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The development of classical ergodic theory has had a significant impact in the areas of mathemat-
ics, physics, and, in general, applied sciences. The quantum ergodic theory of Hamiltonian dynamics
has its motivations to understand thermodynamics and statistical mechanics. Quantum channel, a
completely positive trace-preserving map, represents a most general representation of quantum dy-
namics and is an essential aspect of quantum information theory and quantum computation. In this
work, we study the ergodic theory of quantum channels by characterizing different levels of ergodic
hierarchy from integrable to mixing. The quantum channels on single systems are constructed from
the unitary operators acting on bipartite states and tracing out the environment. The interaction
strength of these unitary operators measured in terms of operator entanglement provides sufficient
conditions for the channel to be mixing. By using block diagonal unitary operators, we construct a
set of non-ergodic channels. By using canonical form of two-qubit unitary operator, we analytically
construct the channels on single qubit ranging from integrable to mixing. Moreover, we also study
interacting many-body quantum systems that include the famous Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model
and show that they display mixing within the framework of the quantum channel.

I. INTRODUCTION

In classical ergodic theory, we study the statistical
properties of a probability-measure-preserving trans-
formation, and the five most widely studied properties
in the community are ergodicity, weak-mixing, (strong)
mixing, K-property, and Bernoulli. It turns out that
these properties can be stacked in a nice hierarchy, often
referred to as the ergodic hierarchy, with the strongest
one being Bernoulli. More precisely: Bernoulli =⇒ K-
property =⇒ (strong) mixing =⇒ weak mixing =⇒
ergodicity [1]. The reverse implications are not true in
general and counterexamples exist. Predictable, the set
of transformations becomes smaller when one requires
a stronger property in the hierarchy, and in fact, in-
vertible Bernoulli transformations are completely clas-
sified [2] while invertible ergodic transformations can-
not be classified [3] answering the isomorphism ques-
tion laid down in von Neumann’s seminal paper [4] in
the negative.

In quantum theory, early works on quantum ergodic
theory in Hamiltonian unitary dynamics are by von
Neumann which he named it as quantum ergodic theo-
rem and H theorem [5, 6]. These theorems met with
criticisms [7–9] and counter justifications [10]. Peres
defined and studied ergodicity and mixing based on
his definition of quantum chaos [8, 9]. Many others
continued to study ergodic and mixing behaviour in
quantum Hamiltonian dynamics, maps, and its rela-
tion to chaos and various other related quantities [11–
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17]. In the quantum many-body systems, these con-
cepts link with that of the thermalization and has pro-
duced a host of interesting results (see review [18] and
reference therein). Remarkably, certain spacetime dual
quantum many-body circuit provides an analytically
solvable minimal model for the correlation function be-
tween two spatiotemporal observables [19–22], and
thereby facilitates the characterization of the entire er-
godic hierarchy [20, 23]. The question of how an iso-
lated many-body quantum system thermalizes while
going through unitary dynamics also brought lots of
interest in the last two decades thanks to extraordinary
advancements in cold atom experiments [24, 25]. It is
now well-established that if the many-body energy level
spacing of a system are of the Wigner-Dyson type, one
expects thermalization to occur [26] i.e. the system acts
as its own bath, obey the eigenstate thermalization Hy-
pothesis [27–30].

Quantum channels, a linear map that maps quantum
states, is a generalization of unitary quantum dynam-
ics [31, 32]. Mathematically, it is a linear, completely
positive trace preserving (CPTP) map [33, 34]. At this
juncture, we would like to map the results of ergodic
theory from classical to quantum. Here, the quantum
channel acts as a transformation on the set of quantum
states, and we are interested in studying the iterative
application of quantum channels. Ergodic theory of
quantum channels has been studied in the past [35, 36]
using the algebraic framework. With the emergence of
quantum information theory and computation, the er-
godic theory of quantum channels in finite-dimensional
systems took the forefront as it has been the topic of
many recent works [37–41]. The theoretical results of it-
erative application of quantum channels has been used
in various tasks in quantum information theory. For
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Figure 1. Sketch of the iterative process studied in this work
(see text Sec. II for the description).

example, in the studies of structure-preserving maps,
which have led to a better understanding of quantum
error correction [42–44], the convergence rates of quan-
tum channels are related to critical exponents in the ten-
sor representation of many-body systems [45], to con-
struct any measurement using sequential generalized
measurements [46, 47], and asymptotic results in quan-
tum channels [48, 49]. Mixing of quantum channels is
related to information-theoretic channel capacities [50].

II. SUMMARY OF MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we first briefly describe our setup and
then summarize our main findings. We prepare a sys-
tem that is described by the Hamiltonian Hs and state
ρs. Then, we connect the system with a bath and let
the entire system (system+bath) evolve. ρb and Hb are
referred to as the state and the Hamiltonian of the bath,
respectively, and Hsb stands for the interaction between
the system and the bath. After the evolution, the state
of the entire system becomes, ρsb = U(ρ ⊗ σ)U†, where
U = e−i(Hs+Hb+Hsb). We trace out the bath degrees of
freedom from ρsb and obtain the reduced density ma-
trix for the system ρ1

s = Trb ρsb. Again, we connect the
system with the bath and repeat it iteratively n times.
Schematically, this is explained in Fig. 1.

In a broader theoretical perspective, every quantum
channel acting on the single quantum system has a rep-
resentation in terms of a unitary operator acting on a
bipartite system and then tracing out one of the sys-
tems [51, 52]. By using the notions of matrix realign-
ment [51, 53, 54] used extensively in entanglement the-
ory [55, 56] and recently in the many-body systems lit-
erature [57, 58], we provide the representation of the
channel in terms of the unitary operator and the en-
vironment, and is explained in Sec. (III A). Our study
focuses largely on the spectral properties of channels,
and the details are presented in Ref. [31, 32]. For com-
pleteness and continuity, we present the spectral results
of the channel in detail in Sec. (III B), and we define
the various equivalent definitions of ergodic and mix-
ing in Sec. (III C). The main results of our paper at the
formalism level and application to many-body physics
are presented in Sec. (IV) and Sec. (V), respectively.
The sufficiency condition on mixing of quantum chan-
nels in terms of the strength of unitary operator mea-
sured as operator entanglement [59, 60] is proved in
Sec. (IV A), the stability of sufficiency condition under
any local unitary operators is presented in Sec. (IV B),
ergodic and non-ergodic channels are constructed by
using block diagonal unitary operators in Sec. (IV C),
and bounds on the convergence of any initial state to
the fixed state in Sec. (IV D). Finally, we construct vari-
ous single qubit channels using two-qubit unitary oper-
ators as an illustration in Sec. (IV E) and also investigate
many-body quantum Hamiltonians (e.g. the Sachdev-
Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model [61, 62] and experimentally re-
alizable short-ranged model of interacting fermions in
the presence of quasi-periodic potential [63] in Sec. (V).
Strikingly, we find that mixing is the most common phe-
nomenon in such systems. Moreover, we find the mix-
ing time increases with the increase of the Hilbert space
dimension, and in parallel, it also becomes harder for
the system to meet the sufficiency condition of the mix-
ing, which was derived in Sec. (IV A) in terms of the
operator entanglement. Finally, we also qualitatively
predict the scrambling time for such systems using the
generalized spectral form factor (SFF).

III. QUANTUM CHANNELS

In this Section, we provide a brief introduction to
the quantum channels and their spectral properties. In
Sec. (III A), various representations of quantum chan-
nels and their interrelations are explained by explicitly
expressing the linear operator acting on a single system
in terms of the bipartite unitary operator. In Sec. (III B),
we reproduce the spectral results for the quantum chan-
nel, which is required for our work. In Sec. (III C), we
explain the definition of ergodic and mixing quantum



3

channels.

A. Representation of quantum channels

Let Hd is the Hilbert space of dimension d. The quan-
tum states are represented by the density matrix ρ such
that ρ ≥ 0 and Tr(ρ) = 1, and the state space S(H)
is defined over the set of density matrices. The map E
is a linear, completely positive trace preserving (CPTP),
defined over the state space S(H), and is called a quan-
tum channel [32]. The action of E on the state ρ is

ρ′ = E(ρ), (1)

and its corresponding linear operator is represented as
L [52] ∣∣ρ′〉 = L |ρ⟩ (2)

where the vectorization is defined as ⟨i|ρ|j⟩ = ⟨ij|ρ⟩.
The linear operator L is a d2 × d2 matrix, and we
use bipartite index notation to represent the matrix,
⟨iα|L|jβ⟩ ≡ Liα,jβ. Note that the operator L is not Her-
mitian. The channel can be represented using an Her-
mitian operator, dynamical matrix [51, 54] D, defined as

D = LR2 , (3)

where R2 is a matrix reshaping operation defined as
⟨iα|A|jβ⟩ = ⟨ij|AR2 |αβ⟩. Expressing D in its eigenbasis
as

D = ∑
i
|Ai⟩⟨Ai| , (4)

where we rescaled the basis as |Ai⟩ =
√

gi |γi⟩, with gi
and |γi⟩ are eigenvalues and eigenstates of D respec-
tively. The operator L we can be written as

L = ∑
i

giγi ⊗ γ∗
i = ∑

i
Ai ⊗ A∗

i . (5)

Here we used the identity (A ⊗ B)R2 = |A⟩⟨B∗|. This
provides a canonical form of Kraus representation with
∑i A†

i Ai = I,

E(ρ) = ∑
i

AiρA†
i . (6)

The operator D is also called as Choi matrix [64] and
represented as

D = (E ⊗ I) |I⟩⟨I| , (7)

with the action of the channel can be recovered as

E(ρ) = Tr2[(I ⊗ ρT)D], (8)

where T is the matrix transposition operation, I is the
identity operator, and |I⟩ = ∑i |ii⟩.

Every channel E has its unitary representation in a
larger dimension. The channel E acting on a single sys-
tem in Hd is obtained from the unitary operator acting
on the bipartite system in Hd ⊗Hd by tracing the sec-
ond system,

E(ρ) = Tr2[U(ρ ⊗ σ)U†]. (9)

This represents the physical scenario in which the joint
system evolves under the unitary operator U, in which
the second system can be treated as an environment (or
bath). We are interested in the dynamics of the system
alone. Let σ = ∑ij λij |i⟩⟨j| and for the channel E(ρ) in
Eqn. (9), the matrix representation is

⟨α| E(ρ) |β⟩ = ∑
γ

⟨αγ|U(ρ ⊗ σ)U† |βγ⟩

= ∑
γijmk

λij ⟨αγ|U |mi⟩ ⟨kj|U† |βγ⟩ ⟨m| ρ |k⟩

= ∑
γijmk

λij ⟨αm|UR2 |γi⟩ ⟨γj|UR2† |βk⟩ ⟨mk|ρ⟩

= ∑
mk

⟨αβ|
[
UR2(I ⊗ σ)UR2†

]R2
|mk⟩ ⟨mk|ρ⟩

(10)

By referring Eq. (1) and Eq. (2), the matrix representa-
tion of L in terms of the unitary operator U is

L =
[
UR2(I ⊗ σ)UR2†

]R2
. (11)

B. Spectral properties of channels

The ergodic properties of a channel depend largely
on the spectral properties of quantum channels. For
completeness, we comprehensively explain these re-
sults here [31, 32].

The eigenvalue equation of the channel E with eigen-
value λ and an eigenoperator X is

E(X) = λX. (12)

The eigenvalues and eigenoperators are the solution of
the characteristic equation det

(
λI − ∑i Ai ⊗ A∗

i
)
= 0.

Denote spec(E) as the spectrum of the channel E . How-
ever, note that the channel L need not be diagonaliz-
able.

Theorem 1. The channel E has a density matrix ρ∗ as a
fixed point.

Proof. The proof follows from the fact that the channel
E is linear continuous mapping on the set of density
matrices. Since the set of density matrices are convex
and compact, due to Markov-Kakutani theorem [V.10.6
of Ref. [65] ], the theorem follows [66].
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Corollary 1. If λ0 is an eigenvalue of the channel with the
density matrix as its eigenstate say ρ∗, i.e., E(ρ∗) = λ0ρ∗,
then λ0 = 1

Proof. Since Tr{ρ∗} = 1, the proof follows from the
trace-preserving property of the channel.

Theorem 2. λ is an eigenvalue of the channel E with an
eigenvector X iff λ∗ is also an eigenvalue with eigenvector
X†.

Proof. Using the Kraus representation, we can express
the action of the channel as E(ρ) = ∑i AiρAi where
∑i A†

i Ai = I. So, starting with the eigenvalue equation,

E(X) = λX

⇐⇒ ∑
i

AiXA†
i = λX

⇐⇒
(

∑
i

AiXA†
i

)†

= (λX)†

⇐⇒ ∑
i

AiX† A†
i = λ∗X†

⇐⇒ E(X†) = λ∗X†

(13)

If E is a linear map, the adjoint map E † is defined as
E †(X) = ∑i A†

i XAi. The adjoint map E † of a completely
positive map is also completely positive [32]. The ad-
joint of a CPTP map, a quantum channel, is an uni-
tal map. If the channel E is unital, then its adjoint E †

is trace-preserving and thereby forms an unital chan-
nel. The spectrum of E and E † is related as follows:
spec(E †) = spec(E)∗, due to which a channel E and its
adjoint E † has same spectrum.

Theorem 3. The eigenvalues of the channel E are bounded
as:

|λ| ≤ 1. (14)

Proof. First we switch from the Schrödinger picture for
E to the Heisenberg picture for E † induced by

Tr[E(X)Y] = Tr
[

XE †(Y)
]

(15)

We also recall that linearity and complete positivity of
E translates to linearity and complete positivity of E †

whereas the trace-preserving property of E becomes
unitality (E †(I) = I) of E †, and moreover, both E and
E † have the same spectrum. So, proving the statement
for E † will suffice.

Since for any X ∈ Hd, X/∥X∥∞ is a contraction, a
consequence of the theorem of Russo and Dye [67] can
be stated as follows [68]:∥∥∥E †(X)

∥∥∥
∞
≤
∥∥∥E †(I)

∥∥∥
∞
∥X∥∞. (16)

Here ∥·∥∞ is an operator norm and for matrix it is de-
fined as the maximum absolute row sum of the matrix.
In the particular case where X is an eigenvector of E †

with eigenvalue λ, we have

|λ|∥X∥∞ ≤
∥∥∥E †(I)

∥∥∥∥X∥∞

=⇒ |λ| ≤
∥∥∥E †(I)

∥∥∥
∞
= ∥I∥∞ = 1

(17)

The ergodic properties of quantum channels largely
depend on their spectrum. Arrange the spectrum of E
in the increasing order of magnitude as

λ0 = 1 ≥ |λ1| ≥ |λ2| · · ·
∣∣λd2−1

∣∣, (18)

which will be used to define the various properties of
quantum channels.

C. Definitions: Ergodic and mixing quantum channels

Ergodic theory is a mathematically well-
characterized field [1]. All definitions related to the
ergodic hierarchy are explained in various sources [69].
Here, we define ergodic and mixing of quantum
channels [38, 41]. The essential aspect of the dynamical
system is the measure space equipped with transfor-
mation. In the ergodic theory of quantum systems [70],
the set of events is represented by the positive operator
with the measure given by trace rule due to Gleason’s
theorem [71–73]. We focus on quantum channels as the
transformations.

The composition of the channel E1 and E2 is denoted
as (E1 ◦ E2)(ρ) = E1(E2(ρ)). Note that if E is CPTP map,
then any iterative application of the map

En := E ◦ · · · ◦ E (19)

is also a CPTP map [32]. The following quantity, similar
to taking an average, is also a quantum channel,

ΛE
N(ρ) :=

1
N + 1

ΣN
n=0En(ρ), (20)

where E0, an identity channel.

Definition 1 (Ergodic [38]). A quantum channel is ergodic
if there exists a unique state ρ∗ such that

E(ρ∗) = ρ∗. (21)

Here ρ∗ is the unique fixed point. In terms of the
spectrum, the channel E is ergodic if and only if it has
λ0 = 1 and λi ̸= 1, ∀i ̸= 0. The ergodicity of the channel
can be defined through the convergence of ΛE

N . The
channel E is ergodic if and only if

lim
N→∞

∥∥∥ΛE
N(ρ)− ρ∗

∥∥∥
1
= 0, (22)
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where ∥A∥1 := Tr
[√

A† A
]

is the trace norm. It in-
structs us to see the convergence in terms of the func-
tion of operators. Let Md is the set of d × d complex
matrices. For any A, B ∈ Md, the quantum channel E
is ergodic if and only if the following equivalent condi-
tions holds [41],

lim
N→∞

ΛE
N(A) = Tr(A)ρ∗

lim
N→∞

1
N + 1

ΣN
n=0 Tr(En(A)B) = Tr(A)Tr(Bρ∗).

(23)

Definition 2 (Mixing [38]). E is mixing if there exists a
unique state ρ∗ such that

lim
n→∞

∥En(ρ)− ρ∗∥1 = 0 ∀ρ (24)

In terms of the spectrum, the channel E is mixing
if and only if its spectrum has the property that |λi| ̸=
1, ∀i ̸= 0. Similar to the ergodic property, for any A, B ∈
Md, the equivalent definition of mixing holds if and
only if the following equivalent conditions are satisfied,

lim
n→∞

En(A) = Tr(A)ρ∗

lim
n→∞

Tr(En(A)B) = Tr(A)Tr(Bρ∗).
(25)

Mixing implies ergodicity but not the converse. If the
spectrum is such that there exist λk for which λk ̸= 1
but |λk| = 1. Such channels are ergodic but not mix-
ing. In classical ergodic theory, further classifications of
mixing channels like weak mixing and strong mixing
are defined. It has been shown recently that in the case
of quantum channels, weak mixing and strong mixing
is equivalent to mixing [41], and we focus on mixing in
this work.

IV. ERGODICITY, MIXING AND OPERATOR
ENTANGLEMENT

In this Section, we study the ergodic and mixing na-
ture of quantum channels defined in Eq. 9, by consider-
ing the spectrum of the quantum channel with its rep-
resentation in terms of the unitary operator as in Eq. 11.

A. Sufficient condition for mixing

The Hilbert-Schmidt norm or Frobenius norm of an
operator A is defined as ∥A∥ =

√
Tr(AA†). By using

an easily provable identity Tr
(
XR2 XR2†) = Tr

(
XX†) for

any square matrix X, we can see

∥L∥2 = Tr
[
(UR2(I ⊗ σ)UR2†)2

]
. (26)

We are more interested in the case in which σ = I/d,
and for this we have

∥L∥2 =
1
d2 Tr

[
(UR2UR2†)2

]
. (27)

In order to understand the mixing of quantum chan-
nel L as a function of the unitary operator U, it is
required to understand the entangling nature of the
unitary operator. Physically, it encodes the interaction
that the bipartite unitary operator U induces between
the system and environment. Consider an operator
Schmidt decomposition [74] of a unitary operator U

U = ∑
i

√
µi Ai ⊗ Bi, (28)

where µi ≥ 0 and Tr
(

Ai A†
j

)
= Tr

(
BiB†

j

)
= δij. The

unitarity of U implies that ∑d2−1
i=0 µi = d2, and hence

µi/d2 can be treated as probabilities and related en-
tropies can be defined. By using linear entropy, the nor-
malized operator entanglement E(U) is defined as [59],

E(U) =

(
d2

d2 − 1

)(
1 − 1

d4 Tr
(

UR2UR2†
)2
)

. (29)

As we are interested in nontrial eigenvalues λi ̸=0, lets
express L̃ = L− |I⟩⟨I| and the spectrum of L̃ represents
eigenvalues of L excluding λ0 = 1,∥∥L̃∥∥2

= ∥L∥2 − 1 = (d2 − 1)(1 − E(U)). (30)

Consider the Schur decomposition of L̃ = V1TV2,
where V1 and V2 are unitary operators and T is an
upper triangular matrix with diagonal entries λi. The
Hilbert-Schmidt norm is unitarily invariant which im-
plies that ∥L∥ = ∥T∥, and since T is upper triangular
matrix, it follows that

d2−1

∑
i=1

|λi|2 ≤ (d2 − 1)(1 − E(U)). (31)

Interesting results follow from the inequality (31).∣∣λd2−1
∣∣2(d2 − 1) ≤ ∑d2−1

i=1 |λi|2 ≤ (d2 − 1)(1 − E(U))
and we see that ∣∣λd2−1

∣∣ ≤ √1 − E(U). (32)

This captures that whenever E(U) ̸= 0, at least there
exists one mode in which

∣∣λd2−1
∣∣ < 1.

The upper bound for |λ1| can be obtained similarly
as |λ1|2 ≤ ∑d2−1

i=1 |λi|2 ≤ (d2 − 1)(1 − E(U)),

|λ1| ≤
√
(d2 − 1)(1 − E(U)). (33)

From this, it follows that whenever

E(U) > E∗ =
d2 − 2
d2 − 1

, (34)
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guarantees |λ1| < 1, which imply mixing. Thus, this
provides a sufficient condition for the quantum chan-
nel to be mixed. A similar condition for discrete
Hamiltonian dynamics holds for mixing in the many-
body spacetime dual circuits in terms of entangling
power [23].

For general σ, the spectrum is bounded as

d2−1

∑
i=1

|λi|2 ≤ Tr
[
(UR2(I ⊗ σ)UR2†)2

]
− 1, (35)

which provides the sufficiency condition for mixing
|λ1| < 1 if

Tr
[
(UR2(I ⊗ σ)UR2†)2

]
< 2. (36)

If U is dual-unitary, UR2UR2† = I, then the purity of the
state σ determines mixing nature, |λ1| < 1 if

Tr
(

σ2
)
<

2
d

. (37)

For d = 2, any mixed state guarantees the mixing, and
for general d, the bound (37) provides the sufficiency
condition for mixing.

B. Local unitary stability of mixing condition

Local unitary operators act as a disorder. Two unitary
operators U and U′ are said to be local unitarily (LU)
equivalent if U′ can be written as

U′ = (u1 ⊗ u2)U(u3 ⊗ u4) (38)

where ui ∈ Hd are any unitary operators. The spec-
trum of the quantum chennel E(ρ) with U and U′ with
E ′(ρ) = Tr2[U′(ρ ⊗ σ)U′†] are not identical. The linear
operator L′ for the channel E ′ is

L′ =
[
U′R2(I ⊗ σ)U′R2†

]R2

=
[
(u1 ⊗ uT

3 )
[
UR2(I ⊗ u4σu†

4)U
R2†
]
(u†

1 ⊗ u∗
3)
]R2

= (u1 ⊗ u∗
1)
[
UR2(I ⊗ σ′)UR2†

]
(u3 ⊗ u∗

3)

(39)

where σ′ = u4σu†
4. Here we have used the identity

[(u1 ⊗ u2)A(u3 ⊗ u4)]
R2 = (u1 ⊗ uT

3 )AR2(uT
2 ⊗ u4).

(40)
However, it can be seen that ∥L∥2 = ∥L′∥2 and hence
the sufficient condition for mixing remains invariant
under any local unitary operations of the form Eq. (38).
For σ = I/d, the eigenvalue |λ1| is upper bounded by
the operator entanglement E(U) and E(U) is LU equiv-
alent quantity. Even for general σ it can be seen the
sufficient condition is invariant with local unitary op-
erators. The bound provides stable mixing criteria that
are invariant under any local unitary operators.

C. Block diagonal construction of quantum channels

We further study the ergodic hierarchy of channels
using block diagonal unitary operators. Define block
diagonal unitary operator UD as UD =

⊕d
i=1 ui in

which ui are d × d unitary operators. For σ = I/d the
linear operator L[UD] ,

L[UD] =
1
d
[UR2

D UR2†
D ]R2 . (41)

The UR2
D of block diagonal matrix contains d rows and

the inner product of these rows forms the d2 elements
of UR2

D UR2†
D , and hence L[UD] is diagonal with diagonal

entries

λij =
1
d

Tr
(

uiu†
j

)
. (42)

There are d eigenvalues λii = 1, and hence the channel
is non-ergodic. If we choose an orthonormal unitary
operator set uj, then there are d eigenvalue λii = 1, and
the remaining eigenvalues vanish. This is an interesting
case as the channel is non-ergodic as a whole but there
are d eigenmodes which is highly mixing. If uj = u, all
the eigenvalues λij = 1 and an example of integrable
channel.

D. Bound on the convergence

The convergence of any state ρ to the fixed state ρ∗
under the action of map E can be bounded as [66]

∥En(ρ)− ρ∗∥1 ≤ Cdpoly(n)|λ1|n, (43)

where Cd is some constant depending on the local di-
mensions d. Due to the upper bound on |λ1| in Eq. (33),
we can write

∥En(ρ)− ρ∗∥1 ≤ Cdpoly(n)
(
(d2 − 1)(1 − E(U))

) n
2

≤ C(d, n) (1 − E(U))
n
2 .

(44)

The operator entanglement E(U) thus provides an up-
per bound to the convergence of ρ to ρ∗ for a fixed iter-
ation n.
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Figure 2. Set of all two-qubit unitary LU equivalent unitary
operators represented in the tetrahedron called Weyl cham-
ber. Here the coordinates represent the parameters of unitary
operators in Eq. (45).

E. Two-qubit unitary operators and single qubit quantum
channels

For simplest scenerio of d = 2, any two qubit unitary
operator U is unitarily equivalent to Unl [75],

Unl = exp
[
−i(x σx ⊗ σx + y σy ⊗ σy + z σz ⊗ σz)

]
=


e−izc− 0 0 −ie−izs−

0 eizc+ −ieizs+ 0
0 −ieizs+ eizc+ 0

−ie−izs− 0 0 e−izc−

 ,
(45)

where c± = cos(x ± y), s± = sin(x ± y) and 0 ≤ |cz| ≤
cy ≤ cx ≤ π

4 . For such Unl with σ = I/d, L can be
explicitly diagonalized as

L =
3

∑
i=0

λ̃i |ϕi⟩⟨ϕi| , (46)

where

|ϕ0⟩ =
|00⟩+ |11⟩√

2
|ϕ1⟩ =

|00⟩ − |11⟩√
2

|ϕ2⟩ =
|01⟩+ |10⟩√

2
|ϕ3⟩ =

|01⟩ − |10⟩√
2

(47)

The eigenvalues with trivial λ0 = λ̃0 = 1 and un-
ordered eigenvalues are

λ̃1 =
1
2
[cos(2(x + y)) + cos(2(x − y))]

λ̃2 = cos(2y) cos(2z), λ̃3 = cos(2x) cos(2z).
(48)

-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
Re[λ]

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

Im
[λ

]

SYK
h=0.5 
h=2
h=5

Figure 3. Variation of the real part vs. the imaginary part
of the eigenvalue spectrum of the matrix representation of
quantum channel LH for the SYK model and the Hamiltonian
HSR.

The variables (x, y, z) in Eq. (45) uniquely represent a
set of LU equivalent unitary operators [75]. It forms
a tetrahedron called the Weyl chamber, as shown in
Fig. (2). The ergodic properties of qubit quantum chan-
nel (46) can be characterized using these variables as
:

1. Case 1: for the line ’LOCAL’ to ’CNOT’ :: for
which (x, y, z) varies from (0, 0, 0) to (π/4, 0, 0).
The ordered eigenvalues can be then λ1 = λ̃2 = 1
and λ2 = λ3 = λ̃1 = λ̃3 = cos 2x. The entire
line represents a non-ergodic channel. For x = 0,
local, λ2 = λ3 = 1 represents integrable channel.

2. Case 2: for the line ’CNOT’ to ’DCNOT’ ::
for which (x, y, z) varies from (π/4, 0, 0) to
(π/4, π/4, 0). We have λ1 = λ̃2 = cos 2y and
λ2 = λ3 = λ̃1 = λ̃3 = 0. Except y = π/4
i.e., CNOT gate, all other unitaries with will have
λ1 = cos(2y) < 1. Single qubit channels with
these unitaries forms mixing channels.

3. Case 3: The qubit channel corresponding to the
unitary operators from line from SWAP to DC-
NOT for which (x, y, z) varies from (π/4, π/4, 0)
to (π/4, π/4, π/4), represents completely depo-
larizing channel with λi = 0 ∀i ̸= 0.

4. Case 4: For the line LOCAL to DCNOT and from
LOCAL to SWAP all represent mixing vertices.

V. ERGODIC AND MIXING CHANNELS WITH
MANY-BODY HAMILTONIANS

In the previous section, we study a two-qubit sys-
tem, i.e., the Hilbert space dimension of the system
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Figure 4. Variation of the 1st two eigenvalues of LH λ0 and
|λ1| (after arranging in descending order in magnitudes) with
h for the Hamiltonian HSR. Inset shows the approach of |λ1|
to 1 with increasing h in semi-log scale.
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Figure 5. Variation of ∆n = ||Ln
Hρ − ρ∗||1 with n for the SYK

model and the Hamiltonian HSR and for the initial Neel state.
Inset shows the variation of the operator entanglement with h
for the Hamiltonian HSR.

d = 2 (the Hilbert space dimension of the system+bath
d2 = 4). In this section, we focus on the many-body
quantum systems where d ≥ 2. We study two types
of many-body Hamiltonian of interacting fermions on
a one-dimensional lattice of length L. The first one
is an experimentally realizable [63, 76] short-range
(SR) model consisting of nearest-neighbor hopping and
nearest-neighbor interaction in the presence of quasi-
periodic potential. The other one is a model with ran-
dom all-to-all interactions, famously known as the SYK
model. The Hamiltonians for these two models are

0.1 1 10
h

0.4

0.8

E(U)

d=2
d=4
d=8
d=16

0.1 1 10
h

0

0.2

0.4

1
-|

λ
1|

Figure 6. (Left panel) Variation of operator entanglement
E(U) with h and for the Hamiltonian HSR for different values
of d. The dotted lines correspond to E∗. (Right panel) Vari-
ation of the spectral gap 1 − |λ1| with h for the Hamiltonian
HSR and for different values of d.

given by:

HSR = −
L−1

∑
i=1

(ĉ†
i ĉi+1 + H.c.) + V

L−1

∑
i=1

n̂in̂i+1

+h
L

∑
i=1

cos(2παi)n̂i, (49)

and

HSYK =
L

∑
i,j,k,l

Jij;kl ĉ†
i ĉ†

j ĉk ĉl , (50)

Where, ĉ†
i (ĉi) is the fermionic creation (annihilation)

operator at site i, n̂i = ĉ†
i ĉi is the number operator. ĉ†

i
and ĉi obey following anti-commutation relations i.e.
{ĉi, ĉ†

j } = δij, {ĉi, ĉj} = 0, and {ĉ†
i , ĉ†

j } = 0. In the
case of the Hamiltonian HSR, α is an irrational num-
ber which we choose to be α = (

√
5 − 1)/2. We also

set the interaction parameter V = 1 for all our calcu-
lations. In the absence of the interaction, i.e., V = 0,
HSR undergoes a delocalization-localization transition
as one tunes the strength of the quasi-periodic potential,
and h = 2 turns out to be the transition point [77]. In
the presence of interaction, it is believed that within an
isolated quantum dynamics framework, changing the
strength of the quasi-periodic potential h, one can drive
the system from ergodic to many-body localized (MBL)
phase [78], though, in recent days, the stability of MBL
transition in the thermodynamic limit has been ques-
tioned [79].

On the other, the SYK Hamiltonian HSYK in the large
L limit is exactly solvable [62, 80]. The study of this
model has uncovered a remarkable direct connection
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to quantum gravity with a black hole in AdS2 [81–
83]. As in the case of a black hole, the SYK model
gives rise to thermalization and many-body quantum
chaos with a Lyapunov exponent that saturates the
quantum limit [84]. The random four-fermion cou-
pling Jij;kl drawn from a Gaussian distribution with
zero mean and variance |Jij;kl |2 = J2/L3; Jij;kl are prop-
erly antisymmetrized, i.e., Jij;kl = −Jji;kl = −Jij;lk and
Jij;kl = J∗kl;ij [61]. It is important to point out that
though both of these systems are fermionic in nature,
using Jordan-Winger (JW) transformation, they can be
mapped into models of spin-1/2 particles (qubit). In-
terestingly, even though JW transformation is non-local,
the Hamiltonian HSR becomes the spin-1/2 XXZ model
in the presence of the incommensurate magnetic field,
which involves spin-exchange term only between near-
est sites. On the other hand, the SYK model has all-to-
all interactions. Recently, both the SYK model and the
HSR model have been realized in quantum computing
platforms using proper Qubitization and Trotterization
[85–87].

We consider the first L/2 sites as the system and the
rest of the L/2 sites as the bath. Hence, the Hilbert
space dimension of the sub-system and the bath are
d = 2L/2. To understand the ergodic hierarchy of these
systems according to the formalism described in Sec.III,
we need to investigate the matrix L (see Eq. 11). Here,
for all the calculations, we consider an infinite tem-
perature bath; hence, we replace σ in Eq. 11 by Id/d
(where Id is a d dimensional identity matrix) and the
Unitary operator U = eiH = UH (where H = HSR or
H = HSYK). Eq. 11 reads as,

LH =
1
d

[
UR2

H UR2†
H

]R2
. (51)

First, we investigate the eigenvalue spectrum of the
matrix LH . Figure 3 shows the eigenvalue spectrum
of LH in the complex plane, where we plot the real
part vs. the imaginary part of the eigenvalues λi. We
find that for the Hamiltonian HSR, as we increase h, the
effective distance from the center of most of the data
points increases, indicating the absolute value of a large
fraction of eigenvalues |λi| approaches toward 1. On
the other hand, for the SYK model, most of the data
points are in the neighborhood close to the center.

Moreover, we arrange the spectrum in descending or-
der of magnitude (as mentioned in Eq. (18)), plot λ0
(which is real) and |λ1| as a function of h in Fig. 4.
While λ0 = 1, |λ1| approaches towards 1 with increas-
ing h. However, the inset of Fig. 4 ensures that for a
finite value of h, |λ1| does not reach 1, though 1 − |λ1|
approaches to zero with increasing h. It is important
to emphasize that in the h → ∞ limit, UH will be com-
pletely diagonal. Hence, it is a non-ergodic channel (see
Sec. (IV C). |λ1| for the SYK model for L = 8 turns

out to be 0.5275, which is much smaller than |λ1| ob-
tained for HSR. Intuitively, one expects that given the
SYK model is maximally chaotic. This confirms that
the quantum channel representations of the Hamilto-
nian HSR and HSYK show mixing.

To strengthen the claim, we also plot ∆n = ||Ln
Hρ −

ρ∗||1 vs n. For a mixing channel ∆n → 0 as n → ∞,
∀ρ and where LHρ∗ = ρ∗. The results shown in Fig. 5

are for Neel state |ψ⟩ = ΠL/2
i=1 ĉ†

2i−1|0⟩ [88–90]; however,
we check our results for a few other states as well. We
find that, indeed, ∆n approaches zero as n increases.
As expected, with increasing h in HSR, the fall-off of ∆n
becomes slower. On the other hand, the decay of ∆n is
extremely fast for the SYK model. Moreover, we also
study the variation of the operator entanglement E(U)
(see Eq. (29)) with h for the Hamiltonian HSR in the
inset of Fig. 5 and find that it decreases with increasing
h, and always remains below E∗ (see Eq. (34)). On the
other hand, for the SYK model (for L = 8), E(U) ≃
0.9925 is very close to E∗.

Next, we also investigate the effect of the Hilbert
space dimension of the system d in the ergodic hier-
archy. In Fig. 6 (right panel), we show the variation of
the spectral gap 1− |λ1| (a measure of the mixing time)
with h of the short-range Hamiltonian HSR for differ-
ent values of d. The spectral gap appears to decrease
quickly with increasing d. It says that as d increases,
the mixing time decreases for the short-range model.
Similar features can also be observed in the variation
of the operator entanglement vs. h plot in Fig. 6 (left
panel). Interestingly, we find that only for d = 2 and
for a certain parameter range (h ∈ [0, 3]), E(U) satisfies
the sufficient condition of the mixing, i.e., E(U) > E∗.
For d > 2, E(U) always appears to be less than E∗. Intu-
itively, these results can be understood in the following
way. In the case of the HSR, the coupling term Hsb (ac-
cording to schematic Fig. 1) between the system and the
bath involves only two adjacent sites, does not depend
on the system size L or the Hilbert space dimension of
the system d. Hence, one would expect that if L (or d)
increases, the bath will take more time to thermalize the
system; hence, the mixing time is expected to go down
with increasing d. On the contrary, for the all-to-all SYK
model, this is not the case; hence, there is not much of
a dependence of the mixing time on d.

Further, we also make a quantitative connection be-
tween thermalization (measured in terms of scram-
bling [91]) and the ergodic hierarchy using the spectral
form factor (SFF) [92–94], a statistical measure of quan-
tum chaos with that of the ergodic hierarchy. The gen-
eralized SFF for a quantum channel is defined as [91],

K :=
1
d2 ∑

i
|Tr Ai|2 (52)

where Ai are the Kraus operator of the dynamical equa-
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Figure 7. Variation of generalized SFF K(n) with n for the
Hamiltonian HSR. Inset shows the variation of the scrambling
time ns (iteration) with h. The dashed horizontal line corre-
sponds to 1/d.

tion (see Eq. (6)). By using a simple identity |X|2 =
Tr(X ⊗ X∗), we can write generalized SFF as

K(n) =
1
d2 TrLn

H , (53)

where d stands for the Hilbert space dimension of the
system. It has been argued that the necessary condition
for scrambling in many-body systems is K(n) < 1/d
[91]. In terms of the eigenvalues of L, the generalized
SFF

K(n) =
1
d2 (1 +

d2−1

∑
i=1

λn
i ). (54)

It is very interesting to note that in the block diago-
nal construction of quantum channels constructed in
Sec. (IV C), there exists a model for which d eigenvalues
equals λi = 1 and remaining eigenvalues vanish giving
rise to a non-thermalizing model. From the ergodic the-
ory perspective, the model itself is non-ergodic, and it
matches with that of the many-body perspectives.

Given the necessary condition for scrambling has
been argued as K(n) < 1/d [91], here, we roughly es-
timate the scrambling time by identifying ns = min(n),
such as the K(ns) ≤ 1/d. We have considered H = HSR,
computed K(n) as a function of n. Previously, we have
shown in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 that for any finite value h,
the channel LH is mixing. However, as we increase the
h, the spectral gap 1 − |λ1| (which is also a measure of
mixing time) decreases. One would naively expect that
mixing time and the scrambling time should be related
to each other. If one observes the decrease in mixing
time, similar features should also be noticed in the con-
text of scrambling. Figure. 7 validates our hypothesis;
we show the variation of K(n) vs. n for different val-
ues of h. As expected, with increasing h, the fall-off of

K(n) with n is slower. Moreover, we also identify the
scrambling time (iteration) ns and find that, indeed, it
increases with increasing h.

VI. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSIONS

In this work, we study the ergodic hierarchy of quan-
tum channels by proving the necessary condition for
the channel to be mixing in terms of operator entangle-
ment of the unitary operator, and we use these tools to
study the mixing in quantum many-body systems. We
also prove the stability of the sufficiency of the mix-
ing condition under any single particle local unitary
operator. We construct various analytical models us-
ing block diagonal unitary operators to explore the er-
godic hierarchy of quantum channels. As an illustra-
tion, by using the canonical two-qubit unitary opera-
tor, we construct various quantum channels of a single
qubit that show different ergodic behaviors. Then, we
explore unitary operators constructed from quantum
many-body Hamiltonians, especially focused on two
models: 1) short-range interacting models in the pres-
ence of quasiperiodic potential and 2) all-to-all interact-
ing SYK model. We find both the models show mixing,
while SYK, being maximally chaotic, almost satisfies the
sufficiency conditions for mixing; the other model fails
to do so. Also, studying different spectral measures
of quantum channels and the convergence criteria, it
was apparent that the mixing rate for the SYK model
is much higher compared to the short-ranged model.
Intuitively, it fits well with our notion that the SYK is
maximally chaotic in the thermodynamic limit. How-
ever, both in the two-qubit case and for the many-body
systems, we could not find an example where the chan-
nel is ergodic but not mixing. It indicates that maybe
in typical quantum systems mixing is more common,
while ergodicity is a rare phenomena. We also study
the quantitative relation between mixing and scram-
bling using spectral form factor.

In summary, based on our results, we make a few
conjectures for generic quantum many-body systems,
and they are 1) In the context of quantum many-body
systems, mixing is much more common than other er-
godic hierarchies, 2) The mixing time decreases with in-
creasing d for the short-range model, 3) As d increases,
the sufficient conditions of mixing in terms of the op-
erator entanglement become harder to achieve. 4) The
mixing and scrambling times are typically expected to
behave similarly for a generic quantum system. How-
ever, we must emphasize one can possibly cook up an
extremely fine-tuned model where some of our above
conjectures may get violated; it will be interesting to
search for such models in future studies.

In the last century, the mathematics of ergodic theory
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has provided many interesting results and opened up
many applications [95]. It would be intriguing to ex-
plore how far one can draw parallels from the world of
classical ergodic theory to the world of quantum chan-
nels. In particular, one might be able to characterize
total ergodicity (all powers of the given transformation
are ergodic) [96] and prove that it sits distinctively in
between ergodicity and weak mixing, but on the other
hand, the notion of mild mixing [96] defined in any con-
ceivable way will be equivalent to mixing as it would sit
between mixing and weak mixing. It would be interest-
ing to see the relation between the ergodic theory of

quantum channels and its information-theoretic capa-
bilities.
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