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Random matrix theory is a powerful tool for understanding spectral correlations inherent in quan-
tum chaotic systems. Despite diverse applications of non-Hermitian random matrix theory, the role
of symmetry remains to be fully established. Here, we comprehensively investigate the impact of
symmetry on the level statistics around the spectral origin—hard-edge statistics—and expand the
classification of spectral statistics to encompass all the 38 symmetry classes of non-Hermitian ran-
dom matrices. Within this classification, we discern 28 symmetry classes characterized by distinct
hard-edge statistics from the level statistics in the bulk of spectra, which are further categorized
into two groups, namely the Altland-Zirnbauer0 classification and beyond. We introduce and eluci-
date quantitative measures capturing the universal hard-edge statistics for all the symmetry classes.
Furthermore, through extensive numerical calculations, we study various open quantum systems
in different symmetry classes, including quadratic and many-body Lindbladians, as well as non-
Hermitian Hamiltonians. We show that these systems manifest the same hard-edge statistics as
random matrices and that their ensemble-average spectral distributions around the origin exhibit
emergent symmetry conforming to the random-matrix behavior. Our results establish a compre-
hensive understanding of non-Hermitian random matrix theory and are useful in detecting quantum
chaos or its absence in open quantum systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Symmetry plays a pivotal role in random matrix theory
and is crucial for comprehending spectra of complex sys-
tems [1]. Dyson’s threefold way initially classifies Hermi-
tian random matrices according to time-reversal symme-
try (TRS) [2]. The bulk of spectra is characterized by the
threefold universal level statistics, termed the Wigner-
Dyson statistics [3, 4]. These universal level statistics
appear in the following renowned random matrix ensem-
bles: Gaussian unitary ensemble (lacking TRS), Gaus-
sian orthogonal ensemble (possessing TRS with sign +1),
and Gaussian symplectic ensemble (possessing TRS with
sign −1). Extensive theoretical and experimental investi-
gations have demonstrated that the spectral correlations
of chaotic closed quantum systems align with these uni-
versal random-matrix statistics with corresponding sym-
metry [5–9]. Subsequently, random matrix ensembles
in the chiral and Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) symme-
try classes, which incorporate chiral symmetry [10, 11]
and particle-hole symmetry [12], were introduced. These
symmetries dictate universal properties in the proxim-
ity of the symmetry-preserving point E = 0 in the en-
ergy spectrum. Together with TRS, chiral and particle-
hole symmetries form the comprehensive classification
of Hermitian random matrices, known as the Altland-
Zirnbauer (AZ) tenfold classification [12]. Importantly,
this well-established Hermitian random matrix theory
has found broad applications across diverse fields of
physics. In condensed matter physics, it elucidates uni-
versal transport phenomena of disordered metals and su-
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perconductors [13, 14] and also serves as a powerful tool
to detect the Anderson transitions [15] and many-body-
localization transitions [16, 17]. In nuclear physics, ran-
dom matrices provide an effective model of chiral sym-
metry breaking [18].

While researchers historically focused on Hermitian
operators, non-Hermitian operators are equally impor-
tant in various physical systems. Prime examples in-
clude chiral Dirac operators with chemical potential in
quantum chromodynamics (QCD) [19–21] and scatter-
ing matrices in quantum transport phenomena [13, 14].
Non-Hermitian matrices appear naturally in stochastic
processes and network systems, having important appli-
cations in biological systems [22–29]. Realistic physi-
cal systems are inevitably coupled with their surround-
ing environments, and non-Hermitian operators also play
pivotal roles in the dynamics of such open physical sys-
tems [30]. For the Markovian environment, the dynamics
of open quantum systems is described by the Lindblad
master equation [31, 32], where the generator of the dy-
namics, known as the Lindbladian, is a non-Hermitian
operator. The time evolution of classical synthetic ma-
terials such as optical and photonic systems with energy
gain or loss [33–36], along with quantum systems un-
der continuous measurement [37–40], can also be charac-
terized by non-Hermitian Hamiltonians. Thanks to ad-
vances in state-of-the-art experiments and theories, the
past years have witnessed remarkable development in
non-Hermitian physics [41–44].

These advances necessitate a systematic understanding
of symmetry inherent in open quantum systems, leading
to the 38-fold classification [45, 46] of non-Hermitian op-
erators beyond the tenfold classification of Hermitian op-
erators. This symmetry classification serves as a guiding
principle in designing and comprehending non-Hermitian
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topological phases [46–52], analyzing non-Hermitian An-
derson [53–66] and many-body localization [67–69], as
well as understanding spontaneous breaking of parity-
time (PT ) symmetry [70]. Moreover, the chaotic be-
havior in open quantum systems has drawn substan-
tial attention [71–86], with symmetry playing a crucial
role in its description. Researchers developed the sym-
metry classification of non-Hermitian generalizations of
the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model [87–93], a proto-
type of quantum chaotic model, revealing rich struc-
tures [94]. Substantial progress was also made in the
symmetry classification of Lindbladians for both single-
particle and many-body systems [95–98]. Several pro-
totypical models, such as Bogoliubov quasi-particles in
dissipative superconductors [99–103] and non-Hermitian
extensions [49, 104, 105] of the Su-Schrieffer-Heeger
model [106], exhibit particle-hole or sublattice symme-
try and can display chaotic behavior in the presence of
disorder.

Non-Hermitian random matrix theory is useful for un-
derstanding the spectral correlations and dynamics of
open quantum systems. Universal dynamical features of
open quantum chaotic systems were investigated using
non-Hermitian random matrices [73, 75, 76, 80]. It was
conjectured that the statistics of complex energy levels
in non-integrable open quantum systems follow those of
non-Hermitian random matrices, which has been numer-
ically verified in several models [71, 77–79, 82]. Level
correlations of non-Hermitian random matrices in the
bulk of complex spectra (i.e., away from special points,
lines, and edges of complex spectra) belong to the three-
fold universality classes [72, 77, 107]. These univer-
sality classes depend only on an extension of TRS for
non-Hermitian operators, time-reversal symmetry† [46],
while the influence of other defining symmetries ap-
pears elusive. Given the prevalence of almost all 38
symmetry classes in realistic physical systems (e.g., see
Refs. [94, 97, 98]), characterizing the unique universality
classes of level correlations in each symmetry class and
exploring the impact of symmetry stands out as one of
the crucial challenges in non-Hermitian random matrix
theory. Despite its importance and some discrete works
on level statistics beyond the threefold way, especially
those on non-Hermitian but real random matrices [108–
112], a comprehensive understanding of the universality
classes within the 38-fold symmetry classification is still
lacking.

In this work, we demonstrate that the level statistics
around the spectral origin faithfully reveal the impact
of all defining symmetries. In Hermitian random matrix
theory, such level statistics around the spectral origin
are known as the hard-edge statistics. While the spec-
tral origin of complex spectra may look like a hole or
node, we find a rich analogy of the level statistics with
the Hermitian case. Thus, we call the level statistics
around the spectral origin the hard-edge statistics even
in non-Hermitian random matrix theory. We comprehen-
sively explore possible universality classes of the hard-

edge statistics of non-Hermitian random matrices in all
38 symmetry classes. We identify 28 symmetry classes
where the level statistics around the spectral origin differ
from those in the bulk of the spectra or around the real
or imaginary axis by analyzing their defining symmetries.
This approach is akin to that in Hermitian random ma-
trix theory, where the hard-edge statistics distinct from
the bulk statistics appear in the chiral and BdG sym-
metry classes but not in the Wigner-Dyson symmetry
classes [1, 12, 14]. By contrast, non-Hermiticity enriches
the symmetry classification and leads to more diverse
universal spectral correlations. Specifically, we catego-
rize these 28 symmetry classes into two groups and in-
vestigate all of them, summarized in Tables II and III.
Notably, similar to the Hermitian counterparts, only a
few eigenvalues closest to the spectral origin contribute
to the hard-edge statistics. Consequently, analyzing the
hard-edge statistics and diagnosing symmetry classes re-
quires studying ensembles of operators.

The first group, summarized in Table II, comprises
seven symmetry classes, where the spectral origin is the
only high-symmetry point in the complex plane, and the
hard-edge statistics exhibit spectral U(1) rotation sym-
metry. These seven symmetry classes, together with
the threefold classes based on time-reversal symmetry†,
form the tenfold classification, which we dub Altland-
Zirnbauer0 (AZ0) classification. We employ the density
of complex eigenvalues and the distributions of the com-
plex level ratios around the spectral origin to charac-
terize the universality classes of the hard-edge statistics.
We numerically obtain seven universal ratio distributions
and summarize their properties in Table II. In a simi-
lar spirit to the Wigner surmise, we calculate these dis-
tributions analytically for small non-Hermitian random
matrices. We show that the asymptotic behavior ob-
served in large matrices can be accurately estimated from
that in small ones. Notably, distributions of the com-
plex eigenvalue with the minimum modulus were investi-
gated previously [94, 113, 114]. By contrast, we introduce
a new statistical quantity that captures the hard-edge
statistics—ratio of the complex eigenvalue with the min-
imum modulus to that with the second minimum modu-
lus, which we dub the complex level ratio. We clarify the
difference between the two approaches and discuss the
potential advantages of the complex level ratio.

The second group, summarized in Table III, comprises
the remaining 21 symmetry classes which have no spec-
tral U(1) rotation symmetry around the origin. We inves-
tigate the distributions of the eigenvalues zmin with the
smallest modulus. We numerically demonstrate that in
certain symmetry classes, the distributions exhibit delta-
function peaks on the real and/or imaginary axes, in con-
trast to the preceding seven symmetry classes in the AZ0

classification. We find that the probability of zmin being
real or purely imaginary is characteristic and universal in
each symmetry class, summarizing these universal values
for all these 21 symmetry classes in Table III. In partic-
ular, we focus on three representative symmetry classes
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(i.e., classes BDI, CII, and AII + S+) and carefully ex-
amine their universal distributions of zmin. The obtained
distributions are qualitatively different when zmin is com-
plex, real, or purely imaginary, and in certain classes, the
distributions exhibit the point group symmetry D4. We
provide theoretical explanations for our numerical find-
ings.

To further demonstrate the universality of our newly
found hard-edge statistics, we investigate diverse open
quantum systems, including quadratic and many-body
Lindbladians, as well as non-Hermitian Hamiltonians.
For the seven symmetry classes in the AZ0 classifica-
tion, we construct corresponding physical models. An
ensemble of a physical model often has statistical sym-
metry (ensemble symmetry), while symmetry of a single
realization of the model determines the relevant symme-
try class. Notably, the ensemble symmetry of physical
models is generally lower than the ensemble symmetry
of random matrices in the same symmetry class. Nev-
ertheless, the hard-edge statistics of non-Hermitian ran-
dom matrices in the AZ0 classification manifest them-
selves in these physical systems in the seven symmetry
classes, signaling emergent spectral U(1) symmetry. For
the 21 symmetry classes beyond the AZ0 classification,
we construct models in the three representative symme-
try classes. We show that they also exhibit the hard-edge
statistics and emergent spectral D4 symmetry consistent
with non-Hermitian random matrices.

The rest of this work is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, we begin with the symmetry classification of non-
Hermitian random matrix theory. We identify the sym-
metry classes exhibiting the unique hard-edge statistics.
In Secs. III and IV, we investigate the hard-edge statis-
tics of non-Hermitian random matrices in the Gaussian
ensembles within and beyond the AZ0 classification, re-
spectively. Sections V and VI are respectively dedicated
to open quantum physical models within and beyond the
AZ0 classification. We uncover that the hard-edge statis-
tics of these physical models coincide with non-Hermitian
random matrices, demonstrating that our characteriza-
tion of the hard-edge statistics efficiently captures the
chaotic behavior or integrability of open quantum sys-
tems. Section VII is devoted to conclusions and discus-
sions.

II. SYMMETRY CLASSIFICATION OF
NON-HERMITIAN RANDOM MATRIX THEORY

We start with the AZ classification of Hermitian opera-
torsH. It consists of two types of anti-unitary symmetry,

time-reversal symmetry (TRS):

T+H∗T −1
+ = H (T+T ∗

+ = ±1) ; (1)

particle-hole symmetry (PHS):

C−HTC−1
− = −H (C−C∗

− = ±1) ; (2)

and their combined unitary symmetry

chiral symmetry (CS):

ΓH†Γ−1 = −H (Γ2 = 1) , (3)

where T+, C−, and Γ are all unitary operators.
Non-Hermiticity H ̸= H† ramifies the definitions of

TRS, PHS, and CS, and enriches the symmetry classifi-
cation [51]. ReplacingH in their definitions byH† results
in two types of additional anti-unitary symmetry,

time-reversal symmetry† (TRS†) :

C+HTC−1
+ = H (C+C∗

+ = ±1) ; (4)

particle-hole symmetry† (PHS†) :

T−H∗T −1
− = −H (T−T ∗

− = ±1) ; (5)

and additional unitary symmetry,

sublattice symmetry (SLS):

SHS−1 = −H (S2 = 1) . (6)

The combination of CS and SLS gives another unitary
symmetry

pseudo-Hermiticity (pH):

ηH†η−1 = H (η2 = 1) . (7)

These four symmetries, together with the three original
symmetries in the AZ classification, constitute the 38-fold
symmetry classification [45, 46] of non-Hermitian opera-
tors H. Notably, if H respects TRS (CS), iH respects
PHS† (pH), and vice versa. Hence, the spectral proper-
ties of H and iH are identical up to the multiplication by
i. Consequently, the symmetry classes of H and iH are
counted only once in the 38-fold symmetry classification.

Symmetries impose constraints on spectra and eigen-
vectors of non-Hermitian operators. As an example, let
us consider a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian H with PHS.
If v is a right eigenvector of H with an eigenvalue z

(i.e., Hv = zv), vTC†
− is a left eigenvector of H with

an eigenvalue −z [i.e., (vTC†
−)H = −z (vTC†

−)]. Thus,
the particle-hole operation generally transforms an eigen-
value z to another eigenvalue −z, and hence the complex
spectrum is symmetric about the origin. Notably, while
PHS, in general, creates opposite-sign pairs (z,−z) of
complex eigenvalues, it imposes a special constraint on
the eigenvalue invariant under the particle-hole opera-
tion, i.e., the zero eigenvalue z = 0. If a zero mode ex-

ists, its left eigenvector coincides with vTC†
−. While exact

zero modes typically do not appear in generic matrices,
the level interaction around the spectral origin should be
influenced by PHS. Similarly, SLS relates an eigenvalue
z to −z. On the other hand, TRS, PHS†, CS, and pH ac-
company complex or Hermitian conjugation: while TRS
and pH relate an eigenvalue z to z∗, PHS† and CS relate
an eigenvalue z to −z∗. In contrast to these symmetries,
TRS† does not lead to such pairs of eigenvalues between
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TABLE I. Altland-Zirnbauer† (AZ†) classification of non-Hermitian random matrices based on time-reversal symmetry (TRS),
time-reversal symmetry† (TRS†), and pseudo-Hermiticity (pH). If H respects TRS or pH, iH respects particle-hole symmetry†

(PHS†) or chiral symmetry (CS), respectively. If H belongs to the symmetry class in the column “Class (H)”, iH belongs to
the corresponding class in “Class (iH)”. In the nomenclature of symmetry classes, η represents pH, and the subscript of η±
denotes whether pH commutes (+) or anti-commutes (−) with TRS†. In the columns “TRS (PHS†)” and “TRS†”, the entry
“±1” specifies the sign of the anti-unitary symmetry, and “0” means its absence. The influence of symmetries on the level
statistics around the real axis is summarized [112]. If there is a soft gap in the density of complex eigenvalues, ρc(x+iy), around
the real axis y = 0, its small-|y| behavior is listed. The column “Real eigenvalues” indicates whether random matrices have a
finite number of real eigenvalues (

√
) or not (×); for the five symmetry classes with “

√
”, the number Nreal of real eigenvalues

after the ensemble average is subextensive, Nreal ∝
√
N , with N being the dimension of the matrix.

Class

(H)

Class

(iH)

TRS

(PHS†)
TRS† pH

(CS)

Density ρc(x+ iy) around

the real axis
Real eigenvalues

A A 0 0 0 - ×
AI† AI† 0 +1 0 - ×
AII† AII† 0 −1 0 - ×
A + η AIII 0 0 1 |y|

√

AI D† +1 0 0 |y|
√

AII C† −1 0 0 |y|2 ×
AI + η+ BDI† +1 +1 1 −|y| ln |y|

√

AI + η− DIII† +1 −1 1 |y|
√

AII + η+ CII† −1 −1 1 |y|
√

AII + η− CI† −1 +1 1 |y| ×

different eigenvalues but imposes constraints on generic
individual eigenvalues.

Importantly, the influence of symmetry on the level
statistics is contingent upon the invariance of eigenval-
ues under the symmetry operation. This is also the case
for Hermitian random matrices, where TRS is relevant
to generic real eigenvalues, but PHS and CS (or equiva-
lently, SLS) are relevant only to the zero eigenvalue. As
also discussed above, TRS† constrains generic complex
eigenvalues and influences the spectral correlations in the
bulk of complex spectra. On the other hand, the other six
types of symmetry affect the level statistics only around
the symmetry-preserving lines or points. For example,
TRS transforms a complex eigenvalue z to another com-
plex eigenvalue z∗, as discussed previously. As a result,
TRS is respected only by eigenvalues satisfying z = z∗,
i.e., real eigenvalues z ∈ R, and hence changes the spec-
tral statistics only around the real axis. Similar to TRS,
the other three types of symmetry, PHS†, CS, and pH, are
also relevant to the level statistics only around the real
or imaginary axis. By contrast, the remaining two types
of symmetry, PHS and SLS, are not necessarily relevant
even around the real or imaginary axis and influence the
level statistics only around the spectral origin.

Consistent with this general understanding, numeri-
cal investigations confirmed that symmetries other than
TRS† do not influence the level statistics within the bulk
of spectra (i.e., generic eigenvalues away from the spec-
tral origin, as well as real and imaginary axes) [77]. TRS†

alone gives rise to the threefold classification, compris-
ing classes A, AI†, and AII† (see the first three rows in
Table I or II), and yields the three distinct universal-

ity classes of level statistics for generic complex eigenval-
ues [77]. Specially, let zα be a complex eigenvalue, zα;NN

be its nearest-neighbor eigenvalue (i.e., |zα;NN − zα| =
minβ |zα − zβ |), and zα;NNN be its next-nearest-neighbor
eigenvalue. The distributions of the complex level spac-
ing [71, 72, 77, 107] zα;NN − zα and the complex level-
spacing ratio (zα;NN−zα)/(zα;NNN−zα) [79] were used to
characterize the spectral correlations and found to con-
verge to universal level statistics for large random matri-
ces.

Furthermore, TRS, TRS†, and pH give rise to the ten-
fold classification (see Table I). This tenfold classification
is equivalent to the Altland-Zirnbauer† (AZ†) classifica-
tion [46] since TRS is equivalent to PHS† [51]. In this
classification, the three symmetry classes (i.e., classes
A, AI†, and AII†) where real eigenvalues do not have
higher symmetry than generic ones are characterized only
by TRS† and already included in the previous threefold
classification. Consequently, 10 − 3 = 7 distinct univer-
sality classes of level statistics on and around the real
axis emerge. It was found that these symmetries deter-
mine whether random matrices have real eigenvalues, as
well as the behavior of the density of complex eigenvalues
around the real axis (see a summary in Table I) [55, 107–
110, 112]. The level spacings or level-spacing ratios of
real eigenvalues (if exist) also exhibit universal and char-
acteristic distributions in each symmetry class [112]. The
study of level statistics on or around the imaginary axis
does not yield new universality classes since the real and
imaginary axes are transformed into each other via the
multiplication by i.

All the seven symmetries in Eqs. (1)-(7) within the 38-
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FIG. 1. Symmetry of complex spectra (denoted by the col-
ored region) for non-Hermitian random matrices. (a) Seven
symmetry classes in the Altland-Zirnbauer0 (AZ0) classifi-
cation. The complex spectrum is invariant under reflection
about the spectral origin but not under reflection about the
real or imaginary axis, resulting in the point group symme-
try C2. (b) Twenty-one symmetry classes beyond the AZ0

classification. The complex spectrum is invariant under re-
flections about both real and imaginary axes, indicating the
point group symmetry D2.

fold classification influence the level statistics around the
spectral origin. In the tenfold AZ† classification discussed
above, the spectral origin does not possess higher sym-
metry compared to real eigenvalues. In the remaining
38− 10 = 28 symmetry classes, by contrast, the spectral
origin exhibits higher symmetry and hence is special. In
this work, we show that the unique level statistics indeed
appear around the spectral origin in these 28 symmetry
classes. We categorize these 28 symmetry classes into
two groups according to whether they involve symme-
tries associated with complex or Hermitian conjugation
(i.e., TRS, PHS†, CS, and pH).

In the first group, symmetry classes involve TRS†,
PHS, and SLS, but do not involve symmetries associated
with complex or Hermitian conjugation. TRS†, PHS, and
SLS lead to the tenfold classification in Table II differ-
ent from the AZ† classification in Table I. Here, we call
this additional tenfold classification Altland-Zirnbauer0
(AZ0) classification since it is concerned with the spectral
origin. Besides the three symmetry classes (i.e., classes
A, AI†, and AII†) that only involve TRS† and are counted
before, the seven symmetry classes (i.e., classes AIII†,
BDI0, CII0, D, C, CI0, and DIII0) are in the first group.
Owing to PHS, SLS, or both of them, which maps an
eigenvalue z to another eigenvalue −z, the complex spec-
tra of generic matrices in any of these symmetry classes
are invariant under the reflection about the spectral ori-
gin and hence respect the point group symmetry C2 [see a
schematic in Fig. 1 (a)]. Away from the origin, the spec-
tral statistics depend solely on TRS† since PHS and SLS
merely create opposite-sign pairs of eigenvalues, (z,−z).
This is also the case for non-zero real or purely imagi-
nary eigenvalues. Around the origin, by contrast, even
PHS and SLS change the spectral correlations and lead

FIG. 2. Symmetry classification of non-Hermitian random
matrices. The largest circle includes all the 38 symmetry
classes based on all the seven symmetries [Eqs. (1)-(7)]. Time-
reversal symmetry† (TRS†), particle-hole symmetry† (PHS†),
and chiral symmetry (CS) form the 10-fold AZ† classification
(blue circle; see Table I for details). TRS†, particle-hole sym-
metry (PHS), and sublattice symmetry (SLS) form the 10-
fold AZ0 classification (orange circle; see Table II for details).
The intersection of the AZ0 and AZ† classification comprises
classes A, AI†, and AII†, only characterized by TRS†. There
are 38 − 10 − 10 + 3 = 21 symmetry classes beyond the AZ0

and AZ† classification (see Table III for details).

to unique spectral statistics, as shown below. If a matrix
H belongs to one of these seven symmetry classes, eiϕH
also belongs to the same symmetry class for arbitrary
ϕ ∈ R (see Table II).

The remaining 28−7 = 21 symmetry classes are in the
second group and involve at least one of TRS, PHS†, CS,
and pH, as summarized in Table III. These symmetries
accompany complex or Hermitian conjugation and hence
map an eigenvalue z to z∗ or −z∗. In these classes, SLS,
PHS, or both of them also exist. Consequently, the real
or imaginary axis exhibits higher symmetry than generic
points, and the spectral origin exhibits even higher sym-
metry. Owing to the combination of these symmetries, H
does not necessarily belong to the same symmetry class
as eiϕH for generic ϕ ∈ R, in contrast to the AZ0 sym-
metry classification. Rather, complex spectra of generic
non-Hermitian matrices in these 21 symmetry classes are
invariant under the reflections about the real and imagi-
nary axes, and hence respect the point group symmetry
D2 [see a schematic in Fig. 1 (b)]. Figure 2 summarizes
the aforementioned subgroups of symmetry classes and
illustrates their relationship.

Below, we comprehensively study the spectral statis-
tics around the origin—hard-edge statistics—of non-
Hermitian random matrices in all the AZ0 symmetry
classes (Sec. III), as well as the other 21 symmetry classes
with a particular focus on three typical classes (classes
BDI, CI, and AII + S+) (Sec. IV). Through these analy-
ses, we expand the classification of the universal spectral
statistics of non-Hermitian random matrices to encom-
pass 38-fold symmetry classes.
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TABLE II. Altland-Zirnbauer0 (AZ0) classification of non-Hermitian random matrices based on time-reversal symmetry†

(TRS†), particle-hole symmetry (PHS), and sublattice symmetry (SLS). The column “Equivalent class” shows the equiva-
lent symmetry classes in Ref. [46]. In the columns “TRS†” and “PHS”, the entry “±1” specifies the sign of the anti-unitary
symmetry, and “0” means its absence. The density ρ(|z|) of the modulus of eigenvalues and the level-ratio distribution pr(r)
[Eq. (11)] share the same small-argument behaviors, which are summarized in the columns “ρ(|z|) and pr(|z|)”. The mean
values ⟨r⟩ and ⟨cos θ⟩ of random matrices are summarized, where reiθ is the level ratio around the spectral origin. The statistics
are obtained by diagonalizing 107 realizations of 128× 128 random matrices. The numbers in the parentheses denote standard
deviations.

Class Equivalent class TRS† PHS SLS ρ(|z|) and pr(|z|) ⟨r⟩ ⟨cos θ⟩
A - 0 0 0 - - -

AI† - +1 0 0 - - -

AII† - −1 0 0 - - -

AIII† A + S 0 0 1 −|z|3 ln |z| 0.6357(5) 0.5391(7)

BDI0 D + S+, AI† + S+ +1 +1 1 |z| 0.5778(6) 0.5681(7)

CII0 C + S+, AII† + S+ −1 −1 1 |z|3 0.6623(5) 0.5147(7)

D - 0 +1 0 |z| 0.5411(6) 0.5524(7)

C - 0 −1 0 |z|3 0.6746(5) 0.5343(7)

CI0 C + S−, AI† + S− +1 −1 1 −|z|3 ln |z| 0.6708(5) 0.5589(7)

DIII0 D + S−, AII† + S− −1 +1 1 −|z|3 ln |z| 0.5950(6) 0.5252(7)

FIG. 3. Density of complex eigenvalues of non-Hermitian random matrices in the Gaussian ensemble within the AZ0 classifi-
cation. While the density is nearly constant away from the spectral origin, it deviates from this constant around the origin,
manifesting distinct spectral correlations around the origin due to higher symmetry. The behavior of the density, as well as
the concomitant spectral correlations, around the origin varies among different symmetry classes. In each symmetry class, the
result is obtained by 107 samples of 128× 128 random matrices. In classes (c) CII0 and (g) DIII0, all eigenvalues are twofold
degenerate, and we only count the degenerate pairs once when calculating the density.

III. NON-HERMITIAN RANDOM MATRICES
IN THE AZ0 CLASSIFICATION

We consider non-Hermitian random matrices in the
seven symmetry classes within the AZ0 classification (Ta-
ble II). Specifically, we take the Gaussian ensemble with
the probability density function

p(H) ∝ e−β Tr (H†H) (8)

with a positive constant β > 0. We follow the ter-
minology in the AZ classification: classes AIII†, BDI0,
and CII0 are categorized as chiral symmetry classes, and
classes D, C, CI0, and DIII0 are categorized as BdG
classes. The explicit forms of non-Hermitian random
matrices in each symmetry class are enumerated in Ap-
pendix A.

Similar to Hermitian random matrix theory [14], the
total number νdE of topologically protected exact zero
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FIG. 4. Density ρ(|z|) of the modulus of complex eigen-
values of non-Hermitian random matrices in the Gaussian
ensemble within the AZ0 classification. (a) For |z| ≪ 1,
ρ(|z|) ≈ −11.3|z|3 ln |z| (class AIII†), ρ(|z|) ≈ 2.64|z| (class
BDI0), and ρ(|z|) ≈ 8.80|z|3 (class CII0). (b) For |z| ≪ 1,
ρ(|z|) ≈ 2.80|z| (class D) and ρ(|z|) ≈ 10.6|z|3 (class C).
(c) For |z| ≪ 1, ρ(|z|) ≈ −9.40|z|3 ln |z| (class CI0) and
ρ(|z|) ≈ −11.2|z|3 ln |z| (class DIII0) [115].

modes can manifest themselves and influence the level
statistics around the origin in some symmetry classes.
Here, dE refers to the degrees of degeneracy of generic
eigenvalues: dE = 2 in the presence of TRS† with the
negative sign −1 (i.e., classes AIII†, CII0, and DIII0)
and dE = 1 otherwise. Specifically, a non-Hermitian ran-
dom matrix H in class D (HT = −H) has νdE = 1
zero mode if the matrix dimension of H is odd. A non-
Hermitian random matrix H in class DIII0 (HT = −H
and σyH

Tσy = H) has νdE = 2 zero modes if the matrix
dimension of H is 4n + 2 (n ∈ Z). For non-Hermitian
random matrices in classes AIII†, BDI0, and CII0, on
the other hand, νdE equals the difference between the
numbers of positive and negative eigenvalues of the sym-
metry operator S. While random matrices having such
zero modes can be physically relevant, for example, to
non-Hermitian superconductors with vortices [117, 118],
dissipative SYK-type models [119], and QCD with topo-
logical charges [19], we focus on random matrices with
νdE = 0 in this work.

We numerically diagonalize 107 samples of N × N
(N = 128) non-Hermitian random matrices in each sym-
metry class. Let z1 be the eigenvalue with the smallest
modulus. We normalize eigenvalues such that ⟨|z1|⟩ = 1,
where ⟨·⟩ denotes the average over the disorder ensem-
ble. After the ensemble average, the density of complex
eigenvalues does not depend on the phases of eigenvalues
but only on their modulus (Fig. 3). It is rotationally in-
variant with respect to the origin and exhibits spectral

U(1) rotation symmetry. This spectral U(1) symmetry
arises because the Gaussian ensemble includes eiϕH with
the same probability for arbitrary ϕ ∈ R. The eigenval-
ues are distributed almost uniformly in a circle except
around the origin and boundary. In classes BDI0 and D,
the density of eigenvalues around the origin is non-zero
and higher than that in the bulk, revealing the absence
of level repulsion at the spectral origin. On the other
hand, in classes AIII†, CII0, C, CI0, and DIII0, the den-
sity vanishes at the origin.

Notably, the small-|z| behavior of the density of the
modulus of eigenvalues zi,

ρ (|z|) ≡
∑
i

⟨δ (|z| − |zi|)⟩ , (9)

characterizes the different strength of the level repulsion
in different symmetry classes (Fig. 4). Among the three
chiral symmetry classes, the descending order of ρ(|z|)
for |z| ≪ 1 is classes BDI0, AIII†, and CII0 [see Fig. 4
(a)]. Among the four BdG symmetry classes, for |z| ≪ 1,
ρ(z) in class D is the largest, that in class C is the small-
est, and those in classes CI0 and DIII0 are close to each
other [see Figs. 4 (b) and (c)]. Note that the density
ρ(|z|) of the modulus differs from the density of eigen-
values in the complex plane by a Jacobian, and hence
we have ρ(|z| = 0) = 0 even in the absence of the level
repulsion for classes D and BDI0. Fitting ρ(|z|), we find
the asymptotic behavior of ρ(|z|) for |z| ≪ 1 (also sum-
marized in Table II),

ρ(|z|) ∝


|z| (classes D and BDI0) ;

−|z|3 ln |z| (classes AIII†, CI0, and DIII0) ;

|z|3 (classes CII0 and C) .

(10)
The coefficients of this proportional relationship are given
in the caption of Fig. 4. As noted above, the linear decay
of ρ(|z|) for classes D and BDI0 does not originate from
the level repulsion but solely from the integral measure
along the angular direction. The higher density of eigen-
values, given as ρ(|z|)/π|z|, around the spectral origin
compared to that in the bulk is a characteristic feature
of these two symmetry classes. By contrast, the cubic de-
cay (with a potential logarithmic correction) for the other
symmetry classes indicates the level repulsion around the
spectral origin. In a similar spirit to the Wigner surmise,
the qualitative behavior of level statistics for large ran-
dom matrices can be estimated from those of small ma-
trices. In Appendix B, we analytically calculate ρ(|z|) of
small random matrices, exhibiting the identical small-|z|
behavior observed in large ones.
To further characterize the level correlations around

the spectral origin, we introduce a new quantitative
measure of the hard-edge statistics for non-Hermitian
operators. Owing to PHS, SLS, or both of them,
complex eigenvalues must appear in the opposite-sign
pairs (+z,−z). Let ±z1,±z2,±z3, . . . be eigenvalues (or
Kramers pairs of eigenvalues) of H in the ascending or-
der of the modulus (i.e., |z1| ≤ |z2| ≤ |z3| ≤ · · · ). We
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FIG. 5. (a) Radial distributions pr(r) and (b) angular distributions pθ(θ) of the complex level ratio reiθ [Eq. (11)] around
the spectral origin for the seven symmetry classes in the AZ0 classification. The error bars represent one standard deviation
evaluated by the bootstrap method [116].

introduce the complex level ratio by

reiθ ≡ ±z1
z2

(r, θ ∈ R). (11)

We characterize the level-ratio statistics by the distribu-
tion pr(r) of the module r of the ratio and the distribu-
tion pθ(θ) of its angle (phase) θ,

pr(r) ≡
〈
δ

(
r −

∣∣∣∣z1z2
∣∣∣∣)〉 , (12)

pθ(θ) ≡
〈
δ

(
θ − arg

(
z1
z2

))〉
, (13)

where we have r ∈ [0, 1] and θ ∈ [−π/2, π/2) by defini-
tion. When the levels are uncorrelated, z1 is uniformly
distributed inside the circle |z1| ≤ |z2|, resulting in

pr(r) = 2r, pθ(θ) =
1

π
. (14)

In Sec. VD, we show that such level-ratio statistics in-
deed appear in an integrable open quantum system.

The complex level ratio is the ratio between two com-
plex eigenvalues, whereas a complex spacing ratio pre-
viously used for studies of spectral correlations in the
bulk spectra [79, 120, 121] is a ratio between two spac-
ings of eigenvalues. For Hermitian operators, one can
arrange real eigenvalues λi’s in ascending order and in-
troduce the spacing ratio as min(si, si−1)/max(si, si−1)
with si ≡ λi+1 − λi [120, 121]. For non-Hermitian op-
erators, one can select a complex eigenvalue zα, find its

nearest-neighboring eigenvalue zα;NN and next-nearest-
neighboring eigenvalue zα;NNN in the complex plane,
and introduce the complex spacing ratio as (zα;NN −
zα)/(zα;NNN − zα) [79]. The complex level ratio and
the complex spacing ratio share the same aim—to uti-
lize quantities independent of the normalization of the
random-matrix ensembles. Since the former involves two
eigenvalues while the latter involves three, the two mea-
sures quantify the different types of spectral correlations.

For the random-matrix ensemble, both the radial dis-
tribution pr(r) and the angular (phase) distribution pθ(θ)
take non-trivial forms owing to the level correlations be-
tween the level pairs (+z1,−z1) and (+z2,−z2). From
the numerical diagonalization of 128 × 128 random ma-
trices, we obtain the radial distribution pr(r) and an-
gular distribution pθ(θ) of the complex level ratio reiθ

(Fig. 5). In each symmetry class, the distributions pr(r)
and pθ(θ) show characteristic behavior, significantly dis-
tinct from that of uncorrelated levels. The small-r be-
havior of pr(r) is similar to the small-|z| behavior of
the density ρ(|z|) of the modulus of eigenvalues in the
same symmetry class. For example, among the three chi-
ral symmetry classes, the descending order of pr(r) for
r ≪ 1 is the same as that of ρ(|z|) for |z| ≪ 1 [com-
pare Fig. 4 (a) with Fig. 5 (a)]. Fitting pr(r) with r ≪ 1,
we find that pr(r) shows the same power-law decay as
ρ(|z|) in Eq. (10) and Table II. The density ρ(|z|) should
be mostly contributed by z1 for |z1| ≪ 1, leading to
r ∝ |z1|. Consequently, the small-argument behaviors of
both ρ(|z|) and pr(r) are mainly determined by the level
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FIG. 6. Mean values (a) ⟨r⟩ and (b) ⟨cos θ⟩ [Eq. (11)] as
functions of the matrix size N . For each symmetry class
and each matrix size, the number of diagoanlized samples is
Nsample = 107, 106, 2 × 105 for N = 128, N < 128, N > 128,
respectively. The error bars represent one standard deviation.
The dashed lines denote the mean values obtained by matri-
ces with N = 128.

correlations between the eigenvalue pair (+z1,−z1) clos-
est to the spectral origin, which underlies the similarity
between ρ(|z|) and pr(r). Moreover, the angular distribu-
tions pθ(θ) are unique in different symmetry classes and
characterize the different universality classes [Fig. 5 (b)].
First, we have pθ(θ) = pθ(−θ) since the matrix ensembles
are invariant under complex conjugation, transforming θ
to −θ. Second, pθ(θ) reaches its minimum and maximum
at θ = 0 and π/2, respectively. The pairs (+z1,−z1) and
(+z2,−z2) tend to be oriented perpendicularly to each
other rather than in parallel, revealing the presence of
level correlations. We also obtain the analytic formulas
of pN=4

r (r) and pN=4
θ (θ) for 4× 4 non-Hermitian random

matrices in classes AIII† and D, which show behavior
consistent with large ones (see Appendix B).

The mean values ⟨r⟩ and ⟨cos θ⟩ of the complex level ra-
tio reiθ serve as useful quantitative indicators of the hard-
edge statistics among the different universality classes.
These values in each symmetry class are summarized in
Table II. Notably, the distribution of r in each symmetry
class should converge to a universal form for sufficiently
large matrix sizes. To clarify this convergence, we uti-
lize ⟨r⟩ and ⟨cos θ⟩ as functions of the matrix size N and
find that they already reach the convergence for N ≥ 128
(see Fig. 6). A similar rapid convergence of the distribu-
tion of |z1| was also reported in Ref. [94]. In Sec V, we
also compare the random-matrix behavior of the hard-
edge statistics with the distributions of physical models,

which further provides evidence of the universality.
In the literature, the distributions of the eigenvalue

z1 with the smallest modulus were mainly used to char-
acterize the hard-edge statistics (see Ref. [122] for the
Hermitian case and Ref. [94] for the non-Hermitian case,
as well as the references therein). Our newly proposed
distributions of the complex level ratios in Eq. (11) differ
from those of z1 in several aspects. The distribution of
reiθ does not only depend on the modulus r but also on
the phase θ and hence is more informative than that of
z1. Studying pr(r) and pθ(θ) does not require normaliza-
tion while studying the distribution of z1 requires nor-
malization, for example, by the mean value of |z1|. Fur-
thermore, the distribution of reiθ can be more effective
in distinguishing between integrable and non-integrable
models, as demonstrated in Sec. VD.

IV. NON-HERMITIAN RANDOM MATRICES
BEYOND THE AZ0 AND AZ† CLASSIFICATION

We consider non-Hermitian random matrices in the 21
symmetry classes beyond the AZ0 and AZ† classification.
Similar to the previous analysis, we take the Gaussian
ensemble in Eq. (8). The relevant symmetries of these
classes are summarized in Table III. We first study classes
BDI, CI, and AII + S+ as representative classes (see
Sec. IVA), and later discuss all the other classes in a
similar manner (see Sec. IVB and Appendix C). In Ap-
pendix C, we provide additional characterization of the
hard-edge statistics for these general symmetry classes.

A. Classes BDI, CI, and AII + S+

Non-Hermitian random matrices in class BDI (CI)
respect TRS with sign +1 and CS commuting (anti-
commuting) with TRS. On the other hand, non-
Hermitian random matrices in class AII + S+ respect
TRS with sign −1 and SLS commuting with TRS. See
Table III, as well as Appendix A for explicit forms of non-
Hermitian random matrices in each symmetry class. We
numerically diagonalize 107 samples of N×N (N = 256)
non-Hermitian random matrices in each of the three sym-
metry classes. In these symmetry classes, the combina-
tion of symmetries leads to quartets (z,−z, z∗,−z∗) of
complex eigenvalues, and hence the spectrum exhibits
D2 symmetry [see Fig. 1 (b)]. In all the three symme-
try classes, the eigenvalues are distributed almost uni-
formly in a circle in the complex plane, except around
its origin, its circumference, and the real and imaginary
axes. This observation is consistent with the symmetries
of these random matrices since the spectral origin, as well
as the real and imaginary axes, possesses higher symme-
tries than generic points in the bulk of the spectrum. In
classes BDI and CI, a finite numberNreal/imag of eigenval-
ues are real or purely imaginary. Here, Nreal/imag scales

as
√
N after the ensemble averaging (not shown here), ex-
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hibiting subextensive behavior similar to that of random
matrices in the AZ† classification (Table I). In class AII +
S+, by contrast, all eigenvalues are complex [Figs. 7 (d)-
(f)]. We find that the presence of real or purely imaginary
eigenvalues is determined by the relevant symmetries on
the real and imaginary axes.

To characterize the level statistics around the spec-
tral origin, we first consider the distribution pmin(zmin)
of the eigenvalue zmin closest to the origin. To make zmin

unique, we consider the distribution for Re zmin ≥ 0 and
Im zmin ≥ 0. We normalize zmin such that ⟨|zmin|⟩ = 1.
Because of the possible presence of real and purely imag-
inary eigenvalues, the probability density pmin(zmin =
x+ iy) of zmin is decomposed as

pmin(zmin = x+ iy)

= pmin;r(x)δ(y) + pmin;i(y)δ(x) + pmin;c(x, y) , (15)

where δ(·) is the Dirac delta function, and pmin;r(x),
pmin;i(y), and pmin;c(x, y) represent the distributions of
zmin when it is real, purely imaginary, and complex, re-
spectively. The distribution pmin(zmin) is normalized by∫ ∞

0

dx

∫ ∞

0

dy pmin(x, y) = 1, (16)

and

Pr (zmin ∈ R) ≡
∫ ∞

0

dx pmin;r(x) ≤ 1, (17)

Pr (izmin ∈ R) ≡
∫ ∞

0

dy pmin;i(y) ≤ 1 (18)

represent the probability of zmin being real and purely
imaginary, respectively. Even if zmin is real (purely imag-
inary), it can have a tiny imaginary (real) part in numeri-
cal diagonalization due to the machine inaccuracy. In our
numerical investigation, zmin is considered as real (purely
imaginary) if it satisfies |Im zmin| < C (|Re zmin| < C)
with a cutoff C = 10−12. We provide both Pr (zmin ∈ R)
and Pr (izmin ∈ R) in Table III. For N ≥ 256, the
probability of zmin being real or purely imaginary con-
verges to a universal value characteristic to each sym-
metry class [Fig. 8 (a)]. Additionally, ⟨|zmin|2⟩ also con-
verges to a universal value in each symmetry class for
large N [Fig. 8 (b)], which verifies the convergence of the
statistics of zmin for N ≥ 256.

We consider the radial distribution p
(r)
min;c(|zmin|) for

complex zmin ∈ C, given as

p
(r)
min;c (|zmin|) =

∫ ∞

0

dx

∫ ∞

0

dy pmin;c (x, y)

× δ
(
|zmin| −

√
x2 + y2

)
. (19)

Notably, p
(r)
min;c(|zmin|) shows distinct behavior in each

symmetry class [Figs. 7 (a)-(c)]. Fitting p
(r)
min;c(|zmin|)

with small |zmin| [see Fig. 7 (g)], we find

p
(r)
min;c(|zmin|) ∝


|zmin|3 (class BDI) ;

−|zmin|5 ln |zmin| (class CI) ;

−|zmin|7 ln |zmin| (class AII + S+) ,

(20)
for |zmin| ≪ 1. The joint probability distribution of com-
plex eigenvalues for non-Hermitian random matrices in
class AII + S+ with arbitrary N was obtained previ-
ously [123]. In Appendix B, we verify that 4× 4 random
matrices capture the same small-|zmin| behavior as that
of large random matrices.
The distribution of complex zmin is qualitatively differ-

ent from the distribution pmin;r/i(|zmin|) of real or purely
imaginary zmin (if exists) even in the same symmetry
class. In fact, in class BDI, we have [Fig. 7 (a)]

pmin;r(0) > 0, pmin;i(0) > 0. (21)

In class CI, we have [Figs. 7 (b)]

pmin;r/i(|zmin|) ∝ |zmin| (|zmin| ≪ 1) . (22)

They are significantly distinct from the small-|zmin| be-
havior of p

(r)
min;c(|zmin|). We provide an intuitive expla-

nation for the stronger level repulsion for complex zmin.
As discussed before, all of ±zmin and ±z∗min are eigen-
values. For complex zmin, these four eigenvalues differ
from each other and share the smallest modulus. By
contrast, for real zmin (zmin = z∗min) or purely imagi-
nary zmin (zmin = −z∗min), only the two different eigen-
values share the smallest modulus. For complex zmin

with |zmin| ≪ 1, there are at least three eigenvalues (i.e.,
−zmin and ±z∗min) whose distance to zmin is smaller than
2|zmin| and hence much smaller than unity. In contrast,
for real or purely imaginary zmin with |zmin| ≪ 1, only at
least one eigenvalue satisfies this requirement. This dif-
ference leads to the distinct strength of level repulsion. In
addition, we analytically calculate the hard-edge statis-
tics for 4 × 4 non-Hermitian random matrices in class
BDI in Appendix B, which also show distinct small-|zmin|
behaviors for complex, real, and purely imaginary zmin,
consistent with those of large random matrices.
Furthermore, the angular distribution

p
(θ)
min;c (θz) =

∫ ∞

0

dx

∫ ∞

0

dy pmin;c (x, y)

× δ (θz − arctan (y/x)) (23)

for complex zmin = |zmin|eiθz [θz ∈ (0, π/2)] shows char-
acteristic behavior in each symmetry class [see the insets
of Figs. 7 (a)-(c)]. In all the three symmetry classes, the

distributions p
(θ)
min;c(θz) vanish for θz → 0 or π/2 and get

maximal for θz ≃ π/4. This behavior is due to the level
repulsion between zmin and z∗min or −z∗min. Specifically,
we have for |θz| ≪ 1

p
(θ)
min;c(θz) ∝

{
|θz| (classes BDI and CI) ;

|θz|2 (class AII + S+) .
(24)
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FIG. 7. (a)-(c) Distributions of the eigenvalue zmin with the smallest modulus of non-Hermitian random matrices in classes
BDI, CI, and AII + S+. The blue, orange, and yellow curves represent the radial distributions of zmin when it is complex, real,
and purely imaginary, respectively. Inset: angular distribution of complex zmin. The distributions are obtained by diagonalizing
107 samples of 256 × 256 random matrices in each symmetry class. (d)-(f) Eigenvalues of a single realization of a 256 × 256
random matrix in each symmetry class. Complex, real, and purely imaginary eigenvalues are denoted by the black, blue, and
red points, respectively. (g) Small-|zmin| behavior of the radial distributions of complex zmin in different symmetry classes, with
the solid curves being fitting curves.

For |π/2− θz| ≪ 1, we also have

p
(θ)
min;c(π/2− θz) ∝

{
|π/2− θz| (classes BDI and CI) ;

|π/2− θz|2 (class AII + S+) .

(25)

Notably, these linear or quadratic decays of p
(θ)
min;c are

reminiscent of the soft gap of the density ρc(x + iy) of
complex eigenvalues around the real axis in the presence
of TRS or pH. In fact, in the presence of TRS with sign
+1 or pH, we have ρc(x+iy) ∝ |y| for |y| ≪ 1, and in the
presence of TRS with sign −1, we have ρc(x+ iy) ∝ |y|2
for |y| ≪ 1, as summarized in Table I [55, 110, 112].
In both classes BDI and CI, non-zero real eigenvalues
respect TRS with sign +1 while purely imaginary eigen-
values respect CS, equivalent to pH. The exponents in the

power-law decay of p
(θ)
min;c align with those of ρc(x+ iy).

The difference between classes BDI and CI lies in the
signs of PHS, not influencing symmetries of non-zero real
or purely imaginary eigenvalues.

In class AII + S+, non-zero real eigenvalues respect
TRS with sign −1 while non-zero purely imaginary eigen-
values respect PHS† with sign −1, equivalent to TRS
with sign −1 [51]. The exponent in the power-law de-

cay of p
(θ)
min;c also aligns with that of ρc(x, y). It is also

notable that p
(θ)
min;c(θz) in class AII + S+ exhibits higher

symmetry than those in classes BDI and CI. Because
of the equivalence between TRS and PHS†, if H be-
longs to class AII + S+, iH also belongs to class AII
+ S+, both of which occur with the same probability
in the Gaussian ensemble. Consequently, the probability
of z being the eigenvalue with the smallest modulus is
the same as that of iz. In combination with the spec-
tral D2 symmetry due to TRS and SLS, the distribution
of zmin should thus exhibit the point group symmetry
D4 after the ensemble average. This spectral D4 sym-

metry requires p
(θ)
min;c(θz) = p

(θ)
min;c(π/2 − θz), consistent

with the numerical results in the inset of Fig. 7 (c). On
the other hand, such symmetry is absent in classes BDI

and CI, and numerical results show that p
(θ)
min;c(θz) equals

p
(θ)
min;c(π/2− θz) only approximately.
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TABLE III. Twenty-one symmetry classes of non-Hermitian random matrices beyond the AZ† and AZ0 classification. If H
belongs to the symmetry class in the column “Class (H)”, iH belongs to the corresponding class in “Class (iH)”. If H and
iH belong to the same symmetry class, the class is in bold. In the nomenclature of symmetry classes, S represents sublattice
symmetry (SLS) and η represents pseudo-Hermiticity (pH). The subscript of S± or η± denotes whether SLS or pH commutes
(+) or anti-commutes (−) with time-reveal symmetry (TRS), particle-hole symmetry (PHS), or chiral symmetry (CS). The
first and second subscripts of S±± denote the commutation (+) or anti-commutation (−) relations between SLS and TRS, and
between SLS and PHS, respectively. In the columns “TRS”, “TRS†”, “PHS”, and “PHS†”, the entry “±1” specifies the sign of
the anti-unitary symmetry, and “0” means its absence. The column “[Γ,S]±=0” specifies whether CS (Γ) and SLS (S) commute
(+) or anti-commute (−) with each other if both of them exist. The symmetry classes are categorized into different groups
by the number (N = 0, 2, 4) of anti-unitary symmetries. zmin denotes the eigenvalue with the smallest modulus. The level
statistics around the spectral origin are characterized by ⟨|zmin|2⟩ and the probabilities of zmin being real or purely imaginary.
If these probabilities equal each other within the range of statistical errors, they are in bold. The statistics are obtained by
diagonalizing 107 samples of 256 × 256 random matrices for classes BDI, CI, and AII + S+ and diagonalizing 106 samples of
256× 256 random matrices for the other symmetry classes.

Class

(H)

Class

(iH)
TRS PHS TRS† PHS† CS SLS pH [Γ,S]±=0 ⟨|zmin|2⟩ Pr(zmin ∈ R) Pr(izmin ∈ R)

N = 0

AIII + S+ AIII + S+ 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 + 1.1680(9) 0.2279(5) 0.2280(5)

AIII + S− AIII + S− 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 − 1.2707(12) 0.3336(5) 0.3334(5)

N = 2

BDI D + η+ +1 +1 0 0 1 0 0 1.4488(6) 0.5373(2) 0.1960(2)

CI C + η− +1 −1 0 0 1 0 0 1.2223(4) 0.4247(2) 0.2732(2)

DIII D + η− −1 +1 0 0 1 0 0 1.3390(13) 0 0.5419(5)

CII C + η+ −1 −1 0 0 1 0 0 1.0926(7) 0 0.2531(5)

AI + S+ AI + S+ +1 0 0 +1 0 1 0 1.3094(14) 0.3885(5) 0.3894(5)

AI + S− AII + S− +1 0 0 −1 0 1 0 1.2055(10) 0.5788(5) 0

AII + S+ AII + S+ −1 0 0 −1 0 1 0 1.0623(2) 0 0

N = 4

BDI + S++ BDI + S++ +1 +1 +1 +1 1 1 1 + 1.4387(17) 0.3502(5) 0.3504(5)

BDI + S−− DIII + S−− +1 +1 −1 −1 1 1 1 + 1.2097(10) 0.5293(5) 0.0823(3)

DIII + S++ DIII + S++ −1 +1 +1 −1 1 1 1 + 1.1071(7) 0 0

CI + S++ CI + S++ +1 −1 −1 +1 1 1 1 + 1.2134(10) 0.3655(5) 0.3661(5)

CI + S−− CII + S−− +1 −1 +1 −1 1 1 1 + 1.1692(9) 0.4193(5) 0

CII + S++ CII + S++ −1 −1 −1 −1 1 1 1 + 1.0648(6) 0.1022(4) 0.1025(4)

BDI + S+− BDI + S+− +1 +1 −1 +1 1 1 1 − 1.3162(14) 0.3878(5) 0.3881(5)

BDI + S−+ DIII + S−+ +1 +1 +1 −1 1 1 1 − 1.4015(16) 0.6190(5) 0

DIII + S+− DIII + S+− −1 +1 −1 −1 1 1 1 − 1.2328(11) 0.2797(5) 0.2802(5)

CI + S+− CI + S+− +1 −1 +1 +1 1 1 1 − 1.2929(13) 0.3684(5) 0.3692(5)

CI + S−+ CII + S−+ +1 −1 −1 −1 1 1 1 − 1.1840(9) 0.4316(5) 0.2140(5)

CII + S+− CII + S+− −1 −1 +1 −1 1 1 1 − 1.0795(6) 0 0

B. General classes

Beyond the AZ† and AZ0 classification, we now in-
vestigate the remaining 18 symmetry classes. As indica-
tors of the universal classes of the level statistics around
the spectral origin, we use ⟨|zmin|2⟩ and the probabil-
ity of zmin being real or purely imaginary, denoted by
Pr(zmin ∈ R) in Eq. (17) and Pr(izmin ∈ R) in Eq. (18),
respectively. Since these indicators already reach the con-
vergence for 256 × 256 non-Hermitian random matrices
in the three representative classes (see Fig. 8), we ob-
tain these values in all the remaining 18 classes through
the exact diagonalization of random matrices with the
same size, as summarized in Table III. We expect these

values to be universal and characterize the universality
classes of the complex spectral statistics. For the three
representative classes, we shortly verify the universality
also by comparison with physical models (see Table V in
Sec. VI for details); the exhaustive verification for physi-
cal models in the other symmetry classes is left for future
study.

In each symmetry class, the distributions of zmin ex-
hibit characteristic behaviors. Within a subset of sym-
metry classes, the probability of zmin being real or purely
imaginary is non-zero, similar to classes BDI and CI. We
find that whether Pr(zmin ∈ R) is zero depends only on
symmetries respected by the real axis (i.e., TRS, TRS†,
and pH), regardless of the other symmetries. These sym-
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FIG. 8. (a) Probability of the eigenvalue zmin with the small-
est modulus being real or purely imaginary as functions of the
matrix size N in different symmetry classes. In class AII +
S+, zmin is always complex. (b) ⟨|zmin|2⟩ as functions of the
matrix size N in different symmetry classes. The statistics
are obtained by diagonalization of Nsample matrices for each
class and size with Nsample = 107, 106, 2 × 105 for N = 256,
N < 256, N > 256, respectively. The error bars represent one
standard deviation. The dashed lines denote the mean values
obtained by matrices with N = 256.

metries, comprising the AZ† classification, also determine
whether non-Hermitian random matrices in the AZ† clas-
sification have real eigenvalues (see Sec. II and a sum-
mary in Table I). For example, in the AZ† classification,
a random matrix in class AI + η− has TRS with sign +1
and TRS† with sign −1, leading to a subextensive num-
ber of real eigenvalues (see Table I). Correspondingly,
classes BDI + S−−, CI + S++, BDI + S+−, and CI
+ S−+ have the same signs of TRS and TRS†, and non-
Hermitian random matrices in these symmetry classes ex-
hibit Pr(zmin ∈ R) ̸= 0 (see Table III). Similarly, whether
Pr(izmin ∈ R) is zero depends only on the symmetries re-
spected by pure imaginary eigenvalues (i.e., PHS†, TRS†,
and CS).

Another notable feature is the spectral D4 symmetry
of the level statistics in some symmetry classes where
H and iH belong to the same symmetry class. Such
symmetry classes are shown in bold font in Table III.
When Pr(zmin ∈ R) and Pr(izmin ∈ R) overlap within the
range of statistical errors, they are also shown in bold
font in Table III. These two bold-font items consistently
appear in the same rows in Table III due to the spectral
D4 symmetry of the distributions of zmin, analogous to
our discussion for class AII + S+.

In the remaining 18 symmetry classes, we also find the
distinct small-|zmin| behavior between the distribution of
complex zmin and that of real or purely imaginary zmin.

Moreover, the angular distribution p
(θ)
min;c (θz) vanishes as

|θz| → 0 or |π/2−θz| → 0 (see Appendix C 1 for details).
Thereby, our discussions on the level repulsion in the
three representative classes can also be applied to the re-
maining 18 symmetry classes. A more detailed numerical
study of the asymptotic behavior of the distributions, in
a similar manner to Eqs. (20)-(25), and their theoretical

explanations are left for future study.

V. OPEN QUANTUM SYSTEMS IN THE AZ0

CLASSIFICATION

In quantum chaotic systems that respect PHS or SLS
and are isolated from the environment, the spectral
statistics around zero energy E = 0 can be described by
Hermitian random matrices in the same symmetry class
(see, for example, Ref. [14] and references therein). Here,
we calculate the density of complex eigenvalues and the
distribution of the complex level ratios in Eq. (11) around
the spectral origin of open quantum systems that respect
PHS or SLS. We find that they are consistent with the
statistics of non-Hermitian random matrices studied in
Sec. III. As a comparison, we also study the level statis-
tics of an integrable non-Hermitian many-body Hamilto-
nian with PHS.

A. Lindblad equation

When a quantum system is coupled to a Markovian
environment, the time evolution of its reduced density
matrix ρ is described by the Lindblad equation [30–32]

dρ

dt
= L(ρ)

≡ −i[H, ρ] +
∑
µ

(
LµρL

†
µ − 1

2

{
L†
µLµ, ρ

})
. (26)

Here, H is the Hamiltonian of the system that governs
the unitary dynamics of ρ, and Lµ’s represent dissipators
originating from the coupling with the environment. The
Lindbladian L is a superoperator that acts on the density
matrix. Through the vectorization ρ = ρij |i⟩ ⟨j| → |ρ⟩ =
ρij |i⟩ |j⟩, the density matrix can be mapped to a state in
the double Hilbert space. Correspondingly, L becomes
a non-Hermitian operator in the double Hilbert space,
given as

L = −i (H ⊗ 1− 1⊗H∗)

+
∑
µ

[
Lµ ⊗ L∗

µ − 1

2

(
L†
µLµ ⊗ 1

)
− 1

2

(
1⊗ LT

µL
∗
µ

)]
.

(27)
For a generic system with N complex fermions, the di-
mension of the double Hilbert space is (2N )2 = 4N .
Therefore, L is a 4N × 4N operator, and numerical eval-
uation of its spectrum for larger N costs computation
time.
Notably, quadratic Lindbladians, comprising quadratic

Hamiltonians and linear dissipators, effectively reduce
to single-particle non-Hermitian Hamiltonians [124, 125],
which facilitates numerical investigations of relatively
larger systems. A non-interacting fermionic Hamiltonian
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and linear dissipators are generally given by

H =
1

2

2N∑
i,j=1

Ψ†
iHijΨj , Lµ =

2N∑
i=1

lµiΨi , (28)

in the Nambu basis Ψ = (c1, · · · , cN , c†1, · · · , c
†
N )T. By

construction, the 2N × 2N Hermitian matrix H respects
PHS H = −τxHTτx, where τx is the Pauli matrix acting
on the (c, c†) space. We define a 2N × 2N matrix by

Nij ≡ (lTl∗)ij =
∑
µ

lµil
∗
µj , (29)

and its particle-hole-symmetric combination

Γ ≡ 1

2
(N + τxN

Tτx) . (30)

Using H and Γ, we can construct a 2N × 2N single-
particle non-Hermitian Hamiltonian

K ≡ H − iΓ . (31)

From complex eigenvalues λi’s of this effective single-
particle non-Hermitian Hamiltonian K, the 4N eigenval-
ues of L are given as

Λi = −2i

2N∑
i=1

niλi , (32)

with ni = 0 or 1. Notably, K always satisfies PHS†,

τxK
∗τx = −K. (33)

In this work, we considerH with the conserved particle
number, given by

H =
1

2

(
h 0

0 −hT

)
. (34)

The coupling with the environment is assumed to mani-
fest itself in single-particle loss; the dissipators Lµ consist
only of annihilation operators,

Lµ =

N∑
i=1

lµici. (35)

In such a case, the effective single-particle non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian K is block-diagonalized as

K =
1

2

(
h− ilTl∗ 0

0 −hT − il†l

)
. (36)

While PHS† in Eq. (33) relates the two reduced blocks
h−ilTl∗ and −hT−il†l = −(h−ilTl∗)∗, the reduced block
h − ilTl∗ itself does not necessarily respect PHS†. The
symmetry of quadratic Lindbladians is determined solely
by h− ilTl∗ without intrinsic PHS†. Since h is Hermitian

TABLE IV. Mean values ⟨r⟩ and ⟨cos θ⟩ of non-Hermitian
random matrices (RM) and Hamiltonians in the AZ0 classifi-
cation (Secs. VB and VC), where reiθ denotes the complex
level ratio [Eq. (11)] around the spectral origin.

Class
⟨r⟩

(RM)
⟨r⟩

(Hamiltonian)
⟨cos θ⟩
(RM)

⟨cos θ⟩
(Hamiltonian)

AIII† 0.6357(1) 0.6357(5) 0.5381(1) 0.5391(7)

BDI0 0.5773(1) 0.5778(6) 0.5682(1) 0.5681(7)

CII0 0.6618(1) 0.6623(5) 0.5150(1) 0.5147(7)

D 0.5408(1) 0.5411(6) 0.5528(1) 0.5524(7)

C 0.6749(1) 0.6746(5) 0.5334(1) 0.5343(7)

CI0 0.6711(1) 0.6708(5) 0.5585(1) 0.5589(7)

DIII0 0.5949(1) 0.5950(6) 0.5265(1) 0.5252(7)

and lTl∗ is positive semidefinite, complex eigenvalues zi’s
of h− ilTl∗ must satisfy the constraint

Im zi ≤ 0. (37)

It was argued that quadratic Lindbladians cannot respect
TRS, PHS, pH, or SLS since these symmetries violate this
non-positivity constraint [95]. As discussed previously,
TRS or pH (PHS or SLS) requires complex eigenvalues
to appear in (z, z∗) [(z,−z)] pairs, which is incompatible
with Eq. (37). However, if we shift the Lindbladian by its
trace, the traceless part is free from such constraints [97,
98, 126, 127]. In principle, the diagonal block of the
traceless part, given as

heff ≡ h− ilTl∗ − 1

N
TrK (38)

can respect any of the seven symmetries in Eqs. (1)-(7).
Hereafter, we investigate the symmetry classes and the
hard-edge statistics of the shifted quadratic Lindbladian,
represented by the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian
heff .

B. Quadratic Lindbladians

We study three prototypical models of quadratic Lind-
bladians in the AZ0 classification. We consider the fol-
lowing non-interacting Hermitian Hamiltonians on the
three-dimensional cubic lattice i ∈ Z3 in the chiral sym-
metry classes (i.e., classes AIII, BDI, and CII):

H =
∑
⟨i,j⟩

c†iti,jcj +H.c. , (39)

where the bracket ⟨i, j⟩ represents the nearest neighbor-
ing sites. Each site contains only one orbital but can
accompany the spin degree of freedom. We assume the
periodic boundary conditions and the system size of L3.
For any hopping amplitude ti,j and L ∈ 2Z, the Hamil-
tonian respects SLS

SHS = −H (40)
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with Si,j ≡ δi,j(−1)(ix+iy+iz). Depending on the choices
of ti,j , H realizes models in all three chiral symmetry
classes, as follows.

Let us first consider cases without the spin degree of
freedom:

(i) Class AIII.—Choose ti,j = eiθi,j , where θi,j ∈
R is distributed uniformly and independently in
[0, 2π). The Hamiltonian realizes the random flux
model [128, 129] and is denoted by HAIII. The
Hamiltonian HAIII only respects SLS and hence be-
longs to class AIII.

(ii) Class BDI.—Choose ti,j to be real-valued and dis-
tributed ti,j ∈ R uniformly and independently in
[t −W/2, t +W/2]. The Hamiltonian realizes the
random hopping model [128, 129] and is denoted
by HBDI. In addition to SLS, HBDI respects TRS
with sign +1

H∗
BDI = HBDI (41)

and hence belongs to class BDI.

Consider next the case with the spin degree of freedom:

(iii) Class CII.—Choose 2×2 hopping matrices ti,j that
are distributed uniformly and independently on the
Harr measure of SU(2) matrices. The Hamiltonian
realizes the SU(2) model [130] and is denoted by
HCII. In addition to SLS, HCII respects TRS with
sign −1

σyH
∗
CIIσy = HCII (42)

and hence belongs to class CII.

These models were originally proposed for solid-state ma-
terials but also found realizations in synthetic materials
such as cold atoms and photonic systems [131–134]. The
coupling between cold atoms can be designed to respect
CS [132], and the hopping ti,j can be controlled by syn-
thetic gauge fields [135, 136].

We introduce the single-particle loss by dissipators that
consist of a linear combination of annihilation opera-
tors [48, 51, 137, 138]. For each Hamiltonian H, we
choose the following linear dissipators such that the rel-
evant symmetries are respected:

(i) Class AIII†.—For HAIII, we introduce the dissipa-
tors as Li =

√
γ(ci + ici+ez

) (i ∈ Z3).

(ii) Class BDI0.—For HBDI, we introduce the dissipa-
tors as Li =

√
γ(ci + ci+ez ) (i ∈ Z3).

(iii) Class CII0.—ForHCII, we introduce the dissipators
as Liσ =

√
γ(ciσ + c(i+ez)σ) (i ∈ Z3, σ =↑, ↓).

In all the cases, γ ≥ 0 denotes the dissipative coupling
strength between the system and environment. The dis-
sipative coupling is assumed to be identical among dif-
ferent sites and maintain translation invariance. The ef-
fective non-Hermitian Hamiltonians [Eq. (38)] associated

with these dissipators are denoted by hAIII†

eff , hBDI0
eff , and

hCII0
eff , respectively. Even in the presence of dissipation,

they still respect SLS and TRS† with the same symmetry
operators and hence belong to Classes AIII†, BDI0, and
CII0. The explicit forms of the Hamiltonians and their
symmetries can be found in Appendix D.

We investigate these effective non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nians numerically (see the parameters in Appendix D).
For each class, we diagonalize 2× 105 samples in the dis-
order ensemble. We study the statistics of single-particle
eigenvalues of the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonians,
rather than many-body eigenvalues of the Lindbladians.
Figures 9 (a), (c), and (e) show the distributions of com-
plex eigenvalues for a single realization of each Hamilto-
nian. The full complex spectra deviate from the circu-
lar law of non-Hermitian random matrices [107, 139] and
are generally non-universal. The range of each spectrum
along the imaginary-axis direction is much smaller than
that along the real-axis direction because of the small
dissipation strength γ.

We investigate the spectral properties around the ori-
gin and demonstrate that they conform to the universal
hard-edge statistics determined solely by symmetry. We
normalize the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonians such that
⟨|z1|⟩ = 1, where z1 denotes the complex eigenvalue with
the smallest modulus. After the ensemble average, the
density of complex eigenvalues around the spectral origin
does not depend on the phases but only on the modu-
lus, and hence exhibits spectral U(1) rotation symmetry
[Figs. 9 (b), (d), and (f)]. For the Hamiltonians in dif-
ferent symmetry classes, ρ(|z|)’s show distinct behavior
consistent with the characteristic forms of non-Hermitian
random matrices in the corresponding symmetry classes
[Fig. 10 (a)]. The complex level ratios reiθ ≡ z1/z2 in
Eq. (11) around the spectral origin also obey the same
distributions of non-Hermitian random matrices in the
same symmetry class [Figs. 10 (b) and (c)]. To further
validate this consistency, in Table IV, we compare ⟨r⟩ and
⟨cos θ⟩ of the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonians (and
also those studied in Sec. VC) and non-Hermitian ran-
dom matrices. In each symmetry class, the correspond-
ing statistical quantities overlap with each other within
two standard deviations. Our results demonstrate the
universality of the hard-edge statistics of non-Hermitian
random matrices and reveal the chaotic nature of the
quadratic Lindbladians.

As also discussed above, the complex spectra around
the origin exhibit U(1) rotation symmetry even for the
physical models. Notably, this spectral U(1) symme-
try of the ensemble-average density does not arise from
the original symmetry of the disorder ensemble of the
Hamiltonians but from the chaotic behavior. In fact, un-
like the Gaussian ensemble of random matrices, eiϕhXeff
(X = AIII†,BDI0,CII0) does not belong to the same dis-
order ensemble of hXeff for generic ϕ ∈ R. Nevertheless,
its hard-edge statistics can still be described by random
matrices, resulting in the emergence of the spectral U(1)
symmetry. Notably, the spectra away from the origin, es-
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pecially spectral boundaries [see Fig. 9 (a), (c), and (e)],
do not respect the U(1) symmetry. Thus, in such sys-
tems, an energy threshold Ec ≥ 0 should exist, akin to
the Thouless energy [140], such that the spectra are well
described by the random matrices for |z| ≤ Ec. In the
study of closed quantum systems, the Thouless energy
was shown to satisfy Ec ∝ L−2 [141], exhibiting the same
order as the mean level spacing of two-dimensional sys-
tems. In our open quantum systems studied here, Ec is
at least larger than 2⟨|z1|⟩, while an accurate estimate of
Ec is left for future study. It should also be noted that
the emergent spectral U(1) symmetry, as well as the uni-
versality of the hard-edge statistics, is exact only in the
infinite-size limit L→ ∞.
The eigenstates around the spectral origin of the ef-

fective non-Hermitian Hamiltonians heff correspond to
the decay modes in the original Lindbladians. Before the
spectral shift in Eq. (38), these eigenvalues have non-zero
imaginary parts −2γ. In our models, we have γ = 0.1
for classes AIII† and BDI0, and γ = 0.4 for class CII0.
Owing to the weak dissipation, 2γ is much smaller than
the bandwidth ≈ 10 (i.e., range of the spectrum along
the real axis; see Fig. 9), and the decay time of these
eigenstates is estimated as 1/(2γ) (the reduced Planck
constant is set to ℏ = 1). Thus, this decay should only
have a small effect on the short-time dynamics in the
time regime t ≲ 1/(2γ). It is also notable that physically
relevant initial states can have a large overlap with the
eigenstates around the spectral origin of the shifted Lind-
bladians [127]. In such a case, the short-time dynamics
should be predominantly determined by the level statis-
tics and the properties of eigenstates around the origin.

C. Non-Hermitian superconductors

Superconductors with energy gain and loss are one of
the most intensively studied systems in the field of non-
Hermitian physics [46, 101]. Superconductors attached to
leads or reservoirs are also effectively described by non-
Hermitian Hamiltonians [99, 100, 103]. In the following,
we study four prototypical models of non-Hermitian su-
perconductors that belong to classes D, C, CI0, and DIII0
in the AZ0 classification and demonstrate its dissipative
quantum chaos described by non-Hermitian random ma-
trices with symmetry.

(i) For symmetry class D, we introduce an energy
gain and loss into a two-dimensional p-wave supercon-
ductor [142],

HD = 2
∑
i

[(
ϵri + iϵii − µ

)
c†ici +

(
teiϕc†i+ex

ci

+tc†i+ey
ci + i∆ci+exci +∆ci+eyci +H.c.

)]
. (43)

Here, ϵri and ϵii are random chemical potential and
random energy gain or loss that are distributed
uniformly and independently in [−W1/2,W1/2] and
[−W2/2,W2/2], respectively. Additionally, teiϕ and t
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FIG. 9. Complex eigenvalues of single realizations of the effec-
tive non-Hermitian Hamiltonians for the quadratic Lindbladi-
ans in classes (a) AIII†, (c) BDI0, and (e) CII0 (see Sec. VB).
(b), (d), (f) Ensemble average of the density of complex eigen-
values around the spectral origin of the same Hamiltonians as
the left subfigures.

represent the hopping amplitudes, and ∆ and i∆ are the
p-wave superconducting paring potentials. In the Nambu

basis Ψi = (ci, c
†
i)

T, this Hamiltonian HD satisfies

τxH
T
Dτx = −HD , (44)

where τx is the Pauli matrix acting on the particle-hole
space. Hence, HD belongs to class D (see Appendix D
for further details).
(ii) For symmetry class C, we introduce a ran-

dom imbalanced s-wave pairing potential into a three-
dimensional superconductor with conserved spin,

HC =
∑
i

{
Ψ†

i [(ϵi − µ)τz + i∆s
iτy] Ψi

+
[
Ψ†

i+ez
(t cosϕτz + it sinϕτ0 +∆τy)Ψi

+
∑

µ=x,y

Ψ†
i+eµ

(tτz +∆τx)Ψi +H.c.

]}
(45)
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FIG. 10. Hard-edge statistics of the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonians of the quadratic Lindbladians in classes AIII†, BDI0,
and CII0 (see Sec. VB). (a) Density ρ(|z|) of the modulus of complex eigenvalues. (b) Radial distributions pr(r) and (c) angular
distributions pθ(θ) of the complex level ratios reiθ [Eq. (11)] around the spectral origin. The colored points with the error bars
refer to the Hamiltonians, and the black solid lines are obtained from non-Hermitian random matrices in the same symmetry
classes.

with the Nambu basis Ψi = (c↑, c
†
↓). Here, ϵi is a ran-

dom potential distributed uniformly and independently
in [−W1/2,W1/2]. t and ϕ characterize the hopping am-
plitude and phase, respectively, ∆ ∈ R represents a Her-
mitian pairing potential, and ∆s

i ∈ R represents the ran-
dom imbalanced s-wave paring potential [143–147] dis-
tributed uniformly in [−W2/2,W2/2]. This Hamiltonian
satisfies

τyH
T
C τy = −HC, (46)

and hence belongs to class C.
(iii) For symmetry class CI0, we consider a non-

Hermitian superconductor similar to HC in Eq. (45) but
with a different pairing potential. We denote its Hamil-
tonian as HCI0 ; for further details, refer to Appendix D.

(iv) For symmetry class DIII0, we study a non-
Hermitian extension of a three-dimensional time-
reversal-invariant superconductor with the spin-orbit
coupling [148, 149]. We denote its Hamiltonian asHDIII0 ;
additional information is provided in Appendix D.

We study single-particle eigenvalues of the BdG Hamil-
tonians of these four non-Hermitian superconductors nu-
merically with the parameters provided in Appendix D.
For each Hamiltonian, we diagonalize 2 × 105 disorder
realizations. Figures 11 (a), (c), (e), and (g) show the
spectral distributions of single realizations. The ensem-
ble average of the density of complex eigenvalues around
the origin exhibits emergent spectral U(1) rotation sym-
metry [Figs. 11 (b), (d), (f), and (h)]. Importantly, both
the density of the modulus (after the normalization such
that ⟨|z1|⟩ = 1) and the distributions of the complex
level ratio z1/z2 in Eq. (11) match well with those of
non-Hermitian random matrices in the same symmetry
class, as shown in Fig. 12 and Table IV. These results
further demonstrate that the hard-edge statistics of non-
Hermitian random matrices well describe the universal
level statistics of open quantum chaotic systems.

The random-matrix behavior of the hard-edge statis-
tics in these models suggests the delocalization of the

eigenstates around the spectral origin. Disorder can
drive quadratic non-Hermitian Hamiltonians into the
Anderson-localized phases [53–66], where eigenvalues
should be uncorrelated. For the quadratic Lindbladi-
ans hXeff (X = AIII†,BDI0,CII0) in Sec. VB, disorder
manifests not in on-site potential but in random hop-
ping, resulting in SLS and the concomitant absence of
localization [15]. By contrast, the non-Hermitian super-
conductors studied in this subsection include on-site dis-
order. Hence, we study their weak disorder regimes and
anticipate that they have yet to undergo the Anderson
localization, supported by their hard-edge statistics. No-
tably, the finite-size scaling of the hard-edge statistics
can capture possible Anderson transitions for stronger
disorder.
Additionally, symmetry plays a fundamental role in

spectral statistics and Anderson localization. In the
models studied in this work, the spectral origin exhibits
higher symmetry than generic points in the bulk of spec-
tra. Thus, it is plausible that eigenstates around the
spectral origin are extended while those away from the
origin are localized, or vice versa. A notable Hermitian
example of the former case is found in two-dimensional
disordered superconductors in class D [15, 150], where
the spectral statistics exhibit the random-matrix behav-
ior around the origin but become uncorrelated away from
the origin. We still consider such models with extended
states only around the origin as chaotic, because the ex-
tended states may contribute significantly to chaotic be-
havior in quantum transport phenomena.

D. Integrable model: non-Hermitian SYK2 model

In the preceding sections, we classify the universal
hard-edge statistics in various open quantum chaotic
models. In this section, on the other hand, we study
an open quantum integrable model and demonstrate
that the hard-edge statistics provide a diagnosis for
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FIG. 11. Complex eigenvalues of single realizations of the
Hamiltonians of non-Hermitian superconductors in classes
(a) D, (c) C, (e) CI0, and (g) DIII0(see Sec. VC). (b), (d), (f),
(h) Ensemble average of the density of complex eigenvalues
around the spectral origin of the same Hamiltonians as the
left subfigures.

the integrability of non-Hermitian many-body operators.
We study a non-Hermitian extension of the two-body
SYK model [87–93], with the non-Hermitian Hamilto-

nian [96, 151–154]

Hq=2
SYK =

N∑
i,j=1

(Jij + iMij) γiγj , (47)

where γi’s are Majorana operators satisfying γi = γ†i
and {γi, γj} = δi,j , and N is the number of Majo-
rana fermions. The coefficients satisfy Jij = −Jji and
Mij = −Mji, and are independent real Gaussian random
variables with zero mean and variance σ2 = 1/12N . The
single-particle HamiltonianMij+iJij is a non-Hermitian
random matrix in class D within the Gaussian ensemble.
By contrast, all 2N/2 many-body eigenvalues zi are de-
rived from the single-body eigenvalues λj ’s,

zi =

N∑
j=1

(
nj −

1

2

)
λj , (48)

with the single-body eigenvalues ±λ1, . . ., ±λN/2 of Jij+
iMij , and nj = 0 or 1. Consequently, while the single-
particle random matrix Mij + iJij is non-integrable,

Hq=2
SYK is considered integrable as a non-Hermitian many-

body operator.
It was found that Hq=2

SYK as a many-body Hamiltonian
respects PHS with sign +1 for N ∈ 8Z [94]. Additionally,
its level statistics in the bulk of the spectrum (i.e., away
from the origin or the edge of the spectrum) were found to
be accurately described by the Poisson statistics of com-
plex numbers (or equivalently, two-dimensional Poisson
statistics). In the presence of integrability, many-body
PHS does not necessarily imply that the model belongs
to symmetry class D. Generally, the integrability implies
a block-diagonalized structure of many-body Hamiltoni-
ans, and their relevant symmetry classes should be deter-
mined by symmetries of the reduced blocks. Conversely,
the hard-edge statistics can also be used as a diagnostic
tool for detecting the integrability of many-body Hamil-
tonians with symmetries.
To demonstrate this in the non-Hermitian SYK2

model, we numerically diagonalize 2 × 105 realizations
of Hq=2

SYK with N = 24, and compare the statistics of its
many-body eigenvalues zi’s [Eq. (48)] around the spectral
origin with the hard-edge statistics from non-Hermitian
random matrices in class D (Fig. 13). The radial dis-
tribution pr(r) and the angular distribution of the com-
plex level ratio reiθ ≡ z1/z2 are consistent with the com-
plex Poisson statistics in Eq. (14) [see Figs. 13 (b) and
(c)] [60, 63, 78], which indicates the absence of level cor-
relations. The density ρ(|z|) of the modulus of eigen-
values (after the normalization by ⟨|z1|⟩ = 1) satisfies
[Fig. 13 (a)]

ρ(|z|) ≃ π|z| (|z| ⪅ 2) , (49)

implying that the density of complex eigenvalues, given
by ρ(|z|)/π|z|, is not higher but almost constant around
the spectral origin. All these distributions are signifi-
cantly different from the random-matrix behavior in class
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FIG. 12. Hard-edge statistics of the Hamiltonians of non-Hermitian superconductors in classes D, C, CI0, and DIII0 (see
Sec. VC). (a) Density ρ(|z|) of the modulus of eigenvalues. (b) Radial distributions pr(r) and (c) angular distributions pθ(θ)
of the complex level ratios reiθ [Eq. (11)] around the spectral origin. The colored points with the error bars refer to the
Hamiltonians, and the black solid curves are obtained from non-Hermitian random matrices in the corresponding symmetry
classes.

D, providing clear evidence of the integrability of the
model. We also study the statistics of the eigenvalue
zmin ≡ z1 with the smallest modulus [94, 122]. Its radial
distribution satisfies [Fig. 13 (d)]

pmin (|zmin|) =
π

2
|zmin| e−π|zmin|2/4. (50)

The distribution conforms to the complex Poisson statis-
tics and deviates from the random-matrix statistics in
class D, indicating that pmin(|zmin|) also serves as a
tool to detect quantum chaos or its absence. However,
pmin (|zmin|) of non-Hermitian random matrices in class
D is close to the complex Poisson statistics [Fig. 13 (d)].
Thus, a practical use of pmin (|zmin|) for detecting quan-
tum chaos is less efficient than the level ratio statistics,
especially for many-body models, where numerical calcu-
lations are constrained by limited system size and finite-
size effects are substantial.

VI. OPEN QUANTUM SYSTEMS BEYOND
THE AZ0 AND AZ† CLASSIFICATION

In this section, we study the hard-edge statistics of
open quantum systems beyond the AZ0 classification. In
Sec. VIA, we study the single-particle spectra of non-
interacting systems. In Sec. VIB, by contrast, we con-
sider the many-body spectra of interacting Lindbladians.

Specifically, we focus on the distributions of the com-
plex eigenvalue zmin closest to the spectral origin in the
three representative symmetry classes, i.e., classes BDI,
CI, and AII + S+. We show that the numerically ob-
tained distributions of the physical models match well
with the distributions of non-Hermitian random matri-
ces in the corresponding symmetry classes. Notably, in
classes BDI and CI, the distributions of zmin show delta-
function peaks on the real and imaginary axes, consistent
with the random-matrix behavior.

A. Non-interacting systems

We introduce three non-interacting models in classes
BDI, CI, and AII + S+, respectively. For class BDI, we
add the following dissipators

Li =
√
γ(ci + ici+2ez

)
(
i ∈ Z3

)
, (51)

to the random-hopping model HBDI [i.e., Eq. (39) with
ti,j ∈ R]. For class AII + S+, we add the following
dissipators

Liσ =
√
γ(ciσ + ic(i+ez)σ)

(
i ∈ Z3, σ =↑, ↓

)
(52)

to the SU(2) model HCII [i.e., Eq. (39) with ti,j ∈
SU(2)]. The effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonians of
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zmin. The solid curves correspond to non-Hermitian random matrices (RM). (a), (d) Effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian hBDI

eff

for class BDI. (b), (e) Hamiltonian HCI of the non-Hermitian superconductor for class CI. (c), (f) Effective non-Hermitian

Hamiltonian h
AII+S+

eff for class AII + S+.

these quadratic Lindbladians in Eq. (38) are denoted by

hBDI
eff and h

AII+S+

eff , respectively. Here, hBDI
eff satisfies TRS

with sign +1 and CS; h
AII+S+

eff satisfies TRS with sign −1
and SLS (see Appendix D for details).

As a non-Hermitian model in class CI, we investigate
a three-dimensional non-Hermitian superconductor sim-

ilar to Eq. (45) but with a different form of imbalanced
pairing potentials. We refer to its Hamiltonian as HCI,
and the details can be found in Appendix D.

For each symmetry class, we numerically diagonalize
2 × 105 samples of Hamiltonians with the parameters
provided in Appendix D. For the models in classes BDI
and CI, a subextensive number of eigenvalues are real or
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TABLE V. Mean value ⟨|zmin|⟩ and probability of zmin being
real or purely imaginary for non-Hermitian random matrices,
the Hamiltonians in Sec. VIA, and the SYK Lindbladians in
Sec. VIB. Here, zmin denotes the complex eigenvalue with the
smallest modulus.

Symmetry class
and systems

⟨|zmin|2⟩ Pr(zmin ∈ R) Pr(izmin ∈ R)

Class BDI

Random matrices 1.4488(6) 0.5373(2) 0.1960(2)

hBDI
eff [Eq. (D5)] 1.447(4) 0.536(2) 0.196(1)

SYK Lindbladian 1.448(6) 0.537(2) 0.198(2)

Class CI

Random matrices 1.2223(4) 0.4247(2) 0.2732(2)

HCI [Eq. (D16)] 1.223(3) 0.424(2) 0.277(2)

SYK Lindbladian 1.226(4) 0.425(2) 0.272(2)

Class AII + S+

Random matrices 1.0623(2) 0 0

H
AII+S+

eff [Eq. (D6)] 1.062(2) 0 0

purely imaginary [Figs. 14 (a) and (b)]. The probability
of zmin being real or purely imaginary coincides with that
of non-Hermitian random matrices in the same symmetry
classes (see Table V). For the model in class AII + S+, by
contrast, all eigenvalues are complex, also consistent with
the random-matrix behavior [Fig. 14 (c)]. Furthermore,
the distributions of zmin, including the radial distribu-
tions of real, purely imaginary, and complex zmin, and
the angular distributions of complex zmin, in all these
models are well described by non-Hermitian random ma-
trices [Figs. 14 (d)-(f)]. In Table V, we compare ⟨|zmin|2⟩
from non-Hermitian random matrices and that from the
non-Hermitian Hamiltonians. The values are consistent
among different systems in the same symmetry class.

B. Many-body Lindbladians

As a prototypical physical model with strongly corre-
lated fermions coupled to the environment, we study the
Lindbladian L for the SYK model [98, 155–157]. The
Hamiltonian is given by the original SYK model consist-
ing of the q-body random interactions,

H = i
q
2

∑
1≤i1<···<iq≤N

Ji1i2···iqγi1 · · · γiq , (53)

where γi’s are Majorana operators, N is the number of
Majorana fermions, and Ji1i2···iq ’s are independent real

Gaussian variables with zero means and ⟨J2
i1i2···iq ⟩ =

((q − 1)!/Nq) J2. Then, we add the following linear dis-
sipators Lm,

Lm =
∑

1≤i≤N

Km;iγi (m = 1, 2, · · · ,M), (54)

where Km;i’s are independent complex Gaussian vari-
ables with zero means and

〈
|Km;i|2

〉
= ((q−1)!/Nq)K2.

As discussed in Sec. VA, after the vectorization of
the density matrix, the Lindbladian L becomes a non-
Hermitian operator in the double Hilbert space. It can
be represented with the basis of adjoint fermions [84] (see
also Appendix E for details), facilitating analytic analy-
ses. The SYK Lindbladian L respects a unitary symme-
try

(−1)
F L (−1)

F
= L, (55)

where (−1)F is the total fermion parity operator in the
double Hilbert space. For q = 6, the traceless Lindbla-
dian L − TrL/Tr1 belongs to symmetry class BDI for
N ∈ 4Z and class CI for N ∈ 4Z + 2 in each sector
of total fermion parity (−1)F = ±1 (see Ref. [98] and
Appendix E for derivations).
We numerically diagonalize 105 realizations of the

traceless Lindbladians with the following two sets of pa-
rameters: (i) Class BDI.—N = M = 12, J = 1, and
K = 0.4; (ii) Class CI.—N = M = 10, J = 1, and
K = 0.3. The SYK Lindbladians exhibit distinct distri-
butions of zmin for different N [Figs. 15 (b), (d)], con-
sistent with non-Hermitian random matrices in the cor-
responding symmetry classes (see Table V). As also dis-
cussed in Sec. VB, the hard-edge statistics should be
relevant to the short-time dynamics of the SYK Lindbla-
dians.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In 28 out of 38 symmetry classes of non-Hermitian ran-
dom matrices, we find that the spectral origin in the
complex plane respects higher symmetry compared to
other points. We comprehensively investigate the hard-
edge statistics in these 28 symmetry classes. This work,
combined with the prior works on the threefold univer-
sal statistics in the bulk [77] and the sevenfold univer-
sal statistics on the real axis [112], forms a foundational
comprehension of non-Hermitian random matrix theory
across all the 38 symmetry classes. In the seven symme-
try classes of the AZ0 classification, we introduce complex
level ratios around the spectral origin and analyze the
universality classes of the hard-edge statistics. We nu-
merically obtain the seven universal ratio distributions,
with both radial and angular components exhibiting the
characteristic behavior. In 21 symmetry classes beyond
the AZ0 classification, we utilize the distributions of com-
plex eigenvalues zmin with the smallest modulus to char-
acterize the hard-edge statistics. In certain symmetry
classes, zmin can be real or purely imaginary with the uni-
versal probability. This probability serves as practically
useful indicators for determining universality classes. Ad-
ditionally, we perform analytic calculations for small ran-
dom matrices and elucidate the essential features of our
numerical results.
The results of this paper also serve as a diagnostic tool

of non-integrability or its absence in open quantum sys-
tems with symmetry, as well as the transitions between
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FIG. 15. Complex eigenvalues in the symmetry sector (−1)F = −1 of single realizations of the many-body Lindbladians in
(a) class BDI (N = 12) and (b) class CI (N = 10). Complex, real, and purely imaginary eigenvalues are denoted by the
black, blue, and red points, respectively. The distributions of the complex eigenvalue zmin with the smallest modulus for the
shifted many-body Lindbladians L − TrL/Tr1 in (b) class BDI and (d) class CI. The blue, orange, and yellow points with the
error bars represent the radial distributions of zmin when it is complex, real, and purely imaginary, respectively. Inset: angular
distribution of complex zmin. The solid curves correspond to non-Hermitian random matrices (RM).

them. We investigate diverse physical models in the
seven AZ0 symmetry classes and the three representative
symmetry classes beyond the AZ0 classification. In con-
trast to dense random matrices in the Gaussian ensem-
bles, ensembles of physical Hamiltonians or Lindbladians
are regarded as ensembles of sparse matrices because of
the locality constraint. Nevertheless, the random-matrix
hard-edge statistics emerge in both physical Hamiltoni-
ans and Lindbladians, showcasing their universality. No-
tably, in the presence of symmetry, the spectral statistics
around the origin can exhibit distinct behavior compared
to that in the bulk. In such systems, chaos and integrabil-
ity cannot be diagnosed solely by the bulk statistics, and
thus both bulk and hard-edge statistics are significant.
Prime examples in closed quantum systems include two-
dimensional disordered superconductors, in which only
zero modes can be free from the Anderson localization
and exhibit quantum chaotic behavior [15, 150]. Exam-
ining the spectral statistics in both the bulk and around
the origin also provides insights into fundamental ques-
tions regarding the impact of symmetry on the univer-
sality classes of chaos-integrability transitions.

Symmetry of ensembles of physical systems is gener-
ally lower than symmetry of the Gaussian random-matrix
ensembles. However, the hard-edge statistics of physical
systems conform to the random-matrix behavior, which
implies the emergent spectral U(1) or D4 symmetry of
the ensemble-average distributions of the complex eigen-
values around the spectral origin. It is worth mentioning
that the ensemble-average distributions of real eigenval-
ues of chaotic Hermitian physical systems in the standard
symmetry classes (i.e., classes A, AI, and AII) should also
be symmetric about the origin within several mean level
spacings, provided that the origin is away from the edge
of the spectra. Since generic Hamiltonian ensembles of
Hermitian systems do not have such spectral inversion
symmetry, this implies emergent Z2 symmetry. Nonethe-
less, the spectral origin of Hermitian systems in the stan-

dard symmetry classes does not possess any higher sym-
metry than generic eigenvalues, and the Z2 symmetry
arises because the density of eigenvalues should be al-
most constant within the range of several mean level
spacings. By contrast, the emergent symmetry in the
non-Hermitian systems studied in this work is distinct
and more intricate than the Hermitian case. The spec-
tral origin of these non-Hermitian systems exhibits higher
symmetry, and the density around the origin displays a
non-constant but D4-symmetric (or U(1)-symmetric) dis-
tribution within the range of several mean level spacings.

It is interesting to explore alternative characterizations
of hard-edge statistics and their applicability to physical
systems. For example, in Appendix C, for non-Hermitian
random matrices in classes BDI, CI, and AII + S+, we
consider the distributions of complex, real, and purely
imaginary eigenvalues, separately. Despite slower con-
vergence with respect to the matrix size, these distribu-
tions also appear to be universal and align with physi-
cal Hamiltonians. Other potential characterizations, in-
cluding the level number variance within a fixed range
around the spectral origin and n-point correlation func-
tions [158], are also left for future study.

The symmetry classification of open quantum systems
is not limited to Hamiltonians or Lindbladians but also
applies to dynamical generators of the non-Markovian
dynamics [159]. Investigating and comparing their hard-
edge statistics with our results can provide insights into
these less-explored, but physically relevant, open quan-
tum systems. The applications of non-Hermitian ran-
dom matrix theory in classical systems, including com-
plex networks with symmetry, also merit future studies.
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Appendix A: Form of non-Hermitian random
matrices in each symmetry class

We provide explicit forms of non-Hermitian random
matrices in chiral and BdG symmetry classes in the AZ0

classification, whose spectral statistics are investigated
in Sec. III. Below, τµ and σµ (µ = 0, x, y, z) represent
Pauli matrices. A generic non-Hermitian random matrix
H in class D with C− = σ0 is an anti-symmetric complex
matrix, satisfying

H = −HT . (A1)

A generic non-Hermitian random matrix H in class C
with C− = σy is given as

H =

(
A B

C −AT

)
with B = BT, C = CT . (A2)

A generic non-Hermitian random matrix H in class DIII0
is given as

H =

(
0 A

B 0

)
with A = −AT, B = −BT , (A3)

where the symmetry operators are chosen as S = σz and
C+ = σy. A generic non-Hermitian random matrix H in
class CI0 is given as

H =

(
0 A

B 0

)
with A = AT, B = BT , (A4)

with the symmetry operators S = σz and C+ = σx. A
generic non-Hermitian random matrix H in class AIII†

is given as

H =

(
0 A

B 0

)
, (A5)

with S = σz. A generic non-Hermitian random matrix
H in class BDI0 is given as

H =

(
0 A

AT 0

)
, (A6)

with S = σz and C+ = σ0. A generic non-Hermitian
random matrix H in class CII0 is given as

H =


0 0 A B

0 0 C D

DT −BT 0 0

−CT AT 0 0

 with Aij , Bij , Cij , Dij ∈ C ,

(A7)

where the symmetry operators are chosen as S = τz ⊗σ0
and C+ = τ0 ⊗ σy.
Additionally, we give explicit forms of non-Hermitian

random matrices in classes BDI, CI, and AII + S+, whose
spectral statistics are investigated in Sec. IV. A generic
random matrix H in class BDI is given as

H =

(
A B

BT C

)
with A = −AT, C = −CT,

and Aij , Bij , Cij ∈ R , (A8)

where the symmetry operators are chosen as T+ = τ0 and
C− = τz. A generic non-Hermitian random matrix H in
class CI is given as

H =

(
A B

C −AT

)
with B = BT, C = CT,

and Aij , Bij , Cij ∈ R , (A9)

with T+ = τ0 and C− = τy. A generic non-Hermitian
random matrix H in class AII + S+ is given as

H =


0 0 A B

0 0 −B∗ A∗

C D 0 0

−D∗ C∗ 0 0

 with Aij , Bij , Cij , Dij ∈ C ,

(A10)
with T+ = τ0 ⊗ σy and S = τz ⊗ σ0.

Appendix B: Analytic results

1. Level-ratio distributions around the spectral
origin

a. Class AIII†

We consider 4 × 4 non-Hermitian random matrices in
the Gaussian ensemble in class AIII†. Let ±z1,±z2 be
its eigenvalues. We also introduce yi ≡ z2i (i = 1, 2). The
joint probability density function pjoint(y1, y2) of y1, y2 is
given as [19]

pjoint(y1, y2) ∝ K0(|y1|)K0(|y2|)|y1 − y2|2 , (B1)

where K0(·) is the modified Bessel function of the second
kind. With yi ≡ |yi|eiϕi , the probability density function
for |yi|, ϕi is given as

pjoint(|y1|, ϕ1, |y2|, ϕ2) ∝ K0(|y1|)K0(|y2|)|y1||y2|
×
[
|y1|2 + |y2|2 − 2|y1||y2| cos(ϕ1 − ϕ2)

]
. (B2)

Integrating pjoint(|y1|, ϕ1, |y2|, ϕ2) over ϕ1, ϕ2, we have

pjoint(|y1|, |y2|) ∝ K0(|y1|)K0(|y2|)|y1||y2|
(
|y1|2 + |y2|2

)
.

(B3)
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Let us introduce |y2| = R|y1|. Using d|y1|d|y2| =
|y1|d|y1|dR, we further have

pjoint(|y1|, R) ∝ K0(|y1|)K0(R|y1|)|y1|4R
(
1 +R2

)
.

(B4)
We then integrate pjoint(|y1|, R) over |y1|, resulting in the
distribution function of R

pR(R) =
4R
(
R2 + 1

) (
−3R4 + 2

(
R4 + 4R2 + 1

)
lnR+ 3

)
(R2 − 1)

5 .

(B5)
The distribution function of the level ratio r ≡ |z1/z2| =√
R is given as

pN=4
r (r)

=
16r3

(
r4 + 1

) (
−3r8 + 4

(
r8 + 4r4 + 1

)
ln r + 3

)
(r4 − 1)

5 .

(B6)

Here, an extra factor of two is due to the assumption
|z1| ≤ |z2|. For r ≪ 1, we have ρr(r) ∝ −r3 ln r, which is
consistent with the numerical results from large random
matrices (see Table II).

We can also integrate pjoint(|y1|, ϕ1, |y2|, ϕ2) in
Eq. (B2) over |y1|, |y2|, leading to

pjoint(ϕ1, ϕ2) ∝ 8− π2

2
cos(ϕ1 − ϕ2) . (B7)

Since the phase θ of the level ratio z1/z2 equals (ϕ1 −
ϕ2)/2, its distribution function is obtained as

pN=4
θ =

16− π2 cos 2θ

16π
. (B8)

The angular distribution pN=4
θ reaches its maximum and

minimum at θ = ±π/2 and θ = 0, respectively, consistent
with the numerical results of large random matrices [see
Fig. 10 (c)].

b. Class D

A 4 × 4 non-Hermitian random matrix H in class D,
satisfying H = −HT, can be given as

H =
∑

µ=0,x,z

(aµτµσy + bµτyσµ) (B9)

with aµ, bµ ∈ C. In the Gaussian ensemble with the prob-

ability density p(H) ∝ e−β Tr (H†H), aµ and bµ are in-
dependent complex Gaussian variables with zero means.
The four eigenvalues of H are

±z1 = ± (w1 − w2) , ±z2 = ± (w1 + w2) (B10)

with

w1 ≡
√
b20 + a2x + a2z, w2 ≡

√
a20 + b2x + b2z . (B11)

Notably, w1 and w2 are independent complex random
variables with the identical probability distribution in the
complex plane [77],

pw(w) =
1

π
|w|2e−|w|2 . (B12)

The radial distribution of w is given as

p(r)w (|w| = s) =

∫
pw(w)δ(|w| − s)dwdw∗

= 2|s|3e−|s|2 . (B13)

The radial distribution of t ≡ w1/w2 is given as

p
(r)
t (|t| = x) =

∫
p(r)w (|w| = s1)p

(r)
w (|w| = s2)

× δ(s1/s2 − x)ds1ds2

=
12x3

(1 + x2)4
. (B14)

Thus, the probability density of t in the complex plane
is

pt(t) =
6|t|2

π(1 + |t|2)4
. (B15)

The complex level ratio v ≡ reiθ ≡ z1/z2 = (1+t)/(1−t)
is a meromorphic function of t. Then, the probability
density of v in the complex plane is given as

pv(v) =
6|t|2

π(1 + |t|2)4

∣∣∣∣ dtdv
∣∣∣∣2

=
24

π

(
1 + r2 + 2r cos θ

) (
1 + r2 − 2r cos θ

)
(2 + 2r2)

4 .

(B16)

Integrating pv(v) over θ or r, we obtain the radial and
angular distributions of the complex level ratio v as

pN=4
r (r) =

6(1 + r4)r

(1 + r2)4
, (B17)

pN=4
θ (θ) =

2− cos 2θ

4π
, (B18)

respectively. For r ≪ 1, we have pN=4
r (r) ∝ r, and pN=4

θ
reaches its maximum and minimum at θ = ±π/2 and
θ = 0, respectively, consistent with numerical results
from large random matrices [see Table II and Fig. 10
(c)].

2. Density of complex eigenvalues

a. Classes D and BDI0

A generic 2 × 2 non-Hermitian matrix H in class D,
which respects PHS HT = −H, is given as

H = ayσy (ay ∈ C) . (B19)
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The two complex eigenvalues of H are obtained as ±z =
±ay. Notably, |z| = |ay| is essentially equivalent to the
level spacing between the two eigenvalues of 2 × 2 Her-
mitian matrices in class AI. Consequently, the probabil-
ity distribution function ρ (|z|) is the same as the level-
spacing distribution for 2×2 Hermitian random matrices
in class AI.

Suppose that H obeys the Gaussian probability dis-

tribution ∝ e−β Tr (H†H)/2 = e−β (y2
r+y2

i ) with a constant
β > 0 and yr ≡ Re ay, yi ≡ Im ay. Then, the probability
distribution function ρ (|z|) reads

ρ (|z|) = β

π

∫ ∞

−∞
dyrdyi δ

(
|z| −

√
y2r + y2i

)
e−β (y2

r+y2
i ).

(B20)

Introducing the polar coordinate r ≡
√
y2r + y2i , we have

ρ (|z|) = 2β

∫ ∞

0

dr r δ (|z| − r) e−βr2

= 2β |z| e−β|z|2 . (B21)

To further impose the normalization condition∫∞
0

|z| ρ (|z|) d |z| = 1, we should choose β as β = π/4.
Notably, ρ (|z|) linearly vanishes at the spectral origin,

ρ (|z|) ≃ 2β |z| (B22)

for small |z| ≪ 1. This linear decay of ρ (|z|) does not
necessarily mean the level repulsion around the origin
since it just arises from the two-dimensional integral mea-
sure along the angle direction. A similar result was ob-
tained in Ref. [94].

A generic 2 × 2 non-Hermitian matrix H in class
BDI0 (or equivalently, class D + S+), which respects
SLS σzHσz = −H and PHS HT = −H, is again given
as Eq. (B19). Consequently, the probability distribu-
tion function ρ (|z|) is the same as ρ (|z|) in class D
[i.e., Eq. (B21)]. However, this is specific to small non-
Hermitian matrices. For larger non-Hermitian matrices,
ρ (|z|)’s are different between classes D and BDI0owing
to the many-level effect, as shown in Fig. 4.

b. Class C

A generic 2 × 2 non-Hermitian matrix H in class C,
which respects PHS τyH

Tτy = −H, is given as

H = axτx + ayτy + azτz (ax, ay, az ∈ C) . (B23)

The probability distribution function ρ (|z|) of |z| =∣∣∣√a2x + a2y + a2z

∣∣∣ is equivalent to the level-spacing distri-

bution of 2 × 2 non-Hermitian random matrices in class
A, which is analytically obtained as [77]

ρ (|z|) = 2C4
3 |z|

3
e−C2

3 |z|
2

(B24)

with the normalization constant C3 ≡ 3
√
π/4 =

1.32934 · · · . Here, ρ (|z|) is normalized by∫∞
0
ρ (|z|) d |z| =

∫∞
0

|z| ρ (|z|) d |z| = 1. For small
|z| ≪ 1, we have

ρ (|z|) ≃ 2C4
3 |z|

3
. (B25)

The cubic decay of ρ (|z|) means the level repulsion
around the origin. A similar result was obtained in
Ref. [94].

c. Class CII0

No generic 2×2 non-Hermitian matrix H is present in
class CII0 (or equivalently, class C + S+). A generic 4×4
non-Hermitian matrix H in class CII0, which respects
TRS† σyH

Tσy = H and PHS τyH
Tτy = −H, is given as

H = axτx + (bxσx + byσy + bzσz) τy + azτz (B26)

with ax, az, bx, by, bz ∈ C. The eigenvalues are obtained
as

±z = ±
√
a2x + a2z + b2x + b2y + b2z, (B27)

and exhibit the two-fold degeneracy due to TRS†. Thus,
the probability distribution function ρ (|z|) is equivalent
to the level-spacing distribution of 2 × 2 non-Hermitian
random matrices in class AII†, which is analytically ob-
tained as [77]

ρ (|z|) = 2C4
5

3
|z|3

(
1 + C2

5 |z|
2
)
e−C2

5 |z|
2

(B28)

with the normalization constant C5 ≡ 7
√
π/8 =

1.5509 · · · . Here, ρ (|z|) is normalized by∫∞
0
ρ (|z|) d |z| =

∫∞
0

|z| ρ (|z|) d |z| = 1. For small
|z| ≪ 1, we have

ρ (|z|) ≃ 2C4
5

3
|z|3 . (B29)

The cubic decay of ρ (|z|) means the level repulsion
around the origin.

d. Classes AIII†, DIII0, and CI0

A generic 2×2 non-Hermitian matrix H in class AIII†,
which respects SLS σzHσz = −H, is given as

H = axσx + ayσy (ax, ay ∈ C) . (B30)

The two eigenvalues of H are obtained as

±z = ±
√
a2x + a2y. (B31)
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Notably, the density of complex eigenvalues, ρ (|z|), is
equivalent to the level-spacing statistics of 2 × 2 non-
Hermitian matrices in class AI†, which are analytically
obtained as [77]

ρ (|z|) = 2C4
2 |z|

3
K0 (C

2
2 |z|

2
), (B32)

where C2 ≡ [Γ (1/4)]
2
/8
√
2 = 1.16187 · · · is a normal-

ization constant, and K0 is the modified Bessel func-
tion of the second kind. Here, ρ (|z|) is normalized
by
∫∞
0
ρ (|z|) d |z| =

∫∞
0

|z| ρ (|z|) d |z| = 1. For small

|z| ≪ 1, we have K0 (C
2
2 |z|

2
) ≃ − ln (C2

2 |z|
2
) and hence

ρ (|z|) ≃ −4C4
2 |z|

3
ln (C2 |z|) . (B33)

A similar result was obtained in Refs. [94, 113]. In the
previous analyses [77, 112], the logarithmic correction
arises only in the presence of TRS† with the positive sign
+1. By contrast, the logarithmic correction appears in
the hard-edge statistics with SLS, even in the absence of
TRS†.
No generic 2×2 non-Hermitian matrix H is present in

class DIII0 (or equivalently, class D + S−). A generic 4×4
non-Hermitian matrix H in class DIII0, which respects
TRS† σyH

Tσy = H and SLS (σzτz)H (σzτz) = −H, is
given as

H = axτx + ayσzτy (ax, ay ∈ C) . (B34)

The modulus of the two eigenvalues is |z| =
∣∣∣√a2x + a2y

∣∣∣,
and hence the probability distribution function ρ (|z|) is
equivalent to ρ (|z|) in class AIII† [i.e., Eq. (B32)].
A generic 2 × 2 non-Hermitian matrix H in class

CI0 (or equivalently, class C + S−), which respects PHS
τyH

Tτy = −H and TRS† HT = H, is given as

H = axτx + azτz (ax, az ∈ C) . (B35)

Hence, the probability distribution function ρ (|z|) of

|z| =
∣∣∣√a2x + a2z

∣∣∣ is equivalent to ρ (|z|) in class AIII† [i.e.,

Eq. (B32)].

3. Distributions of the eigenvalue with the smallest
modulus

a. Class BDI

The minimal dimension of generic non-Hermitian ran-
dom matrices in class BDI is four. A 4×4 non-Hermitian
random matrix H in class BDI with T+ = τz and C− = 1
is expressed as Eq. (B9) with ax, b0, bx, bz, ia0, iaz ∈ R.
In the Gaussian ensemble, ax, b0, bx, bz, ia0, iaz are inde-
pendent real Gaussian variables with zero means. The
four eigenvalues of H are

±z1 = ± (w1 − w2) , ±z2 = ± (w1 + w2) (B36)

with

w1 ≡
√
b20 + a2x + a2z, w2 ≡

√
a20 + b2x + b2z . (B37)

Therefore, w1 and w2 are independent random variables
with the same probability density function. Here, w1

and w2 are either real or purely imaginary, and we re-
quire Rew1 ≥ 0 and Imw2 ≥ 0. The probability density
pw(w1 = α + iβ) of w1 in the complex plane is given
as [112]

pw(w1 = α+ iβ) =
αe−α2/2

√
2

δ(β) +
βeβ

2/2erfc(β)√
2

δ(α) .

(B38)
According to whether w1 and w2 are real or purely imag-
inary, we have three possible cases, as follows.
(i) Both w1 and w2 are real.—In this case, all the four

eigenvalues of H are real. Without loss of generality, we
can assume w1 ≥ w2 ≥ 0. Then, we have z2 = w1+w2 >
z1 = w1 − w2 ≥ 0, and hence z1 is the eigenvalue with
the smallest modulus. The probability density pmin;r(x)
of z1 = x ≥ 0 is given as

pN=4
min;r(x) =

∫ ∞

0

dα α (α+ x) e−(α2+(α+x)2)/2

=
e−x2/2

8

(
2x−

√
πex

2/4
(
x2 − 2

)
erfc (x/2)

)
, (B39)

satisfying pmin;r(0) =
√
π/4 ≈ 0.443.

(ii) Both w1 and w2 are purely imaginary.—In this
case, the four eigenvalues of H are purely imaginary.
Without loss of generality, we can assume |w1| ≥ |w2| ≥
0. The probability density pmin;i(|z1|) of the eigenvalue
z1 = iy with the smallest modulus is given as

pN=4
min;i(y) =

∫ ∞

0

dβ β (β + y) erfc (β) erfc (β + y) ,

(B40)
satisfying pmin;i(|z1| = 0) = (1− ln 2) / (2

√
π) ≈ 0.087.

For generic y, this integral cannot be expressed by ele-
mentary functions.
(iii) One of w1 and w2 is real, and the other is purely

imaginary.—In this case, z1 and z2 are both complex
with |z1| = |z2|. Without loss of generality, we can as-
sume w1 ∈ R and iw2 ∈ R. The probability density
pmin;c(z2 = x + iy) of zmin = |zmin|eiθz in the complex
plane is given as

pN=4
min;c(x, y) = xye(−x2+y2)/2erfc (y) . (B41)

For |zmin| ≪ 1, we have pmin;c(x, y) ∝ |zmin|2. Thus,

the radial distribution p
(r);N=4
min;c (|zmin|) of |zmin| is propor-

tional to |zmin|3 for |zmin| ≪ 1. We can also verify that

the angular distribution satisfies p
(θz);N=4
min;c (θz) ∝ |θz| for

|θz| ≪ 1 and p
(θz);N=4
min;c (θz) ∝ |π/2−θz| for |π/2−θz| ≪ 1.

Thus, the distributions of the eigenvalues with the small-
est modulus obtained by the 4×4 non-Hermitian random
matrix are qualitatively the same as those of large ran-
dom matrices [see Figs. 7 (a) and (g)].
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b. Class AII + S+

The minimal dimension of generic non-Hermitian ran-
dom matrices in class AII + S+ is four, whose eigenvalues
appear in quartets as (z,−z, z∗,−z∗) with the same mod-
ulus. The probability distribution pN=4

min (z) is analytically
obtained as [123]

pN=4
min (z) =

1

128π

∣∣z2 − (z∗)2
∣∣2 |z|2K0

(
4|z|2

)
. (B42)

In class AII + S+, the probability of an eigenvalue being
real or purely imaginary is zero, leading to

pN=4
min;c(z) = pN=4

min (z) (B43)

Thus, the radial distribution p
(r);N=4
min;c (|zmin|) of zmin =

|zmin|eiθz with θz ∈ [0, π) is given as

p
(r);N=4
min;c (|zmin|) =

1

32
|zmin|7K0(|zmin|2) , (B44)

and the angular distribution

p
(θz);N=4
min;c =

4

π
cos2 2θz. (B45)

Specifically, we have

p
(r);N=4
min;c (|zmin|) ∝ −|zmin|7 ln |zmin| (|zmin| ≪ 1)

(B46)
and

p
(θz);N=4
min;c (θz) ∝

{
|θz|2 (|θz| ≪ 1) ;

|π/2− θz|2 (|π/2− θz| ≪ 1) .

(B47)
These behaviors for N = 4 are both consistent with the
behaviors for large N [see Figs. 7 (c) and (g)].

Appendix C: Hard-edge statistics beyond the AZ†

and AZ0 classification

1. Distributions of zmin in general symmetry classes

In Sec. IVA, we investigate the hard-edge statistics of
non-Hermitian random matrices in classes BDI, CI, and
AII + S+ in detail. Here, we present the distributions of
the eigenvalue zmin with the smallest modulus in all the
remaining 18 symmetry classes beyond the AZ† and AZ0

classification (see Fig. 16).

2. Additional characterization of hard-edge
statistics

For non-Hermitian random matrices in some symme-
try classes beyond the AZ† and AZ0 classification (see
Table III), a subextensive number of eigenvalues are real

or purely imaginary. We also find that in these sym-
metry classes, the level correlations of complex eigen-
values are qualitatively different from those of the real
or purely imaginary eigenvalues (see Fig. 7). To char-
acterize the level statistics in these symmetry classes,
besides studying the eigenvalue zmin with the smallest
modulus (see Sec. IV for details), we here study com-
plex, real, and purely imaginary eigenvalues, separately.
Let cmin, Rmin, and Imin be the complex, real, and purely
imaginary eigenvalues with the smallest modulus, respec-
tively. Owing to the defining symmetries, we can require
Re cmin, Im cmin > 0, Rmin ≥ 0, and Imin ≥ 0 without
loss of generality. As in Sec. IVA, we here focus on the
three representative symmetry classes, i.e., classes BDI,
CI, and AII + S+.

We first investigate the distribution of cmin = |cmin|eiϕ
for non-Hermitian random matrices in classes BDI, CI,
and AII + S+. We normalize cmin such that ⟨|cmin|⟩ = 1.
In class AII + S+, all eigenvalues are complex, and hence
we have cmin = zmin. For N ≥ 256,

〈
|cmin|2

〉
and ⟨cosϕ⟩

converge to the characteristic values in each symmetry
class (see Fig. 17), implying the convergence of the distri-
butions of zmin. In each symmetry class, the distribution
of cmin is similar to that of complex zmin. The radial dis-
tributions p(|cmin|) exhibit the characteristic small-|cmin|
behavior [see Figs. 18 (a), (c)],

p(|cmin|) ∝


|cmin|3 (class BDI) ;

−|cmin|5 ln |cmin| (class CI) ;

−|cmin|7 ln |cmin| (class AII + S+) .

(C1)
This is the same as the small-|zmin| behavior of
pmin;c(|zmin|) in the same symmetry classes (Fig. 7). The
angular distributions p(ϕ) of cmin are also similar to those
of complex zmin [compare Figs. 18 (b), (d) with Fig. 14].

Then, we study the distributions of Rmin and Imin in
classes BDI and CI. In each symmetry class, the dis-
tributions p(Rmin) and p(Imin) share the same small-
Rmin or small-Imin behavior as pmin:r/i(|zmin|). How-
ever, p(Rmin) and p(Imin) are long-tailed in contrast to
pmin:r/i(|zmin|). The statistics of Imin converge much
more slowly than the statistics of cmin and do not con-
verge even for N = 1000 [see Figs. 19 (c) and (d)]. Thus,
p(|cmin|) or p(Rmin) should be a more computationally
efficient measure of the level statistics than p(Imin).

Furthermore, we compare p(|cmin|) and p(ϕ) of open
quantum systems studied in Sec. VIA with those of non-
Hermitian random matrices. We observe that p(|cmin|)
of open quantum systems in different symmetry classes
exhibit distinct behavior consistent with those of non-
Hermitian random matrices (Fig. 20). The angular distri-
butions p(ϕ) also match well with those of non-Hermitian
random matrices (Fig. 20). These results further demon-
strate that the level statistics of random matrices well
describe universal properties of quantum chaotic systems
with symmetry.
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FIG. 16. Distributions of the eigenvalue zmin with the smallest modulus of non-Hermitian random matrices in 18 out of 21
symmetry classes beyond the AZ† and AZ0 classification. The distributions in the three symmetry classes (i.e., classes BDI,
CI, and AII + S+) not shown here are found in Fig. 7. The blue, orange, and yellow curves represent the radial distributions
of zmin when it is complex (C), real (R), and purely imaginary (I), respectively. In some symmetry classes (e.g., class AI +
S+), the orange and yellow curves overlap almost perfectly, and the orange curve is hardly seen. Inset: angular distribution of
complex zmin. The distributions are obtained by diagonalizing 106 samples of 256 × 256 random matrices in each symmetry
class.
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Appendix D: Details on models and numerical
simulation

1. Effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonians of
quadratic Lindbladians

In Sec. VB, we consider Hermitian Hamiltonians

HAIII, HBDI, and HCII in the form
∑

⟨i,j⟩ c
†
iti,jcj +H.c.

[Eq. (39)] and their dissipators. Their effective non-
Hermitian Hamiltonians in Eq. (38) are given as

hAIII†

eff = HAIII + γ
∑
i

(
c†i+ez

ci − c†ici+ez

)
, (D1)

hBDI0
eff = HBDI − iγ

∑
i

(
c†i+ez

ci + c†ici+ez

)
, (D2)

hCII0
eff = HCII − iγ

∑
i

(
c†i+ez

σ0ci + c†iσ0ci+ez

)
, (D3)

respectively. These effective non-Hermitian Hamiltoni-
ans still respect SLS and TRS† with the same symmetry
operators. In fact, we have(

hBDI0
eff

)T
= hBDI0

eff , σy

(
hCII0
eff

)T
σy = hCII0

eff . (D4)

Thus, hAIII†

eff , hBDI0
eff , and hCII0

eff belong to symmetry classes

AIII†, BDI0, and CII0, respectively.
For each class, we diagonalize 2 × 105 samples in the

disorder ensemble, with the parameters chosen as follows:

(i) Class AIII† (hAIII†

eff ).—ti,j = eiθi,j with θi,j ∈
[0, 2π), γ = 0.1, and L = 18;

(ii) Class BDI0 (hBDI0
eff ).—ti,j ∈ [t−W/2, t+W/2] with

t = 1, W = 1.6, γ = 0.1, and L = 18;

(iii) Class CII0 (hCII0
eff ).—ti,j ’s are random SU(2) matri-

ces; γ = 0.4 and L = 12.
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FIG. 17. Mean values
〈
|cmin|2

〉
and ⟨cosϕ⟩ as functions of the

matrix size N , where cmin = |cmin|eiϕ is the complex eigen-
value with the smallest modulus. For each symmetry class
and each matrix size, Nsample samples are diagonalized, with
Nsample = 107, 106, 2 × 105 for N = 256, N < 256, N > 256,
respectively. The dashed lines denote the mean values ob-
tained by matrices with N = 256.
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FIG. 18. (a) Radial and (b) angular distributions of the
complex eigenvalues with the smallest modulus for 256× 256
non-Hermitian random matrices in classes BDI, CI, and AII
+ S+. (c) Zoom-in of subfigure (a) around |cmin| = 0.
The three black curves from left to right are the fitting
curves p(|cmin|) ∝ |cmin|3, p(|cmin|) ∝ − |cmin|5 ln |cmin|, and
p(|cmin|) ∝ − |cmin|7 ln |cmin|, respectively. (d) Zoom-in of
subfigure (b) around |cmin| = 0. The two black curves from
left to right are the fitting curves p(|cmin|) ∝ |cmin| and
p(|cmin|) ∝ |cmin|2, respectively.

In Sec. VIA, we consider Hamiltonians HBDI and HCII

with their dissipators in Eqs. (51) and (52). The effective
non-Hermitian Hamiltonians of these quadratic Lindbla-
dians in Eq. (38) are given as

hBDI
eff = HBDI + γ

∑
i

(
−c†i+2ez

ci + c†ici+2ez

)
, (D5)

h
AII+S+

eff = HCII + γ
∑
i

(
−c†i+ez

ci + c†ici+ez

)
, (D6)

respectively. The Hamiltonian hBDI
eff satisfies

(hBDI
eff )∗ = hBDI

eff , S(hBDI
eff )†S−1 = −hBDI

eff (D7)

with S = δi,j(−1)(ix+iy+iz) and hence belongs to class

BDI. On the other hand, the Hamiltonian h
AII+S+

eff satis-
fies

σy(h
AII+S+

eff )∗σy = hAII
eff , S(hAII+S+

eff )S−1 = −hAII+S+

eff ,
(D8)

and hence belongs to class AII + S+. For each class, we
diagonalize 2×105 disorder realizations, with the param-
eters chosen as follows:

(i) Class BDI (hBDI
eff ).—t = 1,W = 1.6, γ = 0.15, and

L = 16;

(ii) Class AII + S+ (h
AII+S+

eff ).—ti,j ’s are random
SU(2) matrices; γ = 0.4 and L = 12.
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FIG. 19. Distributions of the complex, real, and purely imagi-
nary eigenvalues with the smallest modulus for 256×256 non-
Hermitian random matrices in (a) class BDI and (b) class CI.
For a small proportion p of random matrices, real eigenvalues
(p ≈ 0.02%) or purely imaginary eigenvalues (p ≈ 3.5%) are
absent. We exclude such matrices in the statistics of real or
imaginary eigenvalues. (c) Mean values

〈
I2
min

〉
and (d) prob-

ability that no purely imaginary eigenvalues exist as functions
of the matrix size N .

2. Non-Hermitian superconductors

In Sec. VC, we consider non-Hermitian superconduc-
tors in classes D, C, CI0, and DIII0 in the AZ0 classifica-
tion. Here, we provide some details of these models.

(i) For symmetry class D, the phase eiϕ of the hop-
ping term in the Hamiltonian [Eq. (43)] can originate
from a spatial modulation of the superconducting phase.
In fact, with a gauge transformation ci → eiixϕci, the
hopping phase can be eliminated [142], and the par-
ing terms change as i∆ci+ex

ci → i∆ei(2ixϕ+ϕ)ci+ex
ci

and ∆ci+ey
ci → ∆ei(2ixϕ)ci+ey

ci. In the Nambu basis

Ψi = (ci, c
†
i)

T, the Hamiltonian is written as

HD =
∑
i

{(
ϵri + iϵii − µ

)
Ψ†

iτzΨi

+
[
Ψ†

i+ex
(t cosϕτz + it sinϕτ0 + i∆τx)Ψi

+Ψ†
i+ey

(tτz + i∆τy)Ψi +H.c.
]}

. (D9)

(ii) For symmetry class C, the phase ϕ in HC [Eq. (45)]
can originate from a spatial modulation of the supercon-
ducting order parameter, as discussed for the Hamilto-
nian HD.

(iii) For symmetry class CI0, the Hamiltonian HCI0 in
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FIG. 20. (a), (c) Radial and (b), (d) angular distributions of
the complex eigenvalue cmin with the smallest modulus for the
non-Hermitian Hamiltonians and many-body Lindbladians.
The points with the error bars correspond to the quantum
systems, and the solid curves are obtained from the random
matrices in the same symmetry classes. (a), (b) Effective
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian in Eq. (D5) for class BDI and
non-Hermitian superconductor in Eq. (D16) for class CI. (c),
(d) Many-body Lindbladians of the SYK model in Eqs. (53)
and (54) for classes BDI (N = 12) and CI (N = 10), where we
use the eigenvalues in the subsector of (−1)F = −1 to obtain
the statistics.

the Nambu basis is given as

HCI0 =
∑
i

{
Ψ†

i [(ϵi − µ)τz + i∆s
iτy] Ψi

+
∑

µ=x,y,z

[
Ψ†

i+eµ
(tτz +∆µτy)Ψi +H.c.

]}
,

(D10)

where ϵi is a random chemical potential distributed
uniformly in [−W1/2,W1/2], ∆µ ∈ R (µ = x, y, z)
is a Hermitian pairing potential, and ∆s

i is a random
imbalanced pairing potential distributed uniformly in
[−W2/2,W2/2]. The Hamiltonian HCI0 satisfies

τyH
T
CI0τy = −HCI0 , τzH

T
CI0τz = HCI0 , (D11)

and hence belongs to class CI0.
(iv) For symmetry class DIII0, the normal-state Bloch

Hamiltonian reads

h (k) =
∑

µ=x,y,z

((2t cos kµ − µ)σ0 − (2λ sin kµ)σµ) ,

(D12)



31

and the spin-triplet paring term reads,

∆
∑

µ=x,y,z

(ψ†
i+eµ

)T (iσµ) (iσy)ψ
†
i , (D13)

where σµ’s are Pauli matrices acting on spin space. In

terms of the Nambu basis Ψi = (c↑, c↓, c
†
↑, c

†
↓)

T and τµ’s
that act on its particle-hole space, the Hamiltonian reads,

HDIII0 =
∑
i

{
Ψ†

i

[
(ϵri + iϵii − µ)τzσ0

]
Ψi

+
[
Ψ†

i+ex
(tτzσ0 + iλτ0σx + i∆τxσz)Ψi

+ Ψ†
i+ey

(tτzσ0 + iλτzσy − i∆τyσ0)Ψi

+ Ψ†
i+ez

(tτzσ0 + iλτ0σz − i∆τxσx)Ψi +H.c.
]}

,

(D14)

where ϵri and ϵ
i
i are a random chemical potential and ran-

dom energy gain and loss that are distributed uniformly
in [−W1/2,W1/2] and [−W2/2,W2/2], respectively. This
Hamiltonian respects

τxH
T
DIII0τx = −HDIII0 , σyH

T
DIII0σy = HDIII0 , (D15)

and hence belongs to class DIII0.
For each Hamiltonian, we diagonalize 2× 105 disorder

realizations, with the parameters chosen as follows:

(i) Class D (HD).—µ = 0, t = 2, ∆ = 1, ϕ = π/3,
W1 = 1, W2 = 2, and L = 40;

(ii) Class C (HC).—µ = 0, t = 2, ∆ = 1, ϕ = π/3,
W1 = 6, W2 = 3, and L = 12;

(iii) Class CI0 (HCI0).—µ = 0, t = 2, ∆x/y = 1, ∆z =
1/2, W1 = 6, W2 = 3, and L = 12;

(iv) Class DIII0 (HDIII0).—µ = 0, t = 2, λ = 1, ∆ = 1,
W1 =W2 = 9, and L = 10.

Here, the lattice is either square lattice or cubic lattice
with the linear dimension L.
In Sec. VIA, for symmetry class CI, we consider a

three-dimensional non-Hermitian superconductor with
imbalanced pairing potentials. In the Nambu basis, the
Hamiltonian HCI reads

HCI =
∑
i

{
Ψ†

i [(ϵi − µ)τz + i∆s
iτx] Ψi

+
∑

µ=x,y,z

[
Ψ†

i+eµ
(tτz +∆µτy)Ψi +H.c.

]}
, (D16)

where the random chemical potential ϵi is distributed
uniformly in [−W1/2,W1/2], and the random imbal-
anced paring potential ∆s

i is distributed uniformly in
[−W2/2,W2/2]. This Hamiltonian HCI satisfies

τzH
∗
CIτz = HCI, τxH

†
CIτx = −HCI (D17)

and hence belongs to class CI. We diagonalize 2 × 105

realizations with the parameters: t = 2, µ = 0,∆x =
∆y = 1,∆z = 1/2, W1 = 6,W2 = 3, and L = 12.

Appendix E: Symmetry of SYK Lindbladian

We analyze symmetry of the SYK Lindbladian [98,
155, 156] in Sec. VIB. Through the vectorization ρ =
ρij |i⟩ ⟨j| → |ρ⟩ = ρij |i⟩ |j⟩, the Lindbladian becomes
a non-Hermitian operator in the double Hilbert space,
given by Eq. (27). For simplicity, we assume that the
number N of Majorana fermions γi’s is even. To be spe-
cific, we choose a basis of γi’s such that γ2i−1 = γ∗2i−1

and γ2i = −γ∗2i. We define adjoint Majorana operators γ̃
in the double Hilbert space by

γ̃ ≡ (γ+1 , · · · γ
+
N , γ

−
1 , · · · γ

+
N )

with γ+i ≡ γ1 ⊗ P, γ−i ≡ 1⊗ iPγ∗i ,
(E1)

with the fermion parity operator

P =

N/2∏
i=1

2iγ2i−1γ2i. (E2)

With this construction, we can verify {γ̃i, γ̃j} = δi,j and

γ̃i = γ̃†i (i, j = 1, · · · , 2N), ensuring that γ̃ consists of
the Majorana operators in the double Hilbert space. Ad-
ditionally, we have γ+2i−1 = (γ+2i−1)

∗ and γ+2i = −(γ+2i)
∗,

as well as γ−2i−1 = −(γ−2i−1)
∗ and γ2i = (γ−2i)

∗. Notably,
the basis of the adjoint fermions in Eq. (E1) differs from
that employed in Ref. [98], and the following expressions
of symmetry operations may not be exactly identical to
those in Ref. [98]. However, the algebra of symmetry
remains consistent between the two formulations.

On the basis of γ̃, we formulate the Lindbladian L in
Eq. (27) with the q-body (q ∈ 2Z) SYK Hamiltonian H
in Eq. (53) and the linear dissipators Lm in Eq. (54). The
Lindbladian L can be decomposed as LH+LD. Here, LH

arises from the Hamiltonian,

LH = −i (H ⊗ 1− 1⊗H∗)

= −i
∑

1≤i1<···<iq≤N

Ji1i2···iq i
q/2
(
γi1 · · · γiq ⊗ 1

−(−1)q ⊗ γ∗i1 · · · γ
∗
iq

)
= −i

∑
1≤i1<···<iq≤N

Ji1i2···iq i
q/2
(
γ+i1 · · · γ

+
iq

−(−1)q/2γ−i1 · · · γ
−
iq

)
. (E3)
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On the other hand, LD arises from the dissipators,

LD =
∑
m

[
Lm ⊗ L∗

m − 1

2

(
L†
mLm ⊗ 1

)
− 1

2

(
1⊗ LT

mL
∗
m

)]
=
∑
m,i,j

Km;iK
∗
m;j

(
γi ⊗ γ∗j − 1

2
γjγi ⊗ 1− 1

2
⊗ γ∗i γ

∗
j

)

=
∑
m,i,j

Km;iK
∗
m;j

(
−iγ+i γ

−
j − 1

2
γ+j γ

+
i − 1

2
γ−i γ

−
j

)
=
∑
m,i,j

Km;iK
∗
m;j

(
−iγ+i γ

−
j

)
+

∑
m,i ̸=j

Km;iK
∗
m;j

(
−1

2
γ+j γ

+
i − 1

2
γ−i γ

−
j

)
− 1

2

∑
m,i

|Km;i|2 .

(E4)

We have TrLH = 0 and TrLD/Tr1 = − 1
2

∑
m,i |Km;i|2.

We study symmetry of the shifted Lindbladian L −
TrL/Tr1 with q = 6. The fermion parity operator (−1)F

in the double Hilbert space is given as

(−1)F =

N∏
i=1

2iγ̃2i−1γ̃2i =

N/2∏
i=1

(−4γ+2i−1γ
+
2iγ

−
2i−1γ

−
2i) ,

(E5)

respecting (−1)FL(−1)F = L and
(
(−1)F

)2
= 1. We

construct an anti-unitary operator

T+K ≡
N/2∏
i=1

[
1

2

(
1− 2γ+2i−1γ

−
2i−1

) (
1 + 2γ+2iγ

−
2i

)]
K ,

(E6)
where K denotes complex conjugation, satisfying
(T+K)2 = 1. This anti-unitary operation switches γ+i

and γ−i , i.e.,

(T+K) γ±i (T+K)
−1

= γ∓i , (E7)

and respects (T+K)L (T+K)
−1

= L. This anti-unitary
symmetry, known as modular conjugation symmetry,
originates solely from the Hermiticity-preserving nature
and hence is respected by arbitrary Lindbladians. We
construct another anti-unitary operator

C−K ≡
N/2∏
i=1

(
2iγ+2i−1γ

−
2i

)
K , (E8)

which satisfies

(C−K)2 = (−1)N/2 . (E9)

It acts on γ±i as

(C−K)γ±i (C−K)−1 = −γ±i , (E10)

and we have

(C−K)(L − TrL/Tr1)†(C−K)−1 = L − TrL/Tr1 . (E11)
We consider the algebra between (−1)F , T+K, and

C−K. From straightforward calculations, we find

(−1)FT+K(−1)F = T+K , (E12)

(−1)FC−K(−1)F = C−K . (E13)

Thus, in each symmetry sector of fermion parity (−1)F =
±1, the shifted Lindbladian L − TrL/Tr1 respects both
T+K and C−K. For N ∈ 4Z, we have (C−K)2 = +1,
and the shifted Lindbladian belongs to class BDI; for
N ∈ 4Z + 2, we have (C−K)2 = −1, and it belongs to
class CI.
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[97] L. Sá, P. Ribeiro, and T. Prosen, Symmetry Classifi-

cation of Many-Body Lindbladians: Tenfold Way and
Beyond, Phys. Rev. X 13, 031019 (2023).

[98] K. Kawabata, A. Kulkarni, J. Li, T. Numasawa, and
S. Ryu, Symmetry of Open Quantum Systems: Classi-
fication of Dissipative Quantum Chaos, PRX Quantum
4, 030328 (2023).

[99] D. I. Pikulin and Y. V. Nazarov, Topological properties
of superconducting junction, JETP Lett. 94, 693 (2012).

[100] P. San-Jose, J. Cayao, E. Prada, and R. Aguado, Ma-
jorana bound states from exceptional points in non-
topological superconductors, Sci. Rep. 6, 21427 (2016).

[101] A. Ghatak and T. Das, Theory of superconductivity
with non-Hermitian and parity-time reversal symmet-
ric Cooper pairing symmetry, Phys. Rev. B 97, 014512
(2018).

[102] N. Okuma, K. Kawabata, K. Shiozaki, and M. Sato,
Topological Origin of Non-Hermitian Skin Effects, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 124, 086801 (2020).

[103] J. Cayao and M. Sato, Non-Hermitian phase-biased
Josephson junctions, arXiv:2307.15472.

[104] K. Esaki, M. Sato, K. Hasebe, and M. Kohmoto, Edge
states and topological phases in non-Hermitian systems,
Phys. Rev. B 84, 205128 (2011).

[105] S. Lieu, Topological phases in the non-Hermitian Su-
Schrieffer-Heeger model, Phys. Rev. B 97, 045106
(2018).

[106] W. P. Su, J. R. Schrieffer, and A. J. Heeger, Soliton exci-
tations in polyacetylene, Phys. Rev. B 22, 2099 (1980).

[107] J. Ginibre, Statistical Ensembles of Complex, Quater-
nion, and Real Matrices, J. Math. Phys. 6, 440 (1965).

[108] A. Edelman and E. Kostlan, How many zeros of a ran-
dom polynomial are real?, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 32,
1 (1995).

[109] H. J. Sommers, A. Crisanti, H. Sompolinsky, and
Y. Stein, Spectrum of Large Random Asymmetric Ma-
trices, Phys. Rev. Lett. 60, 1895 (1988).

[110] E. Kanzieper and G. Akemann, Statistics of Real Eigen-
values in Ginibre’s Ensemble of Random Real Matrices,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 230201 (2005).

[111] P. J. Forrester and T. Nagao, Eigenvalue Statistics of
the Real Ginibre Ensemble, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 050603
(2007).

[112] Z. Xiao, K. Kawabata, X. Luo, T. Ohtsuki, and R. Shin-
dou, Level statistics of real eigenvalues in non-Hermitian
systems, Phys. Rev. Research 4, 043196 (2022).

[113] K. Splittorff and J. Verbaarschot, Factorization of corre-
lation functions and the replica limit of the Toda lattice
equation, Nucl. Phys. B 683, 467 (2004).

[114] G. Akemann, E. Bittner, M. J. Phillips, and L. Shifrin,
Wigner surmise for Hermitian and non-Hermitian chiral
random matrices, Phys. Rev. E 80, 065201 (2009).

[115] We numerically evaluate the proportionality coefficients
c’s of ρ(|z|) ∝ f(|z|) (|z| ≪ 1) with f(z) = |z|,
−|z|3 ln |z|, or |z|3 for different symmetry classes. While
c is given as c = lim|z|→0 f(|z|)−1ρ(|z|) by definition, we

numerically evaluate c by
∫∆z
0 ρ(|z|)d|z|∫∆z
0 f(|z|)d|z| with ∆z = 0.1.

Here,
∫∆z

0
ρ(|z|)d|z| is evaluated by N[0,∆z]/Nsample,

where N[0,∆z] is the total number of eigenvalues whose
moduli are smaller than ∆z, and Nsample is the number
of samples. According to the definition of c, we should
choose small enough ∆z, meaning small N[0,∆z] and a

large relative statistical error of N[0,∆z]. Thus, the eval-
uated proportionality coefficients c’s might have rela-
tively large statistical errors.

[116] W. H. Press, S. A. Teukolsky, W. T. Vetterling, and
B. P. Flannery, Numerical Recipes: The Art of Scientific
Computing (Cambridge University Press, 2007).

[117] E. Brézin, S. Hikami, and A. I. Larkin, Level statistics
inside the vortex of a superconductor and symplectic
random-matrix theory in an external source, Phys. Rev.
B 60, 3589 (1999).

[118] D. A. Ivanov, Random-Matrix Ensembles in p-Wave
Vortices, in Vortices in Unconventional Superconduc-
tors and Superfluids, Springer Series in Solid-State Sci-
ences, edited by R. P. Huebener, N. Schopohl, and G. E.
Volovik (Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2002) pp. 253–
265.
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