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The spectral form factor (SFF) can probe the eigenvalue statistic at different energy scales as its
time variable varies. In closed quantum chaotic systems, the SFF exhibits a universal dip-ramp-
plateau behavior, which reflects the spectrum rigidity of the Hamiltonian. In this work, we explore
the universal properties of SFF in open quantum systems. We find that in open systems the SFF
first decays exponentially, followed by a linear increase at some intermediate time scale, and finally
decreases to a saturated plateau value. We derive universal relations between (1) the early-time
decay exponent and Lindblad operators; (2) the long-time plateau value and the number of steady
states. We also explain the effective field theory perspective of universal behaviors. We verify
our theoretical predictions by numerically simulating the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model, random
matrix theory (RMT), and the Bose-Hubbard model.

Introduction. The spectral form factor (SFF) has at-
tracted much attention in recent years for its direct rela-
tion to the eigenvalue statistics at different energy scales
and its utility as a robust diagnosis of quantum chaos[1–
11]. The structure of SFF is a direct indicator of the
energy spectrum correlation in quantum systems. As its
time variable increases, it reveals the eigenvalue statis-
tics at a smaller energy scale. The SFF among different
models reveals the symmetry that those models preserve.
It exhibits several universal properties including the ini-
tial decay, the increase at intermediate time scales which
shows a linear ramp in models with spectrum rigidity,
and finally the saturation to a plateau value. The ”dip-
ramp-plateau” structure is ubiquitous in quantum chaos
systems[12–14].

However, the interaction and exchange between the
system and environment are inevitable, and therefore it
is natural to focus on the corresponding problem in open
systems. Generalizing familiar concepts in closed sys-
tems to open systems has helped people discover much
more interesting and novel physics. Recently, the de-
velopment of entropy dynamics[15], entanglement phase
transition[16–43], operator complexity[44, 45] in open
quantum many-body systems have aroused much interest
in condensed matter physicists. As a versatile probe tool
for many-body systems, the generalization of the SFF
in open systems and its universal properties are still an
open question[46, 47].

In this paper, we study the SFF in open quantum sys-
tems driven by the Lindblad master equation. The defi-
nition excludes possible exponential growth over time in
general non-Hermitain systems. For concreteness, we de-
fine the normalized SFF as the ratio between SFF with
dissipation and that without dissipation. We find some
universal properties of the normalized SFF according to
its early-time and late-time dynamics. More specifically,
we find this normalized SFF has an early-time exponen-
tial decay behavior related to the Lindblad operators
and late-time plateau behavior related to the number of
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FIG. 1. The universal properties of the normalized SFF in
open systems. Its has an early-time exponential decay and a
long-time plateau behavior.

steady states. We demonstrate the universality of these
properties in open systems by studying three different
models with dissipation: the random matrix model, the
SYK model, and the Bose-Hubbard model. In the ran-
dom matrix model and the Bose-Hubbard model, the
numerical results agree well with our conjecture. Fur-
thermore, using the path-integral method, we give a can-
didate semi-classical explanation of the SFF in systems
with dissipation, and this is a novel perspective for un-
derstanding the universal properties of the normalized
SFF.

The definition of SFF in open systems. In the closed
system, the SFF can be defined as the size fluctuation of
the analytic continuation of the thermal partition func-
tion of the quantum system

F (t, β = 0) =
|Z(it)|2
[Z(0)]2

=
1

[Z(0)]2

∑

m,n

e−i(Em−En)t. (1)

with Z(it) = Tr(e−itH). From this expression, we see
that SFF captures the energy level correlations of the
full spectrum of the system, and the energy scale that it
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probes decreases as its time variable increases. At early
time, this SFF captures the energy level correlations at
an energy scale much larger that the mean energy level
spacing of the system, and it usually has a decay be-
havior which is often called slope. This slope region is
non-universal in different models for it sees the details of
the energy spectrum of the system. At the intermediate
time scale, SFF measures the energy level correlation in
the same order as the mean energy level spacing, and in
some models that have level repulsion, we see a linear
ramp of SFF as time increases. Therefore, SFF can be
used to diagnose spectral rigidity. Over a long-time, the
SFF often saturates to a constant plateau value which is
determined by each single energy level.

In the open system, we consider the time evolution of
the system driven by the Lindblad Master equation

∂ρ

∂t
= −i[H, ρ] + 2γ

∑

m

LmρL
†
m − γ

∑

m

{L†mLm, ρ}. (2)

Here, γ is the dissipation strength, and Lα is the Lind-
blad jump operator.

If we use the Choi-Jamiolkwski isomorphism[48, 49]
to map the density matrix ρ =

∑
m,n |m〉〈n| to a

wave function defined on a double space as |ψDρ (t)〉 =∑
mn ρmn|m〉 ⊗ |n〉, then after this mapping the wave

function ψDρ in the double system satisfies a Schrodinger-

like equation i∂tψ
D
ρ (t) = HDψDρ (t). Here, HD = Hs −

iHd is defined on the double space with

Hs = HL ⊗ IR − IL ⊗HT
R

and

Hd =γ
∑

m

[−2L̂m,L ⊗ L̂∗m,R

+ (L̂†mL̂m)L ⊗ IR + IL ⊗ (L̂†mL̂m)∗R].

(3)

Operators with subscript L and R stand for operators
acting on the left and the right systems respectively, and
T stands for the transpose, and I represents the identity
operator.

Similar to the SFF defined in the closed system the
Eq. (1), we can define the SFF in the open system as

Fγ(t) =
1

[Z(0)]2
Tr(e−iH

Dt) =
1

[Z(0)]2

∑

l

e(−iαl−βl)t.

(4)
Here, we use the subscript γ to denote the SFF in open
systems (that is the dissipation strength γ is non-zero).
When we set the dissipation strength in the Lindblad
evolution as zero, we find that this definition is the same
as that in the closed system Eq. (1).

Since the imaginary part of the Lindblad spectrum is
always non-negative, this SFF defined in Eq. (4) will not
grow exponentially. Thus, although the Lindblad spec-
trum is complex, the SFF defined in Eq. (4) will decay

exponentially in time till it reaches the steady state value.
In addition, there is an alternative approach to defining
the SFF in open systems that has a close relation to the
definition the Eq. (4), and the details of this discussion
are included in the supplementary material[50].

The universal function of the normalized SFF. Let us
now consider the behavior of the normalized SFF in open
systems defined as

g(t, γ) ≡ Fγ(t)

F (t, β = 0)
. (5)

The motivation here is to find some universal properties
of this normalized SFF. We summarize some universal
properties of this normalized SFF including the early-
time exponential decay behavior related to the Lindblad
operators and the late-time plateau behavior related to
the number of the steady state, and it is illustrated in
Fig. 1. We summarize these universal properties below:

1.At the early time γt � 1, the normalized SFF has
an exponential decay behavior

g(t, γ) = e−αγt. with α = 2
∑

m

〈L†mLm〉. (6)

Here 〈L†mLm〉 ≡ Tr
[
L†mLm

]
/d. d is the Hilbert space

dimension of the Hamiltonian H.
2. The long-time behavior of this normalized SFF is a

constant plateau whose value is given by

g(t→∞, γ 6= 0) =
1

d
. (7)

Below, we give some simple arguments for these uni-
versal properties. At small γt, the SFF becomes

Fγ(t) ' 1

[Z0(0)]4
Tr[e−iHst] Tr[e−Hdt]

= F (t, β = 0)
1

[Z0(0)]2
Tr[e−Hdt].

(8)

In the early-time regime, it is known that the correlation
between the left and right contour is much smaller than
the correlation within the same contour [12], then we
ignore the first term of the Hd in Eq. (3) when evaluating
the last line of Eq. (8). Using the fact that the second
and the third terms of the Hd commute with each other
and the trace can be moved on the exponential at small
γt, we further obtain

Fγ(t) ' F (t, β = 0)e−2
∑

m〈L†
mLm〉γt. (9)

This leads to the expression of α in the Eq. (6), and its
detailed derivation is in the supplementary material[50].
As time increases, the correlation between the left and
right contour generally increases, thus the assumption
above is not valid at the intermediate time. Therefore,
the normalized SFF generally does not have this expo-
nential decay behavior at the intermediate time scales
γt ∼ 1.
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The final plateau value of the normalized SFF can be
understood by investigating Eq. (4). Only the steady
state with zero-imaginary eigenvalue will give a non-
vanishing contribution to the long-time plateau value of
SFF, and this gives the expression Eq. (7). In addition, if
there are more than one steady state, then Eq. (7) should
be changed to g(t→∞, γ 6= 0) = θ

d . Here, θ is the total
number of steady states.

Moreover, we can analyze the late-time regime using
the effective field theory approach[10, 12]. Without any
dissipation, the linear ramp can be understood as an inte-
gration over the zero mode ∆ and its conjugate variable
Eaux. ∆ describes the relative time shift between for-
ward and backward evolution branches and Eaux can be
understood as the energy of the system. In closed sys-
tems, there is no coupling between two branches, and
The effective action S0

eff(∆, Eaux) does not depend on ∆.
Consequently, the integral over ∆ from 0 to t leads to
a linear slope. When the dissipation strength becomes
small but finite, we find perturbatively:

δSeff = −γt
∑

i

GW,i(∆, Eaux). (10)

Here GW,i(t, Eaux) is the Wightmann Green’s function of
operator Liwith energy Eaux [12]. This leads to a finite
mass for ∆, which increases linearly as time increases. In
particular, as t→∞, the mode will be pinned at ∆ = 0,
which terminates the presence of the linear ramp.

Examples. In the following, we use the SYK model,
the random matrix model, and the Bose-Hubbard model
as examples to illustrate these universal properties of the
normalized SFF in the open system.

We comment here that the SYK model and the random
matrix model are both good examples to analytically cal-
culate the SFF since they both involve random averages
over different realizations that rattle the energy eigenval-
ues. The random average then smooths out the fluctu-
ations that come from the oscillating terms in the SFF,
thus making it a smooth function of time. In compari-
son, the SFF has extensive spikes in the Bose-Hubbard
model that come from the zeros of the SFF, and we need
to do the time slice average to get a smooth SFF curve.

A. SYK Model. We consider the SFF of the SYK
model whose Hamiltonian is of the form

H = i
q
2

N∑

a1<...<aq

Ja1,...,aqψa1 ...ψaq . (11)

Here, Ja1,...,aq is a random variable that satisfies the
Gaussian distribution with mean zero and variance

〈Ja1,...,aq (t)Ja′1,...,a
′
q
(t′)〉 = δa1,a′1

...δaq,a′qδ(t−t
′)
J(q − 1)!

Nq
,

and ψ is the Majorana fermion operator.
We numerically compute the SFF in Fig. 2, and there

are several noteworthy features of this figure. First, we

FIG. 2. The normalized SFF dynamics for SYK model as a
function of γt. γ is the dissipation strength. The Lindblad
jump operators are chosen as the single Majorana Fermion
operators. The dashed line is a theoretical prediction of the
initial slope based the Eq. (6). The left inset shows the early-
time behavior of the normalized SFF. The right inset is a
log-log plot of the SFF at different dissipation strengths, and
the purple line is SFF without dissipation for comparison.
The total number of Majorana Fermion is N = 10, and the
random sample sizes is 200.

find curves with different dissipation γ collapse well into
a single line when they are plotted in terms of γt. Sec-
ond, the early-time exponential decay in the SYK model
is visible in the figure, and it agrees well with our ana-
lytical result e−Nγt at early time region γt < 0.2. Third,
the long-time value of the SFF curve is a non-vanishing
plateau whose value is 1/2N .

Furthermore, we can then write the SFF of the SYK
model as a path-integral with the Lindblad operator cho-
sen as the single Majorana fermion operator Li = ψi.
Also, the dissipation strength is chosen as the constant
γ. We can then solve the early-time saddle-point so-
lutions of the effective action, and to the first-order of
dissipation strength γ, the effective action at the saddle
point is I[G,Σ] = I0[G,Σ] + NγT . Thus, we obtain the
normalized SFF as g(t, γ) = exp[−NγT ]. It has an ex-
ponential decay behavior at the early time. The details
of the derivation of the SFF in the SYK model are in-
cluded in the supplementary. A similar analysis of the
SFF in the Brownian SYK is also included, in which the
normalized SFF also has an early-time exponential decay
behavior[50].

B. The Random Matrix Theory. Consider the SFF in
GUE. The SFF we defined in Eq. (4) can be written in
RMT as

Fγ(t) =
1

N2
〈Tr δ(λ−HD)〉 (12)

with HD = Hs − iHd being a random matrix defined
on double space. Here, Hs = HL ⊗ IR − IL ⊗HT

R , and

Hd = γ(−2L̂L⊗ L̂∗R+(L̂†L̂)L⊗IR+IL⊗(L̂†L̂)∗R with H
and L both are N × N random Hermitian matrix. The
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FIG. 3. The normalized SFF dynamics for GUE random ma-
trices with dimension Ndim = 20 as a function of γt. γ is
the dissipation strength. The Lindblad jump operators are
chosen as the random hermitian matrix of GUE. The dashed
line is a theoretical prediction of the initial slope based the
Eq. (6). The left inset shows the early-time behavior of the
normalized SFF. The right inset is a log-log plot of the SFF
as a function of tJ , and the purple line is SFF without dis-
sipation for comparison. Here, the random realization of H
and L is independent, and we randomize them each for 100
realizations.

bracket means an averaging with respect to the Gaussian
distribution:

P (H) =
1

Z e
−N

2 Tr(H2), P (L) =
1

Z e
−N

2 Tr(L2). (13)

Then we consider the SFF in open systems in RMT. The
SFF of open systems defined in Eq.4 can be written as

Fγ(t) =

∫
dHdLe−

N
2 TrH2

e−
N
2 TrL2

Tr e−itH
D

∫
dHdLe−

N
2 TrH2

e−
N
2 TrL2

. (14)

In Fig. 3, we present Fγ(t) for the GUE ensemble of
matrices with dimension N = 20. We find that without
dissipation the SFF first dips below its plateau value and
then climb back up in a linear fashion (this region is also
called the ramp), joining onto the plateau as depicted in
the right inset of the Fig.3. Also, when we add a small
dissipation, we find a similar dip-ramp behavior of the
SFF, whereas it then decays to a plateau value that is
lower than the case without dissipation. Moreover, the
height of the plateau is of order 1/N without dissipation
which is the mean level spacing, and the height of the
plateau is of order 1/N2 with non-zero dissipation.

To understand this behavior of SFF with dissipa-
tion, we can directly calculate the normalized SFF, and
the derivation details are included in the supplementary
material[50]. We obtain the normalized SFF at early
times

g(t, γ) ' e−2γt, γt� 1, (15)

and this is an exponential decay behavior which is also
visible in the numerical results in Fig. 3, and it is in good

FIG. 4. The normalized SFF dynamics for 1D the Bose-
Hubbard model as a function of γt. γ is the dissipation
strength. The dashed line is a fitting of the initial slope based
the Eq. (6). The left inset shows the short-time behavior of
the normalized SFF. The right inset is a log-log plot of the
SFF as a function of tJ , and the purple line is SFF with-
out dissipation for comparison. Here, U/J = 3.128 and the
number of sites Ns = 4, and the number of bosons Nb = 4.

agreement with e−2γt at γt < 0.5. On the other hand,
in the long time limit t → ∞, we find g(t → ∞, γ 6=
0) = 1

N , and g(t → ∞, γ = 0) = 1. This explains the
difference between the final plateau value in the case with
and without dissipation as depicted in Fig. 3.

C. Bose-Hubbard Model. We now consider the SFF in
the Bose-Hubbard model with dissipation. The Hamilto-
nian of the Bose Hubbard model is

Ĥ = −J
∑

〈i,j〉
b̂†i b̂j +

U

2

∑

〈i,j〉
n̂i(n̂i − 1) (16)

Here, J is the strength of the nearest neighbor hopping,
and U is the strength of the on-site interaction. In an
open system, we set γ as a time-independent dissipation
strength. Also, we set the Lindblad jump operators as
L̂m = n̂m. Here m = 1, 2, ..., Ns, and Ns is the total
number of sites.

The normalized SFF of the Bose-Hubbard model is il-
lustrated in Fig. 4, and SFF is illustrated in the right
inset. In our numerical simulation, we set U/J = 3.128
which is in the quantum critical region of 1D BHM,
and the model itself is the most chaotic[51]. Meanwhile,
since the SFF has extensive spikes in the Bose-Hubbard
model that come from the zeros of the SFF, we per-
form the time slice average to get a smooth SFF curve in
Fig. 4. The number of time points that we average over
is Naverage = 10. The details of this average are added
in the supplementary[50]. The initial exponential decay
curve obtained by Eq. (6) is also included for compari-
son. The early-time exponential decay of the normalized
SFF is visible in the left inset of Fig. 4, and it agrees well
with the theoretical curve at γt < 0.15.

Conclusion. In this letter, we have generalized the SFF
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to open quantum systems driven by the Lindblad master
equation. We show that the normalized SFF of open sys-
tems generally has a dip-ramp structure and then decays
to the plateau behavior at small dissipation strength. In
particular, we unveil two universal properties of the nor-
malized SFF including the early-time exponential decay
behavior determined by the Lindblad operators and the
late-time plateau behavior that relates to the number
of the steady state. Our main tools are the SYK model,
the random matrix model, and the Bose-Hubbard model.
Using numerical techniques, we have obtained the behav-
ior of SFF in these three models at all times. Then we
are able to extract the universal early time and late time
behavior of the normalized SFF, and we find good agree-
ment between the numerics and analytical results.

Our work potentially opens up many interesting direc-
tions: firstly, the dynamics of the SFF of open systems
have a close relationship with the Lindblad spectrum[52],
and therefore the SFF can be used as a diagnosis of the
structure of the Lindblad spectrum. Secondly, it will be
interesting to study the intermediate time scales behavior
of the SFF of the open system which might go through
a phase transition and have some critical behaviors[47].
Thirdly, the SFF in open systems that we discussed here
can be similarly measured in experiments [53, 54] via gen-
eralization to the double space, and the detail is left to
the supplementary[50].
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In this supplementary, we show (A) alternative definitions of SFF; (B) the derivation of the pre-
factor α in early decay region; (C, D, E) detailed calculation of SFF in three examples; (F) possible
experimental realization of SFF.

Appendix A: An alternative approach to getting the definition of the spectral form factor in open system

In this section, we provide another definition of the spectral form factor(SFF) in open quantum systems whose
dynamics are driven by the Lindblad master equation. Also, we compare this new definition of SFF with that we
have used in the main text. In the closed system, SFF can also be defined through the fidelity between the system’s
density matrix and the coherent Gibbs state

F (t, β) = 〈ψβ |ρ(t)|ψβ〉. (A1)

Here, the coherent Gibbs state of inverse temperature β is defined as

|ψβ〉 =
1√
Z(β)

∑

n

e−
βEn

2 |n〉 (A2)

with Z(β) =
∑
n e
−βEn . In open systems, we consider the time evolution of the system driven by the Lindblad Master

equation

∂ρ

∂t
= −i[H, ρ] +

∑

α

γαLαρL
†
α −

1

2

∑

α

γα{L†αLα, ρ}, (A3)

and we assume that the initial state is the coherent Gibbs state, then the initial density matrix is ρβ = |ψβ〉〈ψβ |. If
we use the Choi-Jamiolkwski isomorphism to map the density matrix to a wave function defined on a double space

|ψDρ (t)〉 =
∑

mn

ρmn|m〉 ⊗ |n〉, (A4)

then, after this mapping the wave function ψDρ in the double system satisfies a Schrodinger-like equation

i~∂tψDρ (t) = HDψDρ (t). (A5)

Here, HD = Hs − iHd with Hs = HL ⊗ IR − IL ⊗HT
R , and Hd = γ(−2L̂L ⊗ L̂∗R + (L̂†L̂)L ⊗ IR + IL ⊗ (L̂†L̂)∗R, and

operators with subscript L and R stand for operators acting on the left and the right systems respectively, and T
stands for the transpose, and I represents the identity operator. Using this mapping, we can rewrite the SFF defined
in Eq. (A1) as

F̃γ(t, β) = 〈ψDβ |ψDρ (t)〉. (A6)

Here, we use the subscript γ to denote the SFF in the open system (that is the dissipation strength is non-zero).
Then, SFF can be viewed as the overlap between the double space wave function at time t and the double space initial
wave function, which is the double space coherent Gibbs state defined as |ψDβ 〉 = |ψβ〉 ⊗ |ψβ〉.

∗ PengfeiZhang.physics@gmail.com
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We consider that this non-Hermitian Hamiltonian HD can be diagonalized, and gives a set of eigenstates that
satisfy HD|ψlρ(t)〉 = εl|ψD,lρ (t)〉 with εl = αl + iβl is the eigenvalue of the eigenstate l. The initial state in the double
space can be expanded as

|ψDρ (0)〉 = |ψDβ 〉 =
∑

l

cl|ψD,lρ 〉, (A7)

and the time evolution of this double space wave function is given by

|ψDρ (t)〉 =
∑

l

cle
(−iαl−βl)t|ψD,lρ 〉. (A8)

Here, cl = 〈ψD,lρ |ψDβ 〉. Therefore, the SFF can be further written as

F̃γ(t, β) =
∑

l

cle
(−iαl−βl)t〈ψDβ |ψD,lρ 〉 =

∑

l

|cl|2e(−iαl−βl)t. (A9)

Thus, we find Lindblad spectrum and the initial state distribution on the Lindblad spectrum fully determine this
quantity. Since βl is always non-negative, SFF will not grow exponentially. Consequently, although the Lindblad
spectrum is complex, the SFF calculated from it will decay exponentially in time till it reaches its steady-state value.
For the steady-state, the plateau value of the SFF is given by

lim
t→∞

F̃γ(t, β) =
∑

β0=0,α0

|c0|2e−iα0t. (A10)

Thus, the plateau value of the SFF depends on the overlap of the initial state and the steady state.

In addition, since the second Renyi entropy is defined as e−s
(2)

= 〈ψDρ (t)|ψDρ (t)〉, there is a direct connection between
the dynamics of the SFF and entropy dynamics. The SFF defined above can be expressed in the energy basis as

F̃γ(t, β) =
1

[Z(β)]2

∑

m,n,m′,n′

e−
β
2 (Em+En+Em′+En′ )〈m| ⊗ 〈n|e−iHDt|m′〉 ⊗ |n′〉. (A11)

Here, m,n,m′, n′ are the eigenstates of H. We can further define a new type of SFF by preserving only the diagonal
elements in this eigenstate basis of the Eq. (A11). This new definition of SFF can be written explicitly as

Fγ(t, β) =
1

[Z(β)]2

∑

m,n

e−β(En+Em)〈m| ⊗ 〈n|e−iHDt|m〉 ⊗ |n〉. (A12)

And this is the definition of the SFF in the open system that we have used in the main text if we set β = 0. We can
then numerically compare these two different definitions of SFF in the open system, as shown in Fig. 1. We find that
these two definitions are almost the same in the SYK model as an example.

If we consider the case of the infinite temperature β = 0, we have

Fγ(t, β = 0) =
1

[Z(0)]2
Tr(e−iH

Dt) =
1

[Z(0)]2

∑

l

e(−iαl−βl)t (A13)

Let us now compare these definitions of SFF of an open system in Eq. (A13) and that in Eq. (A9). We find that this
new definition in the Eq. (A13) simply takes all |cl|2 = 1

[Z(0)]2 in the Eq. (A9).

Appendix B: The derivation of the pre-factor α in early decay

In this section, we give the detailed derivation of the expression of pre-factor α in the early decay region. At small
γt, the SFF becomes

Fγ(t) =
1

[Z(0)]4
Tr[e−iH

Dt]

=
1

[Z(0)]4
Tr[e−i(Hs−iHd)t]

' 1

[Z(0)]4
Tr[e−iHst] Tr[e−Hdt].

(B1)
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FIG. 1. The comparison of two different definitions of SFF in the open system. The red line is the SFF defined in Eq. (A11),
and the blue line is the SFF defined in Eq. (A12). The green line is the difference between these two definitions.

Using the definition of Hs

Hs = HL ⊗ IR − IL ⊗HT
R , (B2)

we obtain 1
[Z(0)]2 Tr[e−iHst] = |Tr[e−iHt]|2 = F (t, β = 0). Thus, we have

Fγ(t) ' 1

[Z(0)]2
F (t, β = 0) Tr[e−Hdt]. (B3)

Now, recall the definition of Hd

Hd = γ
∑

m

[−2L̂m,L ⊗ L̂∗m,R + (L̂†mL̂m)L ⊗ IR + IL ⊗ (L̂†mL̂m)∗R]. (B4)

Since in the early time, we assume that the correlation between the left and right contour is much smaller than the
correlation within the same contour, then we ignore the first term of the Hd in Eq. (B4) when evaluating the Eq. (B3).
This leads to

Fγ(t) ' 1

[Z(0)]2
F (t, β = 0) Tr[e−γt

∑
m[(L̂†mL̂m)L⊗IR+IL⊗(L̂†mL̂m)∗R]]. (B5)

Using the fact that the second and the third term of the Hd commute with each other, we further obtain

Fγ(t) ' 1

[Z(0)]4
F (t, β = 0) Tr[e−γt

∑
m(L̂†mL̂m)L⊗IR ] Tr[e−γt

∑
m IL⊗(L̂†mL̂m)∗R ]

=
1

[Z(0)]2
F (t, β = 0) TrL[e−γt

∑
m(L̂†mL̂m)L ] TrR[e−γt

∑
m(L̂†mL̂m)∗R ].

(B6)

Also, since the trace can be moved on the exponential at small γt, we further obtain

Fγ(t) ' F (t, β = 0)e−γtTrL[
∑
m(L̂†mL̂m)L]e−γtTrR[

∑
m IL⊗(L̂†mL̂m)∗R]

= F (t, β = 0)e−2γtTr(
∑
m L̂†mL̂m).

(B7)

Finally, at small γt, we have

g(t, γ) ≡ Fγ(t)

F (t, β = 0)
= e−αγt. (B8)

with

α = 2 Tr

[∑

m

L†mLm

]
. (B9)



4

Appendix C: SFF of the random matrix theory

1. Random matrix theory in closed system

In this section, we review some basics of calculating SFF in the random matrix theory (RMT). Let us first review
how to calculate the SFF in closed systems in RMT. The N×N random Hermitian matrix H of the Gaussian Unitary
Ensemble (GUE) is defined to be averaged for the following Gaussian distribution:

P (H) =
1

Z exp[−N
2

Tr(H2)]. (C1)

One can write this Gaussian distribution in the eigenvalue basis, where the distribution over the set of matrices could
reduce to the distribution of eigenvalues with the following joint distribution

P (λ1, λ2, ..., λN ) = exp[−N
2

N∑

i=1

λ2
i ]

N∏

i<j

(λi − λj)2. (C2)

We could further compute the n-point correlation function (n < N) as

ρ(n)(λ1, λ2, ..., λn) =

∫
dλn+1...λNP (λ1, λ2, ..., λN ). (C3)

People find that the correlation function could be determined by a kernel K in the large N limit[1–3]:

ρ(n)(λ1, λ2, ..., λn) =
(N − n)!

N !
det(K(λi, λj))

n
i,j=1 (C4)

where the kernel K, in the large N limit, behaves as

K(λi, λj) =

{
N
2π

√
4− λ2

i , i = j
N
π

sin[L(λi−λj)]
L(λi−λj) , i 6= j.

(C5)

In the colliding case i = j, this kernel is the familiar Wigner’s semicircle law. While in the case where i 6= j, this
kernel is called the sine kernel in RMT. Then, we can calculate the simple one-point form factor as

g(1)(β, t) =
1

N

∫
dλ1λ2...λNP (λ1, λ2, ..., λN ) exp[−(β + it)λ1]

=
1

N

∫
dλ1ρ

(1)(λ1) exp[−(β + it)λ1].

(C6)

Similarly, we can calculate the two-point form factor, which is what we called SFF in closed systems:

F (t, β) = g(2)(β, t)

=
1

N2

∫
dλ1λ2...λNP (λ1, λ2, ..., λN ) exp[−(β + it)λ1] exp[−(β − it)λ2]

=
1

N2

∫
dλ1dλ2ρ

(2)(λ1, λ2) exp[−(β + it)λ1] exp[−(β − it)λ2].

(C7)

For simplicity, we consider infinite temperature β = 0,

F (t, β = 0) =
1

N2

∫
dλ1dλ2ρ

(2)(λ1, λ2) exp[−it(λ1 − λ2)]. (C8)

We find here that the SFF in the closed system is determined by the two-point correlation function. In the case of
the infinite temperature, SFF is simply the Fourier transform of the two-point correlation function.
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2. Random matrix theory in open system

In this section, we calculate the normalized SFF of the open system in the GUE. The SFF we defined in Eq. (A13)
can be written in the RMT as

Fγ(t) =
1

N2
〈Tr δ(λ−HD)〉. (C9)

Here, HD = Hs − iHd is the random matrix defined in the double space. Here, Hs = HL ⊗ IR − IL ⊗ HT
R , and

Hd = γ(−2L̂L ⊗ L̂∗R + (L̂†L̂)L ⊗ IR + IL ⊗ (L̂†L̂)∗R with H and L both are N ×N random Hermitian matrix. The
bracket means an averaging for the Gaussian distribution:

P (H) =
1

Z exp[−N
2

Tr(H2)] (C10)

and

P (L) =
1

Z exp[−N
2

Tr(L2)]. (C11)

To understand this behavior of SFF with dissipation, we first use an approximation

Tr[e−itH
D

] ' Tr[e−itHse−tHd ] ' 1

N2
Tr[e−itHs ] Tr[e−tHd ]. (C12)

This approximation is good in the early-time limit. Then, the SFF can be formulated as

Fγ(t) '
∫
dHdLe−

N
2 TrH2

e−
N
2 TrL2 1

N2 Tr e−itHs Tr e−tHd
∫
dHdLe−

N2

2 TrH2
e−

N
2 TrL2

=
1

N4

N∑

i,j,s,r=1

∫
dλiλjdlsdlrρ

(2)
H (λi, λj)ρ

(2)
L (ls, lr)e

−it(λi−λj)e−γt(ls−lr)2

(C13)

Then, we further obtain

g(t, γ) =
1

N2

N∑

s,r=1

∫
dlsdlrρ

(2)
L (ls, lr)e

−γt(ls−lr)2

=
1

N2

[
N

∫
dl1ρ

(2)
L (l1, l1) +N(N − 1)

∫
dl1dl2ρ

(2)
L (l1, l2)e−γt(l1−l2)2

]

=
1

N
+

(N − 1)

N

∫
dl1dl2ρ

(2)
L (l1, l2)e−γt(l1−l2)2 .

(C14)

Then, we calculate the normalized SFF below. Using

ρ(2)(l1, l2) =
N

(N − 1)
ρ(l1)ρ(l2)− N

(N − 1)

sin2[N(l1 − l2)]

[N(l1 − l2)]2
, (C15)

we obtain

g(t, γ) = g(t, γ)disc + g(t, γ)conn. (C16)

Here, the connected part of g(t, γ) is

g(t, γ)conn =
1

N
−
∫
dl1dl2

sin2[N(l1 − l2)]

[N(l1 − l2)]2
e−γt(l1−l2)2 . (C17)

We further define u1 = l1 − l2 and u2 = l2, and we use the box approximation to deal with this divergent integral.
Then, we have

g(t, γ)conn =
1

N
−
∫
du1du2

sin2(Nu1)

(Nu1)2
e−γtu

2
1

=
1

N
− 2ucut

∫
du1

sin2(Nu1)

(Nu1)2
e−γtu

2
1

=
1

N
− 2ucut

N

∫
dx

sin2(x)

(πx)2
e−γ

t
L2 x

2

(C18)
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ucut is the constant introduced with box approximation. Besides, the disconnected part of g(t, γ) is

g(t, γ)disc =

∫
dl1dl2ρ(l1)ρ(l2)e−γt(l1−l2)2

=

∫ 2

−2

dl1

∫ 2

−2

dl2
1

(2π)2

√
4− l21

√
4− l22e−γt(l1−l2)2 .

(C19)

FIG. 2. The numerical results for g(t, γ) dynamics in the Eq. (C21) at the limit N → ∞.

One can try to solve the ucut in the Eq. (C18) by checking the consistency of the result at t = 0. We notice
that normalization condition gives g(0, γ) = 1, and direct calculation shows g(0, γ)disc = 1. These two facts lead to
g(t, γ)conn = 0. As a result, the connected part can be determined as

g(t, γ)conn =
1

N
− 1

N

√
γ t
N2 +

√
1 + (γ t

N2 )
2
' γt

2N3
. (C20)

Final form of normalized SFF is

g(t, γ) =
1

N
(1− 1√

γ t
N2 +

√
1 + (γ t

N2 )
2

) +

∫ 2

−2

dl1

∫ 2

−2

dl2
1

(2π)2

√
4− l21

√
4− l22e−γt(l1−l2)2

' γt

2N3
+

∫ 2

−2

dl1

∫ 2

−2

dl2
1

(2π)2

√
4− l21

√
4− l22e−γt(l1−l2)2 .

(C21)

Appendix D: SFF of SYK model

1. The Brownian SYK with dissipation

We consider the SFF in the Brownian SYK model with dissipation. Its Hamiltonian is of the form

H(t) = i
q
2

N∑

a1<...<aq

Ja1,...,aq (t)ψa1 ...ψaq . (D1)

Here, Ja1,...,aq (t) is a random variable that satisfies the Gaussian distribution with zero mean value and variance

〈Ja1,...,aq (t)Ja′1,...,a′q (t
′)〉 = δa1,a′1

...δaq,a′qδ(t− t
′)
J(q − 1)!

Nq
. (D2)
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We first write the SFF of the Brownian SYK model as a path integral with the Lindblad operator chosen as the single
Majorana operator Li = ψi. Also, the dissipation strength is chosen as the constant γ. Then, the SFF in the open
system can be written as

Fγ(T ) =
1

2N
〈Tr e−itH

D 〉

=
1

2N

∫
DψLaDψRa exp

{
i

[∫ T

0

dt
i

2
ψ(j)
a ∂tψ

(j)
a − Ja1a2...aq (t)(i

q
2ψLa1a2...aq − (−i) q2ψRa1a2...aq ) + 2γψLa ψ

R
a − iNγ

]}

(D3)

After integrating out Ja1a2...aq (t) variables, we obtain

Fγ(T ) =
1

2N

∫
DψLaDψRa

exp



−

∫ T

0

dt


1

2
ψ(j)
a ∂tψ

(j)
a +

J2(q − 1)!

Nq−1

∑

a1<a2<...<aq

(
1

2q
− ψLa1a2...aqψRa1a2...aq ) + 2iγψLa ψ

R
a +Nγ





 .

(D4)

Furthermore, we can represent Majorana fermions in terms of spin variables as ψLa ψ
R
a = i

2σ
z
a, then the above expression

can be understood as a normal thermal partition function of a spin system Fγ(t, β = 0) = 1
2N

exp[−THspin] with

Hspin =
J2(q − 1)!

2qNq−1

∑

a1<a2<...<aq

(1− σz1 ...σzq )− γ
∑

a

σza +Nγ. (D5)

In the long time limit, this factor can be viewed as a projection operator onto the ground states. The two ground
states are when all spins are up or down without dissipation. When we add small dissipation as a perturbation to the
original degenerate ground stats, the energy of the two perturbed ground states is Eg = 0 and 2Nγ. Following the
argument, the SFF reads

Fγ(t→∞, β = 0) =
1

2N
{exp[−T × 0] + exp[−T × 2Nγ]} =

1

2N
{1 + exp[−2NγT ]} . (D6)

At long time limit γT � 1, this SFF is 1/2N which is half of that with no dissipation. This explains the late-time
plateau behavior of the SFF in the SYK model with dissipation, and the plateau value is 1/2 of that with zero
dissipation. This is because the dissipation breaks the degeneracy of the ground states, and gives a positive energy
correction to one of the original ground states, thus this state decays as time increases, and only one state with zero
energy survives.

Next, we look for the saddle points in the semi-classical analysis of this SFF. There is an exact familiar rewrite of
the SYK model in terms of variables G and Σ. Without dissipation, we know an obvious saddle point which is simply
GLR = ΣLR = 0. Then, we assume that there is a saddle point near 0 when γt � 1. The total GLR,ΣLR integrand
becomes

exp

{
N

[
log(2 cos(

TΣLR
4

))− JT

q2q
+ iq

JT

q
GqLR −

T

2
ΣLRGLR − 2iγTGLR − γT

]}
(D7)

We assume GLR,ΣLR to be very small, thus tan(TΣLR
4 ) ' TΣLR

4 . We here simply take q = 2, then we arrive at the
solution

ΣLR = −4iγ,GLR =
iγT

2
. (D8)

Then, the saddle point action according to this saddle point is 2N exp[−JNT8 ] exp[−NγT ], and this explains the early-
time exponential decay behavior of the SFF in Brownian SYK model. In addition, there is another non-trivial saddle
points solution. We can obtain one set of saddle points in the long-time limit

GLR = ± i
2
,ΣLR = ∓ iJ

2q−2
− 4iγ. (D9)

Then, the saddle point action is 0,−2NγT . Therefore, the SFF is exp[0] + exp[−2NγT ] = 1 + exp[−2NγT ], and
this saddle point explains the late-time plateau behavior of SFF. This is exactly what we obtain through the spin
Hamiltonian analysis.
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2. The regular SYK with dissipation

We further consider the normal SYK model. We can write a path-integral expression for the SFF of the regular
SYK model as

Fγ(t) =

∫
DGDΣe−NI[G,Σ] (D10)

with

I[G,Σ] = − logPf(δab∂t − Σ) +
1

2

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

dt1dt2[ΣabGab −
J2

q
sabG

q
ab + 2iγGabδab′ δ(t1 − t2)] + γT. (D11)

The saddle point equations can then be written as

(
GLL GLR
GRL GRR

)
= −

(
iw + ΣLL ΣLR
ΣRL iw + ΣRR

)−1

(D12)

where Σab = sabJ
2Gq−1

ab − 2iγδab′ δ(t1 − t2). We assume there is a saddle point solution near 0 that is proportional to
γ. Thus, to the first order of γ, we have

(
GLL GLR
GRL GRR

)
' − 1

(iω + ΣLL)(iω + ΣRR)

(
iw + ΣRR − ΣLR
−ΣRL iw + ΣLL

)
(D13)

We take q = 2 for simplicity, and we have

GLL = GRR =
iω ±

√
4J2 − ω2

2J2

GLR = GRL =
−2iγGLLGRR

1 + J2GLLGRR
.

(D14)

The saddle point action is I[G,Σ] = I0[G,Σ] + γT . Thus, we obtain the normalized SFF as g(t, γ) = exp[−NγT ]. It
has an exponential decay behavior at early time.

Appendix E: SFF of Bose-Hubbard model

The SFF of the Bose-Hubbard model has extensive spikes that come from the zeros of the SFF. In order to transform
the curve of SFF to a smooth function, we perform a time average to the numerical results of the SFF for the Bose-
Hubbard model, as we treat in Fig. (4) of the main text. From time tJ between 10−1 to 103, we equally divide the
total time into Nt = 1000 pieces in the log scale. And we get the SFF at each time point by averaging the value of
SFF between Naverage = 10 neighbor points. Also, the larger the Naverage becomes, the smoother the SFF curves
will be. Below, we show the numerical results of SFF at different Naverage = 1, 5, 20 in Fig. (3).

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 3. The log-log plot of the SFF as a function of tJ , and the purple line is SFF without dissipation for comparison. Here,
the time slice average Naverage = 1, 5, 20 for (a),(b),(c) respectively.
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Appendix F: The experimental realization of the SFF in open systems.

In this section, we give a possible experiment realization proposal of the SFF in open systems. We first prepare
initial the double space wave function as

|ψD,0〉 =
1√
N

∑

n

|n〉L ⊗ |n〉R, (F1)

then we perform the evolution for a time t with the quantum non-demolition (QND) Hamiltonian in the double space

UDQND(t) = exp
[
−iHD

QND(t)
]

(F2)

with

HD
QND = HD ⊗ |0〉c〈0|. (F3)

Here, HD is the mapping of the Lindblad master equation onto the double space, and ’c’ denotes the ancilla qubit
which is also called the control qubit. Finally, we measure the expectation values of σx and σy for the ancilla qubit,
as shown in Fig. (4). After direct calculation, we obtain

〈𝜎𝑥〉
〈𝜎𝑦⟩𝑈𝐷(𝑡)

|𝜓𝐷,0⟩

|+⟩
ancilla

system, L

system, R

SFF measurement

FIG. 4. A quantum circuit employing a QND coupling of the quantum simulator in double space to an ancilla qubit to measure
the SFF.

〈σx(t)〉 =
∑

l

cos(εlt), (F4)

and

〈σy(t)〉 =
∑

l

sin(εlt). (F5)

Here, {εl} is the Lindblad spectrum. Therefore, SFF can be obtained by

Fγ(t) = 〈σy(t)〉 − i〈σx(t)〉. (F6)
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