspace ;. We see that Eq. (74) and Eq. (75) are guaranteed to agree for
M = 1. For M > 1, the first (diagonal) terms of Eq. (74) and (75) can only agree through a
statistically unlikely coincidence n,,/d,, = n/d; even in the rare instance that this holds, the
second (fluctuation) term of the former typically has matrix elements of size O[( v/Mn)/d] (or zero
when k, j correspond to different de (m)), and ETH can be satisfied only for M = O(1).

We have essentially argued (under some simplifications, e.g. focusing on DFT bases with typ-
ical random parts), that a quantum correspondence between dynamical ergodicity (equivalently,
spectral rigidity) and thermal ergodicity (essentially, observable-dependent ETH or eigenstate
properties) can be established within the framework of cyclic permutations, given a single ad-
ditional principle to identify physical observables. In particular, given Poincaré recurrence, ETH
is satisfied by generic projectors onto “physical” phase space regions (which then show quantum
analogues of thermal ergodicity and mixing, albeit over long times t > t,,,,) only if the system is
cyclic ergodicin X 4. It would be interesting to see if such an argument can be made more rigorous,
and suitably generalized to systems without a classical limit where a similar correspondence be-
tween eigenvalue and eigenstate statistics is observed but not yet understood. To do so, it would
be necessary to determine if there’s any link between a Poincaré recurrence requirement for the
fictitious phase space observables considered here (relevant for t 2 t,n, dynamics), and the local
or few-body observables (relevant for t S t;.yp) that are the subject of conventional ETH [9-11,
13-15, 100].

8 Conclusions

We have identified fully quantum dynamical properties in the Hilbert space that resemble dis-
cretized classical ergodic properties, namely cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity, and shown how
these are determined by precise measures of energy level statistics, thereby introducing genuine
dynamical elements into the study of quantum ergodicity and “chaos”. These properties were
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illustrated with four physically relevant types of level statistics: Wigner-Dyson, Poisson, and that
of 2D KAM and rational tori. A key takeaway is that we can isolate the precise aspects of random
matrix behavior — an exact Gaussian distribution of mode fluctuations with variance O‘ZA in the
range of Wigner-Dyson spectral rigidity — that are sufficient for cyclic ergodicity and aperiodic-
ity. However, they are not necessary conditions, as typified by the cyclic ergodic 2D KAM tori.
Our study of the latter included an analytical proof of spectral rigidity in an infinite sequence of
subspaces, demonstrating that cyclic permutations may offer an intuitive path towards the open
problem of rigorously connecting spectral and dynamical properties in individual systems [60,
61].

At a conceptual level, our dynamical construction helps clarify why spectral rigidity should
be most directly associated with ergodicity (more precisely, cyclic ergodicity) — rather than chaos
as is the norm in the literature — providing a theoretical justification for recent numerical obser-
vations [34, 35] in systems with a non-chaotic, ergodic classical limit. At the same time, the precise
relationship between these quantum cyclic permutations and more familiar (semi-)classical prop-
erties merits further investigation, perhaps based on a classical limit of Egs. (43) and (49) that
relate quantum cyclic ergodicity to mean recurrence properties (such as, possibly, a coherent effect
of periodic orbits) in a DFT cyclic permutation. As argued in Sec. 7, the classical limit may also
provide inspiration for identifying fully quantum connections between dynamical (or eigenvalue)
and thermal (or eigenstate) properties in arbitrary quantum systems.

The approach developed here may generalize to “quantizing” other dynamical properties of
physical interest. Connections between quantum dynamical properties and a suitably defined
Kolmogorov-Sinai (KS) entropy (a measure of chaos closely related to Lyapunov exponents [5],
see e.g. Ref. [101] for candidate definitions) may be accessible through non-cyclic permutations,
which are related to the classical KS entropy in Refs. [2, 57]. Generalizing further to non-unitary
dynamical structures could help associate precise dynamical properties with the recently observed
analogues of spectral rigidity in autonomous dissipative quantum systems, whose evolution is
generated by non-unitary Liouvillian superoperators [102-104]. Finally, the precise understanding
of the spectral rigidity of 2D KAM tori in terms of their dynamical properties obtained in Sec. 6
may serve as a starting point to adapt elements of KAM theory [5, 87] — the classical study of the
development of ergodicity under perturbations to integrable systems — to fully quantum systems.
The rapid development of ergodicity in many-particle systems even under small perturbations,
while not well understood in quantum mechanics, is believed to be essential for the applicability
of statistical mechanics [14, 105].
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Appendix A Classical cyclic permutations (review)

This proof essentially follows Ref. [57]. First, we discuss the bound for cyclic ergodicity. As-
sume that each of the (say) M ergodic subsets {J’j};\i { of P completely contains at least one

element Cp(j) - in of the decomposition. As Tt Cp(j) € fP]- for all t by definition, we must have

u[(gPOFD=P 0Tt Cp5)) N Cpj41)) = 0. Animportant exception to this behavior is when M =1,
where there is no reason to impose a vanishing intersection. Thus,

. 1
*Z (TPOFPOMC, (1)) ACy(541] = ZMc, (76)

for M > 2. Now, we need to know how the error in an {-step time evolution (T gt Cy) ACy s
related to the error (T7'°C,) A C,,; made in approximating each step. For this, we note that

((I(mﬂ)tOA) —Cpa C [(‘J’tOC ) — Cm+1} U Tt [(‘J’mtOA) —C |, VAC? (77)

4
MITHC) ACd € Y ul(TChim—1) A Crpml, (78)

m=1

where the second line follows from recursively applying the first line to gm+tc k & Cypq with
A = Cy. Using this in Eq. (76), one obtains € > (Mc/n) for M > 2, giving € < 2/n for
MC == 1

Cyclic aperiodicity is more straightforward. We impose u[(T™""C,.) N C,] = 0 (up to possible
corrections that vanish as n — co0), which implies € > 1/n from Eq. (78).

Appendix B Quantum cyclic permutations

B.1 Fastest decay of persistence

Given a cyclic permutation basis € = {|C; )}) 01, consider some initial state |C, ). After p steps of
time evolution, it evolves into

Uy, (pto)ICy) = zic(p, to)ei¢k(p't°)‘ck+p>
+y 11—zt ), (79)

where |Vl(<]jr)p> is some normalized vector orthogonal to |Cy ), and ¢y (p, ty) is an unimportant
phase. This leads to a recurrence relation for the persistence amplitudes,

zi(p+ 1Pt0)ei¢k(p+l;t°) = <Ck+p+1|ﬂH(tO)ﬂH(pt0)|Ck>

=z (p)e" P, Uy (t)Crp)

+ /1= 22 (P, to)(Cre U (1) VRS, ). (80)
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Using the triangle inequality for the magnitudes of these vectors gives

2P t0) 2 (1) — /1= 2 p, toy /1 — 22 (1, )
<z (p+1t)

< {zk(p, to)ziyp (L tg) + \/1 — zi(p,to)\/1 — z]2<+p(1,t0)} , (81)

on noting that U, (to)|\/$jr)p> is orthogonal to Uy, (ty)|Cy +p), and consequently the inner product

of the former with [Cy ., ;1) cannot exceed 4/1 — 2z +p (1, t) in magnitude.

The above inequalities can be simplified by defining 0, (p) = arccoszy (p,ty) € [0,71/2]. In
terms of these variables, Eq. (81) becomes

min {6 (p) + By, (1), g} >0, (p+1) > 18,(p) — Oy (1) (82)

Summing 6, (p +1) — 6, (p) from p = p; top = p, — 1 gives

P21

sgn(p;) min {0, (p2), 5 | —sgn(p) min {04 (py), 5 | < (sgn(ps) —sgn(p1)) Y_ Oyp(1), (83)
P=P1

which becomes Eq. (16) when p; = 0. We see that the bound is saturated when U, (t,) at the p-th
step acts like a 2D rotation by the angle 6, ,(1) in the same direction as the previous steps.

B.2 Optimal errors for cyclic permutations

When Uc is a cycling operator, U is generally a permutation operator on € = {IC )85 that can
be decomposed into a direct sum of cycling operators, each acting on a separate [d/N(d, p)]-sized
subset of C:

N(d,p)
=P Uc,lp) (84)
j=1

The number of cycling operators N(d, p) is given by the greatest common divisor of p and d; in
particular, N(d,p) = 1 when p and d are coprime, including p = 1. This is most easily seen in
the eigenvalue structure of U, which consists of N(d, p) identical (degenerate) sets of distinct
[d/N(d, p)]-th roots of unity. It is also convenient to consider fwisted versions of UP, in which each

cycle acquires an additional phase o (w):

Nidp)
w(lg)= P ™™ Uc;(p). (85)
j=1

It is worth noting that the twisting functional w affects only the eigenvalues of UY, lifting the
degeneracy for most values of the «;(w), while preserving at least one complete orthonormal set
of its eigenvectors. Also, the p-step persistence amplitudes z; (p, t) are invariant under the action
of w.
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B.2.1 Optimizing the error via the trace inner product

Due to its non-negativity, the minimum persistence at a given p is bounded by the mean persis-
tence at that time:

,to) ,to) 86
min 3(p, to Z 2z (p, to (86)
We also have the inequality,

1

‘ T [WORY Tyt H Z! (CillUR) Ty (pto) € (87)

for any w, where the right hand side is just the mean persistence at p, expanded out.

Let us assume that for every € and given a p, there exists a unitary V- and a twisting func-
tional w such that
1 1&
3T [Vew(URYVEG (pto)] = 2 3~ [(Cutw{ TR Uy (pto)ICo)| - (89)
k=0

If this holds, then on account of Eq. (87) and the invariance of the z; (p, ty) under the action of w,

_max
Veu(d)

1 AP
1 Tr [VW{U.E}TVTUH (pto) } ‘ max o Z zi.(p, to), (89)

where w is chosen so that Eq. (88) is satisfied for some € that maximizes the right hand side
of Eq. (89). This follows as V. becomes a special case of V, and the only freedom to vary the
orthonormal basis € is through its reorientations in Hilbert space — precisely given by all possible
unitary transformations V € U(d) acting on the energy subspace I 4.

Now, we need to establish that Eq. (88) is indeed valid, and identify w. It is convenient to
consider the two cases of nondegenerate and degenerate U. separately.

1. Case 1: |p| and d are coprime. In this case, U} is itself a cycling operator. We separate the
persistence inner product into an amplitude and phase,

(Cl(0R) Ty (pto)ICy) = 2y (p, tg)e PP (90)
Let d(p, ty) = Zg;é dr (P, t). Define a new cyclic permutation €’ with basis vectors
" _
IC{(> IZJS_]p k{d)]p Pto)— [¢>(p1to)/d}}|ck>, (91)

where letllp K bjp = $_p + o+ by + ...+ by, is a sum over the index with steps of
size p, and subtracting ¢ (p, t;)/d from each term ensures the single-valuedness of the phases
in the new basis. This induces a unitary transformation U — Uer = \A/CIAIC\A/é (where U/
is required to satisfy Eq. (90) with the |C, ) replaced by |Cy)), such that

(ClVe (UR) VT (o) Cy) = 2, (p, ty)e PP/ 4, (92)

We see that Eq. (88) is then satisfied for a twisting functional w with o; (W) = —d(p, ty)/d
(however, this phase is inconsequential in this case, being absorbed by the absolute value in

Eq. (89)).

45



2. Case 2: |p| and d have a nontrivial common factor. For this case, we can ensure that the
analogue of Eq. (88) for each [d/N(d, p)]-element cycle is satisfied following the procedure
leading up to Eq. (92), with the total phase ¢(p, t,) replaced by that corresponding to the
respective cycle, 65 (p, to). Then, it follows that Eq. (88) is also satisfied overall for HE with a
twisting functional w given by o (w) = —;(p, ty)/d.

Thus, from Eq. (89), we can maximize the mean persistence by maximizing the magnitude of
the trace
() = [T [W{U2F Uy (pto)]| (93)

with respect to reorientations Uc — VHCVT. In Sec. B.2.2, this maximum is shown to occur for
some U satisfying

[Cys (), Wl =0 ©94)
aslong as f,, (ﬂc) > /d(d —2) at some such point.

If Uy, (pty) and w{U} } both have nondegenerate eigenvalues, each has a unique set of d eigen-
vectors corresponding to the respective eigenvectors of U (ty) and Uc. Eq. (94) then implies that
both sets of eigenvectors are identical, and U must commute with U;,(t,) to achieve a local ex-
tremum of the mean persistence.

When there are degeneracies (in any of U.H(to), ﬂH(ptO) or W{U.E}), we can nevertheless

reach a similar conclusion by infinitesimally breaking the degeneracies. We can define ﬂH(éu) =

Uy (pty )elBuY where 5, — 0 and Y is any finite Hermitian operator (i.e. with finite matrix ele-

ments in any orthonormal basis), such that UH ) has nondegenerate eigenvalues when §,, # 0.
Similarly, we define ws_; by a;(w, 5,,)) = (w ) + 6Wy] with 8,, — 0, with the y; chosen so as
to ensure the nondegeneracy of the eigenvalues of w{UP} (essentially, infinitesimally twisting any
degenerate et (W)ﬂcj (p), etk W U.C «(p), ... relative to each other). Re-expressing Eq. (89) in
terms of these variables, gives

d 1

1 A N TN
—Tr [Vw(sw){u?:}TVTUH(su) (Pto)] ‘ max — Z z1.(p, tg) + O(8y, 8,,), (95)
—0

max
alle d

veu(d)

where O(5,,,5,,) consists of terms of the form (5,,)%(5,,)°y ., With a,b > 1. As with Eq. (94), the
solution to the maximization on the left hand side must be among its local extrema, given by

[Ty, (pto), Wi, TURH] =0, %)

Now, each nondegenerate operator UH L (pto) and ws ){GE}T has a unique set of d eigenvec-
tors, which the above equat1on asserts are 1dent1ca1 We can choose Y and Y; to break the degen-
eracy of Uy, (pty) and w{UP} in any desired way i.e. to pick any complete orthonormal subset of
each set of eigenvectors. By Eq. (95), any such choice is equally good for maximizing the mean
persistence in the §,;,8,, — 0 limit. In particular, we can pick w s {U } so that its eigenvectors
are identical to those of U ; similarly, we can choose Y so that the elgenvectors of UH su) (Pto) are
identical to any complete orthonormal set of eigenvectors of Uy, (ty). In other words, any choice
of degeneracy breaking in the neighborhood of degenerate operators only infinitesimally affects
the local extrema of the left hand side of Eq. (95).
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Thus, the right hand side of Eq. (86) attains its global maximum when the eigenvectors of U
are fixed to be any complete orthonormal set of eigenvectors of U(t,), with the only freedom
remaining in the assignment of the distinct eigenvalues of U to these eigenvectors. This can be
concisely expressed as follows: the global maximum of the mean persistence occurs among the
solutions to .

lim |U(tg)e'®Y, Ue| =0, (97)
5—0

for any Hermitian Y. For any U satisfying this property, all the z;(p, ty) are equal at any given
p. It follows that min; z; (p, ty) is also maximized, and the p-step error minimized, by the same
U that maximizes the mean persistence. From the requirement i Ue) > \/d(d—2), we get the
condition e (p, ty) < (2/d) on such a minimum of the error.

B.2.2 Local extrema, and the global maximum for large persistence amplitudes

For simplicity, let U; = w{U}} and U, = Uy, (pty). We seek stationary points of the real valued
function (from Eq. (93))

‘Tr (11{112) ) (98)

with respect to small reorientations of U, by V, to first order. This would yield all the local maxima
and minima (as well as saddle and inflection points) of the function except the global minima

when the function attains the value 0, where it is not differentiable. We write V = e with X near
0, and require the phase of the O(X) term in Tr[\A/flI\A/TLAlZ] to be orthogonal to the phase of the
O(1) term (so that the first variation corresponds only to a change in phase and not in magnitude;
alternatively, one could directly extremize the square of Eq. (98)). This gives

Tr ()A( [LAlI, ﬂz}) =c(X)Tr (ﬂ;r ﬂ2> for all Hermitian X (99)

with ¢(X) required to be a real-valued function, for the stationary points. As can be verified by
imposing this for each independent degree of freedom in the matrix elements of X, this requires

[e*i“lzﬂ{,uz} —f, (100)

where F is some traceless Hermitian operator, and «;, is the phase of Tr(LAlI U,).

Up to this point, the unitarity of (; and U, played no role. Now, we use the fact that their
products are unitary, and write

e (i, = eM2, and Uye o (lf = etha (101)

for Hermitian A, and A,,. Formally defining sines and cosines of Hermitian operators through
their Taylor series (which are also Hermitian), Eq. (100) then gives

cosAjy —cos Ay +1i[sinAy, —sinAy]| =F. (102)
The Hermiticity of F demands that the anti-Hermitian part of the left hand side vanishes, giving

sin AlZ —sin A21 . (103)
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Let {a(k)}{_ be the eigenvalues of A}, and A,; (which must have identical eigenvalues up to
irrelevant shifts of 271, as products of two unitaries have the same eigenvalues irrespective of the
order [74]). As long as it is known that a(k) € [-7/2, 71/2], the sine is invertible and A,y =Ap, (In
fact, one gets A;, = A,; and therefore F = 0 for “generic” values of a(k) such that sin A,; is not
degenerate, i.e. the set {a(k), m+ a(k)} is non-degenerate). Consequently,

{at) € -m/2,m2), v} = ([e7e0], 0y =0) (104)

at a stationary point. The vanishing commutator on the right side of the implication is precisely
the condition of Eq. (94).

The question of interest is now if there’s a simple way to guarantee the restriction on a(k) in
Eq. (104). To see that there is, we note that [Tr(eiAlz )] € R by the definition of «;,, which implies

Z cosa(k) =Tr (eiAu) , (105)
k

Y sina(k) =0. (106)
k

Let us maximize the multivariable function bla(k)] = ), cos a(k) with fixed a(0) (and free a(k #
0)) subject to the constraint in Eq. (106) (and implicitly, non-negativity) using e.g. the method of
Lagrange multipliers. The stationary points of bla(k)] occur at

a(k #0) = ¢ + ¢y, with ¢, €{0,1}, (107)

for some constant c. The global maximum of b[a(k)] corresponds to ¢ € [—m/2, /2] and ;. = 0 Vk.
Imposing Eq. (106) to fix c in terms of a(0), we get

.2
0
Z cos a(k) < b, [a(0)] =cosa(0)+(d—1)4/1— Tcrllal()z). (108)
This is a monotonically decreasing function of |a(0)| in its full domain [0, ] for d > 2. In particular,
if [a(0)| > 7/2, then it is guaranteed that bla(k)] < b, [7/2] = y/d(d —2). Re-expressing b[a(k)]
in terms of the trace of the relevant unitaries, we then have

{|m (0fty)| > vata=2)} = {ato) € n2,m/2), vk} (109)

Combined with the implication in Eq. (104), it follows that maxima for which the trace is no
smaller than /d(d —2) occur for cycling operators that commute with time evolution, i.e. when
[ﬂ}, U,] = 0. Such commuting operators remain local extrema of the trace in other cases, but it is
unclear in the present analysis if the global maximum is among them. For comparison with the
following subsection, we note that a(k) = —27tpA, /d, where A, are the mode fluctuations used
elsewhere (see Eq. (31)) in the main text.

B.3 Decrease of persistence for small permutations of sorted energy levels

When A, < d, assuming that the energies E,, have been shifted by some additive constant so that
>« Ax =0, we have (representing d times the persistence amplitude as per Eq. (31))

< o 2 &
Y eiAd o= Z AL +0(AYdT). (110)
k=0 d k=0
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For simplicity, we assume that the levels are already sorted i.e. E,, < E,, whenn < m. This
further implies
AL —AL, >—m—ml|. (111)

Any permutation ¢(n) can be broken up [8] into a set of cyclic permutations q,.(n), each involving
a subset of N, levels £[q,] = {Erk}s;al. For the rest of the argument, we will require (where the
subtraction of r is on Z (linear), and not on Z 4 (circular or modulo d))

e =75l < d/2, Yk,jEZy, (112)

for each q,; permutations q satisfying this are what we refer to as “small” permutations. This will
ensure that Eq. (110) remains valid under these permutations without discrete shifts of some of
the A, by multiples of (27).

The new mode fluctuations after permutation are given by

Ay =N ey —1d, (113)

Tk Tit1

for each cycle q,.. It follows that the mean is preserved i.e.

N,—1 N,—1
Y AL =) A, (114)
k=0 k=0

Our goal is to show that the variance of the A is larger than that of the A, which would translate
to a decreased persistence by Eq. (110). We have

N, —1 N,—1 N, -1 N,—1
> A=) (A P=2) A I md+ ) g —ndt (115)
k=0 k=0 k=0 k=0

In general, the 1, are not in any simple (e.g. ascending or descending) order. We can split each
difference [r,_; — 1] in the first term on the right hand side into a sum of differences of the ,
lying between (and inclusive of) them:

Aryea—md= 3 G (5 —1y), (116)

€T TI4]

where ¢y = sgn(r;; — 1y ], and the r; are chosen to be sorted according to j. On including terms
with different values of k, each interval (r; 1 —1;) occurs in an equal number of terms with pos-
itive ¢, = +1 (11 > 1541) and negative . = —1 (rq < 15). We can arbitrarily pair each
positive term v, with a negative term r_, and use Eq. (111) for the difference A, — A, noting
that v, > r_. This amounts to replacing the equality with >, and each A,  with —1y 4, in
Eq. (115). We therefore obtain

N,—1 N,—1 N,—1 N,—1
D A= (A= ) e =2 ) mealea -l
k=0 k=0 k=0 k=0
N,—1 N,—1
= ) (A )= ) (A% (117)
k=0 k=0
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The second equation follows from simplifying the first. Adding all such equations from each q,.
together, we get

d—1 ) d—1 _

Z efZNiAk/d < Z 672711Ak/d + O(A3d73)‘ (118)

k=0 k=0
This shows that sorting the energy levels corresponds to the maximum persistence at p = 1 for
a given t;, and small A, at least among other possibilities that can be obtained as small permu-
tations of the sorted levels. This is more like a discrete version of a local extremum. It would be
interesting to check if “larger” permutations not subject to Eq. (112) would lead to significantly
better maxima; this is unlikely to be the case without some non-intuitive conspiracy between dis-
tant energy levels.

Appendix C Time dependence of persistence amplitudes

C.1 Error coefficient pairing in discrete sum over paths

We rewrite Eq. (40) forp =1 as

A

e 1ol — (1 —¢/? (119)

d—1
i+g, ) v (MUT|,
m=1

where ¢, = ec(p, ty) and g; = \/&1/(1 —¢;). We note that g, is also the coefficient that occurs on
the right hand side of Eq. (42). The p-th power of the error unitary is

o)
(e PPall) = (1—g)P2 Y~ C’)gf > v (D) v (AT
s=0

my,..., My
d—1 P
=(1-&)"?> (Z rﬁ“) Ur (120)

where (E) = p!/(s!(p — s)!) is the binomial coefficient, and we recall that the sums are modulo d.
We have also defined

rgﬂz(P)g; S v (v (B0, .+ = 1), (121)

with ©(x) = 1 if x is true and 0 otherwise. Each term with fixed r in (120) represents a sum over
paths for the transition amplitude from any |Cy) to |Cy ).

Now, we apply the assumption of error coefficient pairing, by considering only terms where
. For even s in Eq. (121), restricting to such pairings necessarily implies that m; +... +mg = 0.
For odd s, it is not possible to pair all error coefficients and a free error coefficient remains, whose
index must necessarily be r if the remaining coefficients are paired. Schematically (in the sense
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that we avoid explicitly enumerating the possible pairings), for non-negative integer u,

r£2u>z5ro{<2fl>9%“ > [vmltl)vml(m...[vmumvmu(lﬂ}/ (122)

pairings

rew ) & giv, (p —2w) < 22) gt Y o, MV (W] v (DY (D] (123)
pairings
In the second line, we have accounted for s = 2u + 1 different ways of choosing the unpaired
coefficient, and used s(¥) = (p+1—s) (7).

For a given u, the sum over pairings and coefficients within the braces in Egs. (122) and (123)
are identical, irrespective of the value of r. Treating g; as a formally independent parameter that
we can take partial derivatives with respect to, we can further replace (p —2u) with (p — g4 3/ 0g1)
acting on its right in Eq. (123), which moves all the u dependence to inside the braces. For even
p, this means that each sum over s in Eq. (120) — which is naturally restricted to even s for r = 0
and odd s for r # 0 after pairing — produces coefficients for all r that are identical except for the
operators outside the braces in Egs. (122) and (123). If the time dependence is sufficiently slow, the
result for odd p can be extrapolated (to a good approximation) in any convenient way between
those for p £ 1. Thus, we have the approximate form

i+g Zv JUe (P 9162 )]h(plgl)- (124)

The function h(p, g;) originates in the sum over pairings within the braces of Egs. (122) and (123);

(e PPa) (1 ¢)P/2

from the above expression, it is formally related to the persistence amplitude at p by

z(p, ty) = (1—¢1)?*h <P/ 1i1£1> . (125)

C.2 Gaussian estimate

The persistence amplitude at p + 1 can be expressed in terms of the coefficients in U} and Ul as
follows:

2(p+1,t) = ‘ Tr[uAup}

Substituting the appropriate expressions for ¢, and v,, from Eq. (124), we get

z(p,ty) + { 1—¢)P/? ZZV (p 9162 )h(p,gﬂ}‘ (127)

Now, we assume that the second term within the absolute value is smaller than the first, and
ph > g;0h/dg;; both will be justified retroactively. Further defining

Z v, (1)v_,(1), (128)
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(126)

zZ(p+1,t) ~ (1—g;) 2




which happens to measure the goodness of the approximation in Eq. (45), we are led to

2(p+1,t) ~ (1- ) 1= glpve | 2(p, to). (129)

It is now straightforward to multiply over values of p from some given p through to 1. For ¢y < 1
and setting v ~ 1 as per Eq. (45), we get

2
_ £
z(p, ty) ~ exp [—lepl - 921192] : (130)

We see that the smallness of the second term in Eq. (127) and ph > ¢,0h/0dg; are both satisfied
when p < 1/g;, i.e. when the persistence amplitude is still close to 1.

C.3 Minimum error constraints from the SFF
Substituting the form K(t) = AtY in Eq. (49) and dropping subleading terms in ¢; = ¢ (1, t;) gives

M)
)y Y P g (131)
p=1

For v € [0,1), the left hand side is dominated by small p and is independent of M. Replacing
1/(M,/€1) — oo, we obtain
€1 2 2AY C(2—7y), (132)

where ((x) is the Riemann zeta function. In particular, for y = 0 and A = 1/d (Poisson statistics),
we have € £ v /(3d) = O(1/d). For y > 1, it is instead the terms with larger p that dominate. Us-
ing the leading term in Faulhaber’s formula for the sum (formula (0.121) in Ref. [106]; equivalent
to replacing the sum with an integral), we have

v—1
ALY L/ %ﬁ” < e (133)

The presence of M = O(1) > 1 in this expression allows us to make only order of magnitude
statements. We get

1+v)/2 (vy—1)
e\ TY)/2 = oY VIEE (134)

which implies ¢; > O(d74/(y+1)) when A = O(dfz) and ty = O(1), for any y = O(1) > 1. The
most generic case (i.e. typical for Haar random [7, 8] systems), Y = 1, is a bit more subtle. Here, it
is again the large-p terms that dominate, so we take the y — 1 limit of Eq. (133), which gives

€1
in (i)

This is a transcendental equation for ¢;, but we can nevertheless invert it to leading order in A
(i.e. substituting ¢; = p(A)A and solving for p, neglecting In(In A)), obtaining

> 2\t (135)
=~ 0

1

For Wigner-Dyson statistics, A = O(dfz) and ty = O(1) gives € > O(df2 Ind).

52



C.4 Numerical evidence for error coefficient pairing

To provide numerical evidence for the pairing of error coefficients, we test the prediction of
Eq. (124) when g;0h/dg; is negligible i.e. Eq. (46) in the main text. More directly, we define

1
v =——v . 137
m(p) 2l ty) m(p) (137)
Egs. (124), (46) then imply that v, (p) = ¥,,,(1) forany p < 1/1/ec(1, ty). This is verified in Fig. 10
for the (3 = 2, d = 2048) CUE dataset of Fig. 7, for which 1/+/¢ (1, ty) ~ 525.

d=2048 d=2048 d=2048 i
- — |Vm(100)|2 v - — |Vm(250)|2
1.x1078 ‘ 17m(100) | 210" — |7n(100)]2 1.x10°8 17m(250) | [
8.x10° 17m(1)|? 7m(1)]2 8.x10° 17m(D]? ‘
x -8 o o
6109 17m(1)-7(100) |2 ‘ 1:5x10 il m(1)-7(100) |2 o0l 17n(1)-7n(250) |2 | |‘
[ 1.x107® ‘ | |l
4.x107° ‘ “l‘ 4.x10° ’ ‘ ‘
2.x10°° I 1 LlL A 5.x107| 1! i il 2.x10°° SN 1 1 | . l'\‘l'fﬂ
‘ (Y TTRYIN T ‘ 1 I P A . o B L RS
0 500 1000 1500 2000 % s0 100 150 200 250 308" 0 500 1000 1500 2000
(a) p = 100. (b) p = 100, zoomed in. (c) p = 250.

Figure 10: Comparison of v, (p) with ¥, (1), using magnitudes Iflm(p)lz, |\7m(1)|2 and residuals
¥, (1) — 9, (p)I* for d = 2048. The residuals are predicted to be negligible compared to the
magnitudes at the same m for p < 525, which these plots are in good agreement with even when
p is a considerable fraction of 525.

Appendix D Non-ergodicity and spectral fluctuations in rational tori

When o = m/{ is rational with coprime m and ¢, all energy eigenstates of the form (J, —rm, J,, +
), v € Z for a given (], ],,) have the same energy [22]. Consequently, taking into account the
restriction of (], J,,) to a rectangle of area d in L4, the energy spectrum is O(v/d)-fold degenerate
with O(v/d) unique energy values (when d,, = dy). Thus, in the calculation of the mode fluctua-
tions A,, = [Eq(n)tod/ (271)] —n (see Eq. (30)) for generic t,, each unique value of E is associated
with O(v/d) different (at best, consecutive) values of the integer n due to the degeneracy, and we
have A,, > O(v/d) in general. This argument means that for rational tori, we should expect (based
on Egs. (29) and (31))

ec(1,tp)lql ~ O(d ?03) 2 0(d™ 1), (138)

which is at least of the same order of magnitude of spectral fluctuations as Poisson level statistics.
Given that the 1-step error for any cyclic permutation must be 2 O(d™") in this case by Theo-
rem 4.1, it follows that rational tori are unlikely to possess any ergodic cyclic permutation in X 4.
We also note that an analytically solvable illustration of this argument is given by the sorted DFT
cyclic permutation for t, = 27t/(w,d,) when d, = d,;, in which the (wrapped) energy levels are
exactly v/d-fold degenerate.

53



References

[1] Y. G. Sinai, Introduction to ergodic theory, Vol. 18 (Princeton University Press, 1977), ISBN:
978-0691081823.
[2] I P Cornfield, S. V. Fomin, and Y. G. Sinai, Ergodic theory (Springer-Verlag New York, 1982),
ISBN: 978-1-4615-6927-5.
[3] P.R.Halmos, Lectures on ergodic theory (Dover Publications, 2017), ISBN: 9780486814896.
[4] R. Frigg,]. Berkovitz, and F. Kronz, “The ergodic hierarchy”, The Stanford Encyclopedia of
Philosophy, Fall 2020 Edition, edited by E. N. Zalta.
E. Ott, Chaos in dynamical systems (Cambridge University Press, 2002).
E. B. Rozenbaum, L. A. Bunimovich, and V. Galitski, “Early-time exponential instabilities
in non-chaotic quantum systems”, arXiv preprint arXiv:1902.05466v2 (2019).
[7] F Haake, Quantum signatures of chaos (Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2001).
[8] M. L. Mehta, Random matrices (Elsevier, 2004), ISBN: 978-0-12-088409-4.
[9] J. M. Deutsch, “Quantum statistical mechanics in a closed system”, Phys. Rev. A 43, 2046~
2049 (1991).
[10] M. Srednicki, “Chaos and quantum thermalization”, Phys. Rev. E 50, 888-901 (1994).
[11] M. Srednicki, “The approach to thermal equilibrium in quantized chaotic systems”, J. Phys.
A: Math. Gen. 32, 1163-1175 (1999).
[12] M. Rigol, V. Dunjko, and M. Olshanii, “Thermalization and its mechanism for generic iso-
lated quantum systems”, Nature 452, 854-858 (2008).
[13] L. D’Alessio, Y. Kafri, A. Polkovnikov, and M. Rigol, “From quantum chaos and eigen-

—_ —
N O
—_—

state thermalization to statistical mechanics and thermodynamics”, Adv. Phys. 65, 239-362
(2016).

[14] ]. M. Deutsch, “Eigenstate thermalization hypothesis”, Rep. Prog. Phys. 81, 082001 (2018).

[15] A.Dymarsky, N. Lashkari, and H. Liu, “Subsystem eigenstate thermalization hypothesis”,
Phys. Rev. E 97, 012140 (2018).

[16] S. Goldstein, J. L. Lebowitz, R. Tumulka, and N. Zanghi, “Canonical typicality”, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 96, 050403 (2006).

[17] S. Popescu, A. J. Short, and A. Winter, “Entanglement and the foundations of statistical
mechanics”, Nat. Phys. 2, 754-758 (2006).

[18] S. Goldstein, J. L. Lebowitz, C. Mastrodonato, R. Tumulka, and N. Zanghi, “Normal typi-
cality and von Neumann’s quantum ergodic theorem”, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 466, 3203
3224 (2010).

[19] P.Reimann, “Foundation of statistical mechanics under experimentally realistic conditions”,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 190403 (2008).

[20] A.]. Short, “Equilibration of quantum systems and subsystems”, New J. Phys. 13, 053009
(2011).

[21] D. Zhang, H. T. Quan, and B. Wu, “Ergodicity and mixing in quantum dynamics”, Phys.
Rev. E 94, 022150 (2016).

[22] M. V. Berry and M. Tabor, “Level clustering in the regular spectrum”, Proc. Royal Soc.
Lond. 356, 375-394 (1977).

[23] S.W.McDonald and A. N. Kaufman, “Spectrum and eigenfunctions for a hamiltonian with
stochastic trajectories”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 42, 1189 (1979).

54


https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/fall2020/entries/ergodic-hierarchy/
https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/fall2020/entries/ergodic-hierarchy/
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1902.05466
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.43.2046
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.43.2046
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.50.888
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/32/7/007
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/32/7/007
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature06838
https://doi.org/10.1080/00018732.2016.1198134
https://doi.org/10.1080/00018732.2016.1198134
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/aac9f1
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.97.012140
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.050403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.050403
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys444
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2009.0635
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2009.0635
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.190403
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/13/5/053009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/13/5/053009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.94.022150
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.94.022150
https://royalsocietypublishing.org/doi/10.1098/rspa.1977.0140
https://royalsocietypublishing.org/doi/10.1098/rspa.1977.0140
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.42.1189

[24]
[25]
[26]
[27]
(28]

[29]

G. Casati, F. Valz-Gris, and I. Guarnieri, “On the connection between quantization of nonin-
tegrable systems and statistical theory of spectra”, Lett. Nuovo Cimento 28, 279-282 (1980).
M. V. Berry, “Quantizing a classically ergodic system: Sinai’s billiard and the KKR method”,
Ann. Phys. 131, 163-216 (1981).

O. Bohigas, M.-]. Giannoni, and C. Schmit, “Characterization of chaotic quantum spectra
and universality of level fluctuation laws”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 52, 1 (1984).

J. H. Hannay and A. M. Ozorio de Almeida, “Periodic orbits and a correlation function for
the semiclassical density of states”, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 17, 3429 (1984).

M. V. Berry, “Semiclassical theory of spectral rigidity”, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 400, 229-251
(1985).

N. Argaman, Y. Imry, and U. Smilansky, “Semiclassical analysis of spectral correlations in
mesoscopic systems”, Phys. Rev. B 47, 4440 (1993).

M. Sieber and K. Richter, “Correlations between periodic orbits and their role in spectral
statistics”, Phys. Scr. 2001, 128 (2001).

S. Miiller, S. Heusler, P. Braun, F. Haake, and A. Altland, “Semiclassical foundation of uni-
versality in quantum chaos”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 014103 (2004).

S. Miiller, S. Heusler, P. Braun, F. Haake, and A. Altland, “Periodic-orbit theory of univer-
sality in quantum chaos”, Phys. Rev. E 72, 046207 (2005).

K. Richter, J. D. Urbina, and S. Tomsovic, “Semiclassical roots of universality in many-body
quantum chaos”, arXiv preprint arXiv:2205.02867 (2022).

C. Lozej, G. Casati, and T. Prosen, “Quantum chaos in triangular billiards”, Phys. Rev. Re-
search 4, 013138 (2022).

J. Wang, G. Benenti, G. Casati, and W.-g. Wang, “Statistical and dynamical properties of the
quantum triangle map”, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor 55, 234002 (2022).

J. S. Cotler, G. Gur-Ari, M. Hanada, ]. Polchinski, P. Saad, S. H. Shenker, D. Stanford, A.
Streicher, and M. Tezuka, “Black holes and random matrices”, J. High Energy Phys. 2017,
1-54 (2017).

Y. Liao and V. Galitski, “Emergence of many-body quantum chaos via spontaneous break-
ing of unitarity”, Phys. Rev. B 105, L140202 (2022).

Y. Liao and V. Galitski, “Effective field theory of random quantum circuits”, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2204.03088 (2022).

H. Gharibyan, M. Hanada, S. H. Shenker, and M. Tezuka, “Onset of random matrix behav-
ior in scrambling systems”, J. High Energy Phys. 2018, 1-62 (2018).

P. Kos, M. Ljubotina, and T. Prosen, “Many-body quantum chaos: analytic connection to
random matrix theory”, Phys. Rev. X 8, 021062 (2018).

A.Chan, A. De Luca, and J. Chalker, “Solution of a minimal model for many-body quantum
chaos”, Phys. Rev. X 8, 041019 (2018).

A. Chan, A. De Luca, and J. Chalker, “Spectral statistics in spatially extended chaotic quan-
tum many-body systems”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 060601 (2018).

B. Bertini, P. Kos, and T. Prosen, “Exact spectral form factor in a minimal model of many-
body quantum chaos”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 264101 (2018).

A.J. Friedman, A. Chan, A. De Luca, and ]. Chalker, “Spectral statistics and many-body
quantum chaos with conserved charge”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 210603 (2019).

55


https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(81)90189-5
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.52.1
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/17/18/013
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1985.0078
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1985.0078
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.47.4440
https://doi.org/10.1238/Physica.Topical.090a00128
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.014103
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.72.046207
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2205.02867
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.013138
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.013138
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ac6a93
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2017)118
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2017)118
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.L140202
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2204.03088
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2204.03088
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2018)124
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.021062
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.041019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.060601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.264101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.210603

P. Saad, S. H. Shenker, and D. Stanford, “A semiclassical ramp in SYK and in gravity”,
arXiv preprint arXiv:1806.06840 (2018).

Y. Liao and V. Galitski, “Universal dephasing mechanism of many-body quantum chaos”,
Phys. Rev. Research 4, L012037 (2022).

Y. Liao, A. Vikram, and V. Galitski, “Many-body level statistics of single-particle quantum
chaos”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 250601 (2020).

M. Winer, S.-K. Jian, and B. Swingle, “Exponential ramp in the quadratic Sachdev-Ye-
Kitaev model”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 250602 (2020).

M. Winer, R. Barney, C. L. Baldwin, V. Galitski, and B. Swingle, “Spectral form factor of a
quantum spin glass”, arXiv preprint arXiv:2203.12753 (2022).

B. Bertini, P. Kos, and T. Prosen, “Exact correlation functions for dual-unitary lattice models
in 1+ 1 dimensions”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 210601 (2019).

P. W. Claeys and A. Lamacraft, “Ergodic and nonergodic dual-unitary quantum circuits
with arbitrary local Hilbert space dimension”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 100603 (2021).

S. Aravinda, S. A. Rather, and A. Lakshminarayan, “From dual-unitary to quantum Bernoulli
circuits: Role of the entangling power in constructing a quantum ergodic hierarchy”, Phys.
Rev. Research 3, 043034 (2021).

M. Schiulaz, E. J. Torres-Herrera, and L. F. Santos, “Thouless and relaxation time scales in
many-body quantum systems”, Phys. Rev. B 99, 174313 (2019).

D. V. Vasilyev, A. Grankin, M. A. Baranov, L. M. Sieberer, and P. Zoller, “Monitoring quan-
tum simulators via quantum nondemolition couplings to atomic clock qubits”, PRX Quan-
tum 1, 020302 (2020).

L. K. Joshi, A. Elben, A. Vikram, B. Vermersch, V. Galitski, and P. Zoller, “Probing many-
body quantum chaos with quantum simulators”, Phys. Rev. X 12, 011018 (2022).

A. B. Katok and A. M. Stepin, “Approximation of ergodic dynamic systems by periodic
transformations”, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 171, 1268-1271 (1966).

A. B. Katok and A. M. Stepin, “Approximations in ergodic theory”, Russ. Math. Surv. 22,
77 (1967).

R. Aurich, J. Bolte, and F. Steiner, “Universal signatures of quantum chaos”, Phys. Rev. Lett.
73,1356 (1994).

R. Aurich, A. Bicker, and F. Steiner, “Mode fluctuations as fingerprints of chaotic and non-
chaotic systems”, Int. ]. Mod. Phys. B 11, 805-849 (1997).

S. Zelditch, “Quantum ergodicity and mixing”, arXiv preprint math-ph /0503026 (2005).
N. Anantharaman, “Delocalization of Schrédinger eigenfunctions”, in Proceedings of the
International Congress of Mathematicians: Rio de Janeiro 2018 (World Scientific, 2018),
pp- 341-375.

V. A. Rokhlin, “Lectures on the entropy theory of measure-preserving transformations”,
Russ. Math. Surv. 22, 1 (1967).

A. B. Katok, Y. G. Sinai, and A. M. Stepin, “Theory of dynamical systems and general trans-
formation groups with invariant measure”, J. Math. Sci. 7, 974-1065 (1977).

M. G. Nadkarni, Spectral theory of dynamical systems, 2nd edition (Springer, Singapore, 2020),
ISBN: 978-981-15-6225-9.

M. Castagnino and O. Lombardi, “Towards a definition of the quantum ergodic hierarchy:
ergodicity and mixing”, Physica A 388, 247-267 (2009).

56


https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1806.06840
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.L012037
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.250601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.250602
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2203.12753
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.210601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.100603
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.043034
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.043034
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.174313
https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.1.020302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.1.020302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.011018
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.73.1356
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.73.1356
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217979297000459
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.math-ph/0503026
https://doi.org/10.1142/9789813272880_0016
https://doi.org/10.1142/9789813272880_0016
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01223133
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2008.10.019

[66]

A. Iwanik, “Cyclic approximation of irrational rotations”, Proc. Am. Math. Soc. 121, 691-
695 (1994).

G. H. Hardy, E. M. Wright, et al., An introduction to the theory of numbers (Oxford University
Press, 1979), ISBN: 9780199219865.

E. B. Stechel, “Quantum ergodicity and a quantum measure algebra”, J. Chem. Phys. 82,
364 (1985).

E. Stechel and E. Heller, “Quantum ergodicity and spectral chaos”, Annu. Rev. Phys. Chem.
35, 563-589 (1984).

R. Chacon, “Approximation and spectral multiplicity”, in Contributions to ergodic theory and
probability (Springer, 1970), pp. 18-27.

P. Bocchieri and A. Loinger, “Quantum recurrence theorem”, Phys. Rev. 107, 337 (1957).
A.R. Brown and L. Susskind, “Second law of quantum complexity”, Phys. Rev. D 97, 086015
(2018).

R. Shankar, Principles of quantum mechanics (Springer Science & Business Media, 2012), ISBN:
978-1-4757-0576-8.

R. A. Horn and C. R. Johnson, Matrix analysis (Cambridge University Press, 2012), ISBN:
9780511810817.

J. French, P. Mello, and A. Pandey, “Statistical properties of many-particle spectra. II. two-
point correlations and fluctuations”, Ann. Phys. 113, 277-293 (1978).

T. A. Brody, J. Flores, J. B. French, P. Mello, A. Pandey, and S. S. Wong, “Random-matrix
physics: spectrum and strength fluctuations”, Rev. Mod. Phys. 53, 385 (1981).

R. E. Prange, “The spectral form factor is not self-averaging”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78, 2280
(1997).

S.J. Garratt and J. T. Chalker, “Local pairing of Feynman histories in many-body Floquet
models”, Phys. Rev. X 11, 021051 (2021).

J. Chalker, I. V. Lerner, and R. A. Smith, “Random walks through the ensemble: linking
spectral statistics with wave-function correlations in disordered metals”, Phys. Rev. Lett.
77,554 (1996).

M. Winer and B. Swingle, “Hydrodynamic theory of the connected spectral form factor”,
Phys. Rev. X 12, 021009 (2022).

P. Pakonski, K. Zyczkowski, and M. Kus, “Classical 1D maps, quantum graphs and ensem-
bles of unitary matrices”, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 34, 9303 (2001).

P. Reimann, “Typical fast thermalization processes in closed many-body systems”, Nat.
Comm. 7, 10821 (2016).

M. V. Berry, “Some quantum-to-classical asymptotics”, in Les houches lecture series LII (1989),
edited by M. J. Giannoni, A. Voros, and J. Zinn-Justin (Elsevier Science Publishers B.V.,
1991), pp. 251-304, ISBN: 978-0444892775.

O. Costin and J. L. Lebowitz, “Gaussian fluctuation in random matrices”, Phys. Rev. Lett.
75, 69 (1995).

E. J. Dyson and M. L. Mehta, “Statistical theory of the energy levels of complex systems.
IV”, ]. Math. Phys. 4, 701-712 (1963).

H. Goldstein, C. Poole, and J. Safko, Classical mechanics, 3rd ed. (Pearson, 2002), ISBN: 978-
0201657029.

57


https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9939-1994-1221724-X
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9939-1994-1221724-X
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.448754
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.448754
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.pc.35.100184.003023
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.pc.35.100184.003023
https://doi.org/10.1007/BFb0060642
https://doi.org/10.1007/BFb0060642
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.107.337
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.086015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.086015
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(78)90205-1
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.53.385
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.78.2280
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.78.2280
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.021051
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.554
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.554
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.021009
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/34/43/313
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms10821
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms10821
https://michaelberryphysics.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/berry227.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.75.69
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.75.69
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1704008

[87] L. Chierchia and M. Procesi, “Kolmogorov—-Arnold-Moser (KAM) theory for finite and in-
finite dimensional systems”, in Encyclopedia of complexity and systems science, edited by R.
Meyers (Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2018).

[88] Z.Cheng and J. L. Lebowitz, “Statistics of energy levels in integrable quantum systems”,
Phys. Rev. A 44, R3399 (1991).

[89] P. M. Bleher, Z. Cheng, F. J. Dyson, and J. L. Lebowitz, “Distribution of the error term for
the number of lattice points inside a shifted circle”, Commun. Math. Phys. 154, 433469
(1993).

[90] A.Pandey, O. Bohigas, and M. Giannoni, “Level repulsion in the spectrum of two-dimensional
harmonic oscillators”, J. Phys. A.: Math. Gen. 22, 4083 (1989).

[91] A. Pandey and R. Ramaswamy, “Level spacings for harmonic-oscillator systems”, Phys.
Rev. A 43,4237 (1991).

[92] P.R. Halmos, “Two subspaces”, Trans. Am. Math. Soc. 144, 381-389 (1969).

[93] A. Bottcher and I. M. Spitkovsky, “A gentle guide to the basics of two projections theory”,
Linear Algebra Its Appl. 432, 1412-1459 (2010).

[94] X.Mi, P. Roushan, C. Quintana, S. Mandra, J. Marshall, C. Neill, E. Arute, K. Arya, ]J. Ata-
laya, R. Babbush, et al., “Information scrambling in quantum circuits”, Science 374, 1479-
1483 (2021).

[95] A.Polkovnikov, “Phase space representation of quantum dynamics”, Ann. Phys. 325, 1790-
1852 (2010).

[96] R. L. Hudson, “When is the Wigner quasi-probability density non-negative?”, Rep. Math.
Phys. 6, 249-252 (1974).

[97] D. Shepelyansky, “Ehrenfest time and chaos”, Scholarpedia 15, 55031 (2020).

[98] B. V. Chirikov, FE. M. Izrailev, and D. L. Shepelyansky, “Dynamical stochasticity in classical
and quantum mechanics”, Sov. Scient. Rev. C 2, 209 (1981).

[99] F. Anza, C. Gogolin, and M. Huber, “Eigenstate thermalization for degenerate observables”,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 150603 (2018).

[100] R. Nandkishore and D. A. Huse, “Many-body localization and thermalization in quantum
statistical mechanics”, Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 6, 15-38 (2015).

[101] R. Alicki and M. Fannes, Quantum dynamical systems (Oxford University Press, 2001), ISBN:
9780198504009.

[102] L.S4,P.Ribeiro, and T. Prosen, “Complex spacing ratios: a signature of dissipative quantum
chaos”, Phys. Rev. X 10, 021019 (2020).

[103] ].Li, T. Prosen, and A. Chan, “Spectral statistics of non-Hermitian matrices and dissipative
quantum chaos”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 170602 (2021).

[104] A.M. Garcia-Garcia, L. S4, and J. J. Verbaarschot, “Symmetry classification and universality
in non-Hermitian many-body quantum chaos by the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model”, Phys. Rev.
X112, 021040 (2022).

[105] G. Brandino, J.-S. Caux, and R. Konik, “Glimmers of a quantum KAM theorem: insights
from quantum quenches in one-dimensional Bose gases”, Phys. Rev. X 5, 041043 (2015).

[106] I.S. Gradshteyn and I. M. Ryzhik, Table of integrals, series, and products, edited by D. Zwill-
inger and V. Moll (Academic press, 2014), ISBN: 978-0-12-384933-5.

58


https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-27737-5_302-3
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.44.R3399
https://projecteuclid.org/journals/communications-in-mathematical-physics/volume-154/issue-3/Distribution-of-the-error-term-for-the-number-of-lattice/cmp/1104253074.full
https://projecteuclid.org/journals/communications-in-mathematical-physics/volume-154/issue-3/Distribution-of-the-error-term-for-the-number-of-lattice/cmp/1104253074.full
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/22/18/039
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.43.4237
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.43.4237
https://doi.org/10.2307/1995288
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.laa.2009.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg5029
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg5029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2010.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2010.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/0034-4877(74)90007-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0034-4877(74)90007-X
https://doi.org/10.4249/scholarpedia.55031
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.150603
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031214-014726
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.021019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.170602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.021040
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.021040
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.041043

	1 Introduction
	2 A short review of classical ergodic theory
	3 Dynamical quantum ergodicity and cyclic permutations
	4 Optimal cyclic permutations and energy level statistics
	5 Cyclic permutations for typical systems
	6 Cyclic ergodicity and spectral rigidity in 2D KAM tori
	7 Discussion: Dynamical ergodicity and thermalization
	8 Conclusions
	Appendix A Classical cyclic permutations (review)
	Appendix B Quantum cyclic permutations
	Appendix C Time dependence of persistence amplitudes
	Appendix D Non-ergodicity and spectral fluctuations in rational tori

