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Information-theoretic quantities such as Renyi entropies show a remarkable universality in their
late-time behaviour across a variety of chaotic quantum many-body systems. Understanding how
such common features emerge from very different microscopic dynamics remains an important chal-
lenge. In this work, we address this question in a class of Brownian models with random time-
dependent Hamiltonians and a variety of different microscopic couplings. In any such model, the
Lorentzian time-evolution of the n-th Renyi entropy can be mapped to evolution by a Euclidean
Hamiltonian on 2n copies of the system. We provide evidence that in systems with no symme-
tries, the low-energy excitations of the Euclidean Hamiltonian are universally given by a gapped
quasiparticle-like band. The eigenstates in this band are plane waves of locally dressed domain walls
between ferromagnetic ground states associated with two permutations in the symmetric group Sn.
These excitations give rise to the membrane picture of entanglement growth, with the membrane
tension determined by their dispersion relation. We establish this structure in a variety of cases using
analytical perturbative methods and numerical variational techniques, and extract the associated
dispersion relations and membrane tensions for the second and third Renyi entropies. For the third
Renyi entropy, we argue that phase transitions in the membrane tension as a function of velocity
are needed to ensure that physical constraints on the membrane tension are satisfied. Overall, this
structure provides an understanding of entanglement dynamics in terms of a universal set of gapped
low-lying modes, which may also apply to systems with time-independent Hamiltonians.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Chaotic quantum many-body systems show the uni-
versal phenomenon of thermalization. When an arbi-
trary initial state is evolved to sufficiently late times, it
starts to macroscopically resemble a thermal density ma-
trix ρ(eq). This process is independent of most details of
the initial state and microscopic dynamics of the system.
While thermalization is ubiquitously observed, much re-
mains to be understood both about the mechanism for
its robustness across a variety of different microscopic dy-
namics, and about the effective field-theoretic approaches
which can capture its essential aspects. Such an under-
standing would be valuable not only for quantum many-
body physics, but also for understanding the process of
black hole formation in quantum gravity, which is an ex-
ample of thermalization [1, 2].

Thermalization can be probed by using correlation
functions of few-body operators in the time-evolved state,
as well as information-theoretic quantities such as the
Renyi entropies of a subsystem. For an initial state
ρ0 and a unitary time-evolution operator U , the time-
evolved n-th Renyi entropy of a subsystem R is given
by 1

Sn,R(t) = − 1

(n− 1)
log Tr[ρR(t)

n],

ρR(t) = TrR̄[Uρ0U
†], n ≥ 2 . (1)

At late times in chaotic systems, Sn,R(t) saturates to

a value that depends only on ρ(eq), reflecting the fact
that most details of the initial state are forgotten. For
example, if ρ0 is pure and one of the subsystems is much
larger than the other, we expect the general behaviour

lim
t→∞

Sn,R(t) = min
(
Sn,R(ρ

(eq)), Sn,R̄(ρ
(eq))

)
. (2)

The late-time value (2) is intuitively expected based on
the behaviour of the Renyi entropies in random pure
states [3–7], and was argued for more systematically
in [8].

For the evolution of correlation functions during ther-
malization, it has long been understood that there are
universal behaviours not only in the saturation value, but
also in the way in which it is approached at late times.
For example, one expects the late-time behaviour of cor-
relation functions of any conserved charge density to be
governed by hydrodynamic modes, which depend on the
conservation law but not on details of the microscopic
dynamics.

A lot of evidence has been gathered for a similar uni-
versality in the growth of Sn,R(t) in chaotic systems be-
fore it approaches its late-time value (2), starting with
observations of a linear in t regime in a variety of chaotic

1 The n → 1 limit is the von Neumann entropy.

systems [9–11]. By synthesizing various observations, [12]
conjectured a “membrane formula” to describe entan-
glement growth in general chaotic quantum many-body
systems. This formula was found to hold in two very
different examples of analytically tractable chaotic quan-
tum many-body systems: random unitary circuits [13–
16], which involve a discrete chaotic evolution with ran-
dom gates, and holographic conformal field theories [17].
While the result turns out to be the same, the formula
is derived in these examples using techniques which are
specific to each model.
In this work, we identify the origin of the membrane

picture across various examples in a large class of chaotic
quantum many-body systems, from a common set of
gapped low-lying modes of an effective Hamiltonian. The
models we consider have random time-dependent “Brow-
nian” Hamiltonians, with a variety of tunable parameters
that allow us to check the robustness of this physical pic-
ture. We provide a precise physical interpretation of the
“membrane tension” function, the key ingredient of the
membrane formula, in terms of the dispersion relation of
these modes.
We show that the membrane picture for discrete-time

random unitary circuits derived in [12, 14–16] is a spe-
cific case where this structure applies, but in most of
this work, the time-evolutions we consider are contin-
uous. Moreover, the same set of modes that we find
here can in principle be defined in systems with a fixed
time-independent Hamiltonian, and even in continuum
quantum field theories such as holographic CFTs. It is
tempting to speculate that the same modes also govern
the late-time evolution of the Renyi entropies in these
contexts, and are entanglement analogs of hydrodynamic
modes for correlation functions.
In the rest of the introduction, we first briefly review

the membrane picture, and then summarize our methods
and results.

A. Review of membrane picture

For simplicity, let us state the membrane formula in
the case of one spatial dimension. Consider the evolu-
tion of the Renyi entropy Sn(x, t) of a pure or mixed
state for the left half-line region ending at x. According
to the conjecture of [12], this quantity can be expressed
as the following minimization problem in any chaotic sys-
tem. Let us extend the one-dimensional system to a two-
dimensional slab, with an auxilliary time axis τ going
from τ = 0 to τ = t, as shown in Fig. 1. Then consider
all possible lines with different velocities v starting at x,
and extending into the τ direction. At sufficiently late
times, Sn(x, t) is given by:

Sn(x, t) = min
v

[sn,eq En(v) t+ Sn(x− vt, t = 0)] (3)

Here sn,eq is the n-th Renyi entropy density of the equi-
librium state. The function En(v) is model-dependent,
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FIG. 1. Left: Example of a candidate line appearing in the
minimization of (3). Right: A cartoon of the membrane ten-
sion function function. The first two constraints in (4) are
equivalent to the fact the E(v) is tangent to the y = v line at
some v = vB .

but is conjectured to always be an even convex function,
with a minimum at v = 0. It is expected to also univer-
sally satisfy the following constraints:

E ′
n(vB) = 1 , En(vB) = vB , En(v) ≥ v for all v (4)

for some velocity vB , which are necessitated by physical
conditions we discuss below. A natural generalization of
the formula also holds for multiple intervals and higher
dimensions, for details see [12].

To understand the physical consequences of this for-
mula, it is useful to understand its prediction for an initial
mixed state with volume law entropy with some coeffi-
cient s:

Sn(x, t = 0) = s× (x+ L/2) , 0 ≤ s ≤ sn,eq . (5)

where we have assumed that the system has total length
L, with positions labelled from −L/2 to L/2. For such
states, (3) predicts that

Sn(x, t) = Sn(x, t = 0) + sn,eq Γn(s) t (6)

where the entropy growth rate Γn(s) is related to En(v)
through

Γn(s) = minv

(
En(v)−

vs

sn,eq

)
. (7)

The constraints (4) are equivalent to the physical con-
dition that the entropy of the initial equilibrium state
should not grow, i.e.,

Γn(sn,eq) = 0 . (8)

vB is the velocity that minimizes (7) for s = sn,eq, and
due to the fact that s ≤ sn,eq, only velocities v ≤ vB are
physically relevant for the evolution of the entropy.

B. Summary of results

In this work, we will consider a family of “Brown-
ian” time-evolutions in lattice systems, with independent
random local Hamiltonians acting at each infinitesimal
time-step. Various specific examples of such models have

been introduced and studied in the literature over the
years [18–31]. These models are less random than Haar-
random unitary circuits, and have various tunable micro-
scopic parameters. The key simplification of such models
is that after averaging over randomness, the Lorentzian
evolution (U ⊗ U∗)n on 2n copies of the system, which
governs the evolution of the n-th Renyi entropy, can be
replaced with a Euclidean evolution on 2n copies with a
non-negative frustration-free Hamiltonian P2n:

2

(U ⊗ U∗)⊗n = e−P2nt . (9)

We will explain the precise setup and derive this mapping
from Lorentzian to Euclidean evolution in Sec. II. We will
sometimes refer to P2n as the “superhamiltonian” in the
discussion below. Due to the mapping in (9), the low-
energy properties of the superhamiltonian determine the
late-time evolution of quantities such as the n-th Renyi
entropy. This allows us to use both physical intuition
and precise analytical and numerical techniques from the
low-energy physics of quantum many-body systems, and
apply them to understanding the physics of thermaliza-
tion.
For n = 1, correlation functions of few-body operators

in the thermal state or a time-evolved state can be writ-
ten as transition amplitudes under the evolution opera-
tor (9). Some hints that the lessons we learn from Brown-
ian models apply more generally come from Refs. [30, 31],
which studied Brownian models with a variety of symme-
tries, and derived the associated hydrodynamic modes
using the low-energy spectrum of P2. For example, in
models with global U(1) symmetry, these works used the
low-energy gapless modes of P2 to derive diffusive be-
haviour of two-point functions of the charge density.
The Renyi entropies can be written as transition am-

plitudes under (9) for n ≥ 2. We first show that in gen-
eral Brownian models with any symmetry, we can use the
zero energy eigenstates of P2n to derive a late-time sat-
uration value of Sn,R(t) consistent with the equilibrium
approximation of [8], and in particular with (2). We then
specialize to the case of Brownian models with no symme-
tries, where P2n generically has an n!-dimensional ground
state subspace. The ground state subspace is spanned by
states associated with permutations in Sn, which have a
product form between different sites i of the system:

⊗i |σ⟩i , σ ∈ Sn . (10)

The precise definition of |σ⟩ will be given in Sec. II. We
will provide more intuitition for why states associated
with permutations should be relevant for the late-time
behaviour of the Renyi entropies at the end of the intro-
duction.
In one spatial dimension, we find evidence that the

low-energy excitations of P2n in models with no symme-
tries have the following universal structure. Let us denote

2 In Haar random circuits, this average maps to a classical statis-
tical mechanics model [14, 15]
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the identity permutation in Sn by e, and the cyclic per-
mutation (n n − 1 n − 2... 1) which sends n to n − 1,
n − 1 to n − 2, and so on, by η. The low-energy eigen-
states are well-approximated by plane waves of locally
dressed domain walls between the states associated with
η and e. More explicitly, we find that they can be well-
approximated as

|ψk⟩ ≈
∑
x

e−ikx |η⟩ ... |η⟩x |ϕ⟩x+1,...,x+∆ |e⟩x+∆+1 ... |e⟩

(11)
where ∆ isO(1) in the thermodynamic limit, and |ϕ⟩ is an
arbitrary state in the full Hilbert space on 2n copies of ∆
sites from x+1 to x+∆. We will show that the structure
(11) of the eigenstates in the thermodynamic limit leads
to the membrane formula (3) for a half-line region. These
eigenstates have a gapped dispersion relation E(k), which
determines the entanglement growth rate Γn(s) of (6)
through the relation

Γn(s) = E(is)/sn,eq . (12)

This in turn determines the membrane tension E through
the inverse of (7). The natural “multiparticle” versions
of these single domain wall excitations give rise to the
membrane picture for subsystems consisting of one or
more intervals.3

We establish the above universal structure of the low-
energy eigenstates of P2n by studying the following cases:

1. We start with the simplest case of a maximally ran-
dom Brownian Hamiltonian, where the local cou-
pling operators are drawn from the GUE ensemble
and the local Hilbert space dimension q is large.
For the second Renyi entropy in this case, the su-
perhamiltonian is analytically tractable, and allows
us to explicitly see that the low-energy eigenstates
have the form (11).

2. Next, we consider the second Renyi entropy in the
same model at finite local Hilbert space dimension
q. Since the superhamiltonian is no longer analyt-
ically tractable, we use a version of the variational
approach used for extracting low-energy excitations
of gapped Hamiltonians in [35–37]. This method al-
lows us to both verify that the eigenstates are well-
approximated by (11), and to extract their disper-
sion relation E(k). In this case, the on-site Hilbert
space dimension of the superhamiltonian is suffi-
ciently small that we can also check E(k) obtained
from the variational method with results from ex-
act diagonalization, finding good agreement.

3 Note that these effective “particles” which appear in the chaotic
systems in this work have an entirely different structure from
the quasiparticle picture of Calabrese and Cardy [32]. The latter
applies to integrable systems and gives very different results for
the evolution of Sn,A(t) for multiple intervals from the chaotic
case [33, 34].

3. We then turn to the case of the higher Renyi en-
tropies in the same model, in particular focusing on
the third Renyi entropy. While we can no longer
use exact diagonalization due to the large on-site
Hilbert space dimension of the superhamiltonian,
we again use the variational approach to check that
the low-energy eigenstates have the structure (11),
and extract the associated E(k).

4. Finally, we consider the evolution of S2 in a class of
Brownian models where the coupling operators are
fixed to be those of the mixed field Ising model, and
only the coefficients appearing next to the opera-
tors have time-dependent randomness. For generic
values of the coupling strength, the model is ex-
pected to be chaotic, except close to a special in-
tegrable point. Consistent with this expectation,
we find good evidence for the structure (11) using
the variational approach in the general case, and a
breakdown of this structure close to the integrable
point.

In cases 1, 2, and 4 above, we find that the mem-
brane tensions for the second Renyi entropy resulting
from the dispersion relations E(k) satisfy (4), or equiv-
alently Γ2(s) satisfies (8). The case of the third Renyi
entropy from point 3 turns out to be more subtle. The
naive growth rate Γ̄3(s) from the dispersion relation of
modes (11) appears to be non-zero at s = s3,eq. How-
ever, we conjecture that the evolution of S3 also receives
contributions from a second set of modes besides (11)
in this case. We argue that beyond some value of s,
the naive growth rate Γ̄3(s) should be replaced with the
growth rate implied by this second set of modes, which
is the same as Γ2(s). In terms of the membrane tension,
we find that this single first-order phase transition in Γ
leads to two phase transitions in terms of E3(v) at veloci-
ties v∗1 < v∗2 < vB . We have a first-order phase transition
at v = v∗1 and a second-order transition at v = v∗2 . For
v < v∗2 , E3(v) is smaller than E2(v), while for v > v∗2 ,
E3(v) = E2(v).
While the above discussion of E3(v) uses an assumption

about the existence of the second set of modes which
should be more carefully checked in future work, it allows
us to propose a form of E3(v) at finite q and general
v. Hence, we are able to provide a characterization of
the phase transitions of E3(v) in a more general regime
than previous discussions in random unitary circuits [16],
where evidence for a phase transition was found using
expansions for large q and large v. Our physical picture
for the origin of the phase transition appears to be similar
to the one in [16].
The structure of the modes (11) can be seen as a simple

and precise realization of an insight from [38] about the
crucial role played by permutations in the late-time evo-
lution of the Renyi entropies. Note that the Lorentzian
path integral representation of the quantity Tr[ρA(t)

n],
shown schematically in Fig. 2, involves an integrand

of the form ei
∑n

j=1 S[ϕj ]−i
∑n

j=1 S[ϕ′
j ], where ϕi, ϕ

′
i repre-
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FIG. 2. Tr[ρA(t)
n] can be represented as a Lorentzian path

integral on 2n copies of the theory, with n forward and n back-
ward evolutions. The initial conditions of the path integral
are determined by ρ0, and the final conditions are determined
by the pattern of traces in Tr[ρA(t)

n].

sent the dynamical fields of the theory along forward and
backward contours respectively. Ref. [38] noted that we
get stationary contributions in this path integral from
configurations where each ϕj is equal to some ϕ′σ(j) for

some σ ∈ Sn, as the phase in the exponent cancels. From
other configurations, in a chaotic system, we should ex-
pect rapidly oscillating contributions that cancel among
themselves. Based on this observation, [8] developed
a systematic approximation for the saturation value of
Sn,A(t).
At late times before saturation, it is natural to expect

that the dominant configurations should be such that
each ϕi is locally equal to some ϕ′σ(j) for some σ ∈ Sn,

but different permutations can appear in different re-
gions. [38] developed a self-consistent numerical scheme
based on this idea for evaluating the membrane tension
in circuit and Floquet models. The scheme involved a
sum over spacetime diagrams, where the contributions
from diagrams with large spacetime regions with states
orthogonal to the permutation subspace were neglected.
In the models considered in this work, we can better un-
derstand the suppression of such diagrams due to the
high energy of the associated configurations in the Eu-
clidean superhamiltonian. The analog of the summation
over diagrams from [38] is automatically performed by
the low-energy dispersion relation of the superhamilto-
nian. The structure of low-lying modes in (11) provides
a natural language for generalization to continuum sys-
tems, as we discuss further in the final section.

The plan of this paper is as follows. We introduce the
family of models we study and derive the mapping (9)
from the Lorentzian to the Euclidean time evolution in
Sec. II. We discuss the structure of the ground states
and derive the equilibrium approximation for these mod-
els in Sec. III. We then provide a detailed analysis of
both the second and third Renyi entropy in the Brown-
ian local GUE model in Sec. IV. In Sec. V, we discuss the
robustness of the same structure in more general Brown-
ian models, and provide numerical results in a Brownian
version of the mixed field Ising model.

The results up to this point are all for one spatial di-

mension. For the more challenging case of higher dimen-
sions, we derive the membrane formula in a large q, small
v limit of the local GUE model in Sec. VI, using a dif-
ferent approach from the one-dimensional case. We end
with a number of open questions in Sec. VII. Various
technical details as well as a few conceptual points are
discussed in the appendices.

II. SETUP

In this work, we will consider a class of lattice models
one or more spatial dimensions with “Brownian” time-
dependent Hamiltonians. We label one copy of the full
Hilbert space H. The Hamitonians consist of a sum of
local random terms {Hα(t)} (shown in Fig. 3) which are
uncorrelated for different α and t:

H(t) =
∑
α

Hα(t), Hα(t) = 0, (13)

Hα(t)ijHβ(t′)kl ∝ δαβδ(t− t′) (14)

We can analyze the dynamics under this setup by for-
mally discretizing the time-evolution in small steps of size
ϵ, and regularizing the delta function between different
times by replacing it with 1

ϵ δtt′ , so that

U(t) =

t/ϵ∏
j=1

e−iϵH(tj), tj = jϵ . (15)

One simple choice, which we will discuss in Sec. IV,
will be to take the matrices {Hα(t)} themselves to be
random. A less random class of models is one where we
fix some set of local Hermitian operators {Bα}, and take
the coefficients appearing next to them to be random:

H(t) =
∑
α

Jα(t)Bα, (16)

where {Jα(t)} are random i.i.d. real numbers drawn from
a Gaussian distribution, such that

Jα(t) = 0, Jα(t)Jβ(t′) =
2 gα δαβ δtt′

ϵ
(17)

for some arbitrary positive numbers gα. We can make
a variety of choices of {Bα}, where cases with different
symmetries will correspond to different dynamical uni-
versality classes [30]. For example, in a spin-1/2 sys-
tem in d spatial dimensions with sites labelled by i, j, we
could consider a case where {Bα} = {Xi, Zi, ZiZj} for
nearest neighbours i, j. In this case, the time-evolution
does not have any symmetry. Another choice is to take
{Bα} = {Zj , ZiZj , XiXj + YiYj}. These operators com-
mute with the total charge

∑
i Zi, so that the time-

evolution has a U(1) symmetry. 4

4 We can see the symmetries in each case by computing the com-
mutant of the operators {Bα} (i.e., the algebra of operators that
commute with these terms) [30, 39].
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The dynamical quantities of interest in this work are
the n-th Renyi entropies Sn,R(t) of a subsystem R. These
can be expressed as transition amplitudes on 2n copies
of the system H⊗2n,

e−(n−1)Sn,R(t) = Tr[ρR(t)
n]

= ⟨ηR ⊗ eR̄|(U(t)⊗ U(t)∗)⊗n|ρ0, e⟩ (18)

where ∗ denotes complex conjugation, and we have intro-
duced a set of states inH⊗2n, associated with an operator
O acting on H, and permutations σ ∈ Sn, which are de-
fined as follows. Let |i⟩ be basis states for one copy of
the system. We define

⟨i1i′1...ini′n|O, σ⟩ = Oi1i′σ(1)
...Oini′σ(n)

. (19)

In cases where O is the identity operator, it will be con-
venient to label the corresponding states simply by the
permutation, that is,

⟨i1i′1...ini′n|σ⟩ = δi1i′σ(1)
...δini′σ(n)

. (20)

In (18), e refers to the identity permutation, and η refers
to the single-cycle permutation (n n − 1 ...1). Fur-
ther, we can also consider such states |σR⟩ with a fixed
permutation on the Hilbert space of some subsystem
R; in lattice systems with sites labelled by i, we have
|σR⟩ = ⊗i∈R |σ⟩i. The final state in the bra in (18) there-
fore has a domain wall at the boundary Σ between the
regions, see Fig. 4. From (18), the evolution of the Renyi
entropy of any initial state can be understood in terms
of the backward time-evolution of this domain wall final
state under (U ⊗ U∗)⊗n. We will make use of this per-
spective, introduced for instance in [14, 15], in the rest
of this work.

Let us label the 2n copies of the system in (18) by
fi, bi for i = 1, ..., n, corresponding respectively to the
n forward evolutions by H(t) and n backward evolutions
by H(t)T . On expanding (15) for a step of size ϵ and
using the averages in (17), we find

(U(ϵ)⊗ U(ϵ)∗)
⊗n ≈ 1− ϵP2n +O(ϵ2) (21)

P2n =
∑
α

Jα P2n,α, P2n,α = [

n∑
j=1

(Bα,fj −BT
α,bj )]

2 .
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FIG. 4. Left: Example of a domain wall final state relevant
for the evolution of the n-th Renyi entropy for region R in
two spatial dimensions. Right: We show the pattern of en-
tanglement between different copies in the states |e⟩ and |η⟩
for n = 3.

By re-exponentiating (21) 5, we find

(U(t)⊗ U(t)∗)⊗n = e−P2nt . (22)

In particular, the average over the random Jα(t) allows
us to replace the original Lorentzian time-evolution on
2n copies of the system with a Euclidean evolution, with
a non-negative “superhamiltonian” P2n. We will first
briefly discuss the structure of the zero energy ground
states of P2n in Sec. III, and then discuss the structure
of its low energy eigenstates in models without conserved
quantities in the later sections.

III. LATE-TIME SATURATION VALUE

The superhamiltonian (21) consists of a sum of pos-
itive semidefinite operators, so that its eigenvalues are
all non-negative. Any zero energy eigenstate must be
“frustration-free,” meaning that it is annihilated by each
term:

P2n |ψ⟩ = 0 ⇔ P2n,α |ψ⟩ = 0 for each α . (23)

One explicit set of zero energy eigenstates of P2n can be
constructed as follows. Let C be the set of all operators
which commute with all elements of {Bα}, which is also
known as its commutant algebra [39], and characterizes
the symmetries of the time-evolution. Let {Qm} be an
orthonormal basis of operators for C, i.e., they satisfy
Tr

[
Q†

mQm′
]
= δmm′ . Now for any choice of a sequence

(m1, ...,mn) and a permutation σ ∈ Sn, let us define a
state |m1,m2, ...,mn; σ⟩ in H⊗2n:

⟨i1i′1...ini′n | m1,m2, ...,mn; σ⟩
= (Qm1

)i1i′σ(1)
(Qm2

)i2i′σ(2)
...(Qmn

)ini′σ(n)
(24)

5 In the rest of this work, we will not explicitly indicate overlines,
but in all cases the expression e−(n−1)Sn,R(t) should be inter-
preted as the average of e−(n−1)Sn,R(t) over the randomness in
the time-evolution.
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Here each ip, i
′
p labels basis states in H like in (19), and

runs from 1 to D, the total Hilbert space dimension, and
each mk goes from 1 to dC , the dimension of C, and la-
bels an element of C. Since each Qm commutes with
all {Bα}, the above states are zero energy eigenstates of
P2n. Assuming that these states span the ground state
subspace of P2n,

6 we have the following late-time limit
of the Euclidean time-evolution operator:

lim
t→∞

e−P2nt

≈
∑

m1,...,mn ;
σ∈Sn

|m1,m2, ...,mn; σ⟩ ⟨m1,m2, ...,mn; σ|

(25)

The above expression assumes that the states in (24) can
be treated as approximately orthonormal, which is true
for the purpose of the expression (18) when the initial
state ρ0 can access a large effective Hilbert space dimen-
sion.7

Putting this projector into (18), in the case where the
initial state ρ0 is pure, we find

lim
t→∞

e−(n−1)Sn,R(t) =
∑
σ∈Sn

⟨ηR ⊗ eR̄|ρ(eq), σ⟩ (26)

where

ρ(eq) =
∑
m

Tr
[
Q†

mρ0
]
Qm . (27)

|ρ(eq), σ⟩ is defined as in (19). See Appendix A for de-
tails of the derivation. It is natural to think of ρ(eq)

defined above as an equilibrium density matrix which
coarse-grains over all details of ρ0 other than the in-
formation about the conserved charges. We discuss an
explicit example in Appendix A for the case where the
time-evolution has a U(1) symmetry, which makes this
interpretation clearer.

It was previously argued in the context of general
chaotic quantum many-body systems in [8] that the ex-
pression (26) gives the saturation value of the n-th Renyi
entropy in an equilibrated pure state which macroscopi-
cally resembles some equilibrium state ρ(eq). The Brow-
nian models we consider in this work provide one ex-
plicit confirmation of this general argument, with a pre-
cise form of ρ(eq) given by (27). The general properties of
the expression (26) are discussed in [8]. In particular, the
sum over permutations ensures that the n-th Renyi en-
tropy in R is equal to that in R̄ at late times, as required
by the unitarity of the dynamics. In the thermodynamic
limit, it is explained in [8] that the dominant permuta-
tion in (26) is always either σ = e or σ = η, leading to
the physically expected result in (2).

6 This should be true for generic choices of Bα, and is provable
in many cases for n = 1 [30] but there are exceptions for n ≥
2, e.g., when {Bα} can be written as quadratic operators in
fermions [26, 40]. We also discuss this in Section V.

7 See the example in Appendix A for a more explicit discussion of
this point.

IV. BROWNIAN LOCAL GUE MODEL

Let us consider a d-dimensional lattice, with a q-
dimensional Hilbert space at each site. As a first sim-
ple model, we take the {Hα(t)} to be random Hermitian
q2×q2 matrices acting on pairs of nearest neighbours i, j
on the lattice, and drawn from the GUE ensemble, so
that8

(Hi,j(t))αβ = 0, (Hi,j(t))αβ(Hi,j(t))δγ =
1

2ϵq2
δαγδβδ

(28)
By similar steps to the discussion around (21), for this
model we obtain the following superhamiltonian on H⊗n

(again labelling copies with forward evolution fi and
those with backward evolution bi, with i = 1, ..., n):

P2n =
∑
⟨ij⟩

P2n,ij ,

P2n,ij =
1

2

[
n I −

n∑
k,l=1

M i
fk,bl

M j
fk,bl

+
1

q2

∑
1≤k<l≤n

(Si
fk
Sj
fl
+ Si

bk
Sj
bl
)

]
(29)

where I is the identity operator in H⊗2n, M i
rs is the pro-

jector onto the maximally entangled state between the
copies r and s at site i, |MAX⟩ir,is = 1√

q

∑q
a=1 |a⟩ir |a⟩is ,

and Si
rs is the swap operator between copies r and s at

site i, which has the action Si
rs |a⟩ir |b⟩is = |b⟩ir |a⟩is .

P2n has a large symmetry group which includes Sn ×Sn

corresponding to permuting the forward and backward
copies independently; see [40] for a detailed symmetry
analysis of Hamiltonians of this kind.
For n = 1, this superhamiltonian has a unique ground

state given by ⊗i |e⟩i, where |e⟩ is two-copy state associ-
ated with the identity permuation, see Eq. (20). More-
over, it is easy to check that it is composed of commuting
terms, and is therefore exactly solvable, with a gapped
spectrum with discretely spaced energy levels. This leads
to a simple exponential decay of infinite-temperature au-
tocorrelation functions of any operator A, which can be
written as

⟨A(t)A⟩β=0 = ⟨A, e| e−P2 t |A, e⟩ . (30)

This is consistent with the physical expectation from the
lack of any symmetries in the time-evolution.

For general n, if we consider the subspace spanned by
states of the form ⊗i |σi⟩i for σi ∈ Sn, then P2n keeps
this subspace closed. Its zero energy ground states are
the n! product states with the same permutation at each
site:

⊗i

(
1

qn/2
|σ⟩i

)
, σ ∈ Sn . (31)

8 For a recent discussion of the spectrum of this time-dependent
Hamiltonian in the case without spatial locality, see [41].
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These can be thought of as ferromagnets of Sn degrees
of freedom. We hence expect P2n to be gapped, and the
low-energy excitations to be domain-walls between the
different ferromagnetic ground states. The structure of
the low-energy excitations leads to the membrane picture
of entanglement.

The saturation value of the n-th Renyi entropy in this
model obtained from the ground states (31) is the spe-
cial case of (26) with ρ(eq) = I/D, where D is the total
Hilbert space dimension. As discussed in [8], (27) for
this case is equal to the average value in random product
states [3–7]. The equilibrium entropy density for each of
the Renyi entropies is therefore

sn,eq = seq = log q . (32)

A. Second Renyi entropy

Let us now focus on the structure of the superhamil-
tonian (29) for the case n = 2. In this case, we have two
degenerate ground states,

|G↑⟩ = ⊗i |↑⟩i , |G↓⟩ = ⊗i |↓⟩i . (33)

where

|↑⟩ = 1

q
|e⟩ = |MAX⟩f1b1 |MAX⟩f2b2 ,

|↓⟩ = 1

q
|η⟩ = |MAX⟩f1b2 |MAX⟩f2b1 . (34)

It will be useful to express P4 in terms of these spin
states. Note that |↑⟩ and |↓⟩ are normalized, but do not
form an orthonormal basis as ⟨↑ | ↓⟩ = 1/q. It will be
convenient to work in a bi-orthogonal system and intro-
duce the following two states

|↑̄⟩ = q2

q2 − 1

(
|↑⟩ − 1

q
|↓⟩

)
, |↓̄⟩ = q2

q2 − 1

(
|↓⟩ − 1

q
|↑⟩

)
(35)

which have the property that ⟨s̄′|s⟩ = δss′ for s, s′ ∈ {↑
, ↓}. We can then write P4 in the subspace spanned by
|↑⟩ , |↓⟩ at each site as follows:

P4 = A0 +A1,

A0 =
∑
⟨ij⟩

[
I − |↑̄↑̄⟩ ⟨↑↑| − |↓̄↓̄⟩ ⟨↓↓|

− 1

q
(|↑̄↓̄⟩+ |↓̄↑̄⟩)(⟨↑↑|+ ⟨↓↓|)

]
i,j

A1 =
∑
⟨ij⟩

[
1

q2
(|↑̄↓̄⟩ ⟨↓↑|+ |↓̄↑̄⟩ ⟨↑↓|)

]
i,j

(36)

where ⟨ij⟩ denotes nearest neighboring sites on a lattice,
and for instance |↑↑⟩ denotes |↑⟩i |↑⟩j . This representa-
tion will be useful as the final state in the expression for

the second Renyi entropy in (18) is a domain wall state
of the form qL ⊗i∈R ⟨↓|i ⊗i∈R̄ ⟨↑|i.
While the above representation will be convenient for

some of our later analysis, we can also represent A in the
following orthonormal basis for one site:

|+⟩ = 1√
2(1 + 1

q )
(|↑⟩+|↓⟩), |−⟩ = 1√

2(1− 1
q )

(|↑⟩−|↓⟩)

(37)
Defining the Pauli matrices with respect to these states,
where |+⟩ and |−⟩ are the eigenstates of the Z operator,
we obtain the following representation:

P4 =
1

2

∑
⟨i,j⟩

[1−XiXj −
1

q
(Zi + Zj) +

1

q2
(ZiZj +XiXj)],

(38)

In one spatial dimension, P4 lies on a parameter line of
the Heisenberg XYZ spin chain in an external magnetic
field known as the “Peschel-Emery” line [42, 43]. On this
line, the Hamiltonian is known to lie within the Ising fer-
romagnetic (Z2 symmetry broken) phase, and was previ-
ously noted to have two frustration-free product ground
states, which are of the form (33). We discuss this map-
ping in Appendix B.
In the rest of this section, we specialize to one spatial

dimension. We will consider higher dimensions in Sec.
VI.

1. Large q limit

Let us first take a large q limit by ignoring the A1

term in (36), which is O(1/q2). In one spatial dimension,
the left eigenstates of the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian A0

will turn out to be exactly solvable. We assume that
the system has L sites labelled from x = −L/2 to x =
L/2 − 1 and open boundary conditions (OBC), but we
will take L → ∞ for most purposes. Note that the zero
energy left-eigenstates of A0 are the same as the zero
energy eigenstates of the full Hamiltonian P4, given by
(33). Due to this feature, A0 turns out to be a better
first approximation for understanding the structure of the
first excited states than the transverse field Ising model
obtained by keeping the O(1) and O(1/q) terms in (38).
To find the low-energy left-eigenstates, note that A0

has a particularly simple left-action on the domain wall
states defined as

⟨Dx| = ⟨↓ ↓ ... ↓x ↑x+1 ↑ ... ↑| (39)

given by

⟨Dx|A0 = ⟨Dx| −
1

q
(⟨Dx+1|+ ⟨Dx−1|) , (40)

where we have implicitly defined ⟨D−L
2 −1| = ⟨DL

2 −1| = 0

at the boundaries. From (40), we can immediately see
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FIG. 5. The red data points show the momentum-resolved low-energy spectra for P4 in (36) or (38) for L = 14 for q = 2
(left), q = 3 (center), q = 4 (right). These energies are found using exact diagonalization with the twisted boundary conditions
described in Appendix B. The energies are almost unchanged between L = 12 and L = 14. These are compared to the blue
curves, which are the dispersion relations obtained from the minimization of the expectation value of P4 in the states (61) for
∆ = 4, L = 40 with open boundary conditions.

that the lowest band of left-eigenstates of A0 above the
ground state is given by

⟨ψk| =
L
2 −2∑

x=−L
2

eikx ⟨Dx| , E(k) = 1− 2

q
cos k . (41)

The spectrum is gapped as we are in the regime q ≫ 1.
Let us now apply this structure to understand the evo-

lution of S2 for a half-line region to the left of x,

e−S2(x,t) = qL ⟨Dx|e−P4t|ρ0, e⟩ . (42)

It is useful to introduce the states |D̄x⟩ = |↓̄...↓̄x↑̄x+1...↑̄⟩,
and a “domain wall propagator” (considered for instance
in [38])

G(x, y, t) = ⟨Dx|e−A0t|D̄y⟩ (43)

in terms of which (42) can be written as

e−S2(x,t) =
∑
y

G(x, y, t)e−S2(y,t=0) . (44)

Here we have used the fact that the action of A0 does
not create additional domain walls, and we can hence
insert a resolution of identity

∑
x |D̄x⟩ ⟨Dx| restricted to

the single domain wall subspace in (42). Then using (41)
and working in the L→ ∞ limit, we can express (43) as

G(x, y, t) =

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
e−(E(k)+ikv)t, v =

x− y

t
. (45)

Let us now take the late-time limit t ≫ 1, and consider
v of O(1) in this limit. Then the integral over k can
be evaluated using the saddle-point approximation. The
saddle-point value kv lies on the imaginary axis, and by
deforming the contour to pass through its steepest de-
scent contour we get

G(x, y, t) ≈ e−seqE(v)t, v =
x− y

t
(46)

where

E(v) = E(kv) + ikvv

seq
, E′(kv) = −iv . (47)

Now putting (46) into (44), we obtain precisely the mem-
brane formula for the second Renyi entropy in the large
t limit:9

e−S2(x,t) ≈
∑
v

e−seqE(v)t−S2(x−vt,t=0)

=⇒ S2(x, t) ≈ minv [ seq E(v) t+ S2(x− vt, t = 0) ] ,
(48)

where in the second step we have used that v ∼ O(1) and
t ≫ 1, and ignored contributions that are smaller than
linear in t.
The membrane tension from the dispersion relation

(41) is 10

E(large q)(v) =
1

log q

[
1− 2

q

√
1 +

(qv
2

)2

+ v arcsinh
(vq
2

)]
.

(49)
Its strict large q limit is

lim
q→∞

E(v) = |v| (50)

which satisfies the constraints (4) in a somewhat degen-
erate way. As we will discuss in the following sections,
the expressions (44)-(48) will turn out to apply to more

9 In this discussion, we ignore the difference between S2(x, t) and

− log
(
e−S2(x,t)

)
, as in various earlier works including [14, 15].

10 Note that (49) by itself does not satisfy the constraints (4) except
in the strict large q limit (50). It does satisfy the constraints at
finite q if we make the replacement q → q + q−1, which can be
seen as a simple analytical “toy model” for the membrane tension
function, see Appendix B 3.
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general cases than the large q limit of the current model.
The modified dispersion relations E(k) in these cases will
lead to other, more general expressions for E(v).

Before discussing these more general cases, let us
briefly discuss the form of S2 for a region consisting of
one or more intervals in the large q limit. Since the “final
state” in this case would contain more than one domain
wall, we now need to consider “multi-particle” excita-
tions of A0 involving more than one domain wall. For a
state with two or more domain walls, we can check from
(36) that the left-action of A0 can cause domain walls
to annihilate in pairs. It is useful to divide A0 into two
parts,

A0 = Af +Ac (51)

where Af keeps the number of domain walls fixed, while
Ac causes the annihilation of pairs of domain walls. Af

has a block-diagonal structure, while the whole matrix
A0 has a lower-triangular structure due to Ac. The en-
ergy eigenvalues of A0 are therefore the same as those
of Af . Denoting the multiple domain wall states by
⟨Dx1,...,xk

|, x1 < x2 < ... < xn, it is easy to check that
the domain walls are “non-interacting” under the action
of Af . Hence, the eigenstates of Af take a simple free
fermion-like Slater determinant form:

⟨ψk1,...,kn | =
∑
σ∈Sn

sgn(σ) ⟨ϕkσ(1),...,kσ(n)
| ,

⟨ϕk1,...,kn
| =

∑
x1<x2<...<xn

ei
∑n

j=1 kjxj ⟨Dx1,...,xn | (52)

with energies E(k1, ..., kn) given by the sum of the one-
particle energies E(ki) in (41). Hence, the energies of
the multiparticle states under A0 are also sums of one-
particle energies,11 although the eigenstates are more
complicated superpositions of (52). As we discuss in
more detail in Appendix C, this structure leads to the
membrane picture for multiple intervals.

2. General structure

The key physical properties of A0 that give rise to the
membrane picture in the above discussion are: (i) A0 is
gapped, so that e−S2(t) has an exponential decay for any
initial state, leading to linear growth of S2(t); (ii) the
one-particle eigenstates of the A0 are plane waves of do-
main walls between ⟨↑| and ⟨↓| ; and (iii) domain walls
are non-interacting other than the possibility of pair-wise
annihilation. In the next section, we will show that prop-
erties (i) and (ii) remain robust for the full Hamiltonian

11 This is also evident if one performs the basis change of (37)
on A0 in (36) and then performs a Jordan-Wigner transforma-
tion of (B9) – the resulting Hamiltonian is a non-Hermitian non-
interacting Hamiltonian.

P4 at finite q. (ii) is robust up to some local “dressing”
of the domain walls. In Sec. IV, we will further show
that these properties remain robust for Brownian models
with fixed coupling operators. We expect that property
(iii) is also robust, but this is harder to show explicitly,
and we do not comment further on it until the Discussion
section VII.
Due to the robustness of (ii), the formulas (44) and

(45) will also apply to the second Renyi entropy in all re-
maining examples we consider. It is useful at this point to
summarize some general consequences of these formulas,
which we will use in the later discussion.
For an initial state of the form (5), the evolution of S2

is given by

e−S2(x,t) = e−s(x+L
2 )

∫ ∞

−∞
dv

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
e−(E(k)+ikv−sv)t

(53)
The saddle-point equations for v and k in the above in-
tegral are:

k = −is, E′(k) = −iv (54)

which imply (6) with the entropy growth rate

Γ2(s) = E(is)/seq . (55)

where we have used the fact that E(k) is an even function.
Eq. (47) is equivalent to the statement that E(v) is the
Legendre transform of −Γ(s),

E(v) = maxs

(
vs

seq
+ Γ(s)

)
(56)

which also follows from (7) and was previously noted in
[12]. 12

In particular, for an initial pure product state, the en-
tanglement velocity of the second Renyi entropy vE,2 is
proportional to the gap in the spectrum:

S2(x, t) = seq vE,2 t, vE,2 =
E(0)

seq
. (57)

From (55), the constraints (4) or (8) are equivalent to the
fact that

E(iseq) = 0 . (58)

Using (54), in terms of the dispersion relation, vB is given
by

vB = −iE′(−iseq) . (59)

Note that the condition (58) does not need to be im-
posed as an external input. The evolution of the entan-
glement entropy of S2 for a maximally mixed initial state
can be expressed as

e−S
(max)
2 (x,t) = qL ⟨Dx| e−P4t

(
⊗i

1

q
|↑⟩i

)
. (60)

12 We do not add n subscripts in this formula as it will also apply
to the higher Renyis.
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By acting with e−P4t on the left, we get (53) with s = seq
due to the structure of the low-energy excitations, and by
acting on the right, we get a time-independent result due
to the fact that ⊗i |↑⟩i is a zero energy eigenstate of P4.
(58) must always be true to ensure consistency between
these results.

One interesting aspect of the condition (58) is that it is
sensitive to the UV behaviour of the dispersion relation
E(k), as it involves an O(1) imaginary value of k. We
will return to the implications of this UV sensitivity in
the Discussion section.

3. Finite q

At finite q, the A1 term in (36) can send a single
domain wall state ⟨Dx| to a three domain wall state
⟨Dx−1,x,x+1| and vice versa, so that the exact low-energy
eigenstates are no longer plane waves of single domain
walls as in (41), and the exact energies are also modi-
fied. Nevertheless, since the ground states of P4 are still
ferromagnetic states of the form of (33), we expect the
low-energy excitations to be gapped (dressed) domain
walls between the two ground states, similar to (41).
To numerically determine the momentum-resolved dis-
persion of the low-energy eigenstates, we study P4 with
symmetry-twisted (antiperiodic) boundary conditions, as
discussed in Appendix B.13,14

The low-lying spectrum as a function of k is shown
in Fig. 5 for q = 2, 3, 4. In all cases, we find that P4

is gapped, consistent with expectations in the ferromag-
netic phase. The gap leads to a linear growth of entangle-
ment for a product state, according to (57). To verify the
robustness of the membrane picture, we need to further
address the following questions:

1. For q ≥ 3, 4, we find a single-particle band in
the spectrum well-separated from the multi-particle
continuum for all k. It is natural to expect that the
eigenstates in this band have a quasiparticle struc-
ture [35]. Can these quasiparticle states be under-
stood as locally dressed versions of the domain wall
states in (41) in a precise sense?

2. For q = 2, the gap between the single-particle states
and the multi-particle continuum vanishes beyond

13 We thank Tibor Rakovszky for useful discussions on this.
14 In summary, the momentum resolution cannot be obtained

directly with a finite-size OBC Hamiltonian due to lack of
translation-invariance. On the other hand, periodic boundary
conditions (PBC) does not allow for an odd number of domain
walls. By inserting a symmetry twist at the boundary, one do-
main wall gets pinned at the boundary while the other can dis-
perse, and we can obtained the momentum-resolved dispersion of
a single domain wall. This is expected to match the low-energy
spectrum to match that of the OBC Hamiltonian for large system
sizes.

some value of k. Are there still well-defined quasi-
particle states within the continuum at large k?

Both questions can be simultaneously addressed using a
technique for obtaining low-energy dispersion relations
along the lines of [35–37]. These references introduced
a general variational ansatz for low-energy excitations of
gapped spin chain systems, starting from the assumption
that the ground state is well-approximated by a matrix
product state. In the case of the Hamiltonian P4, since
we know that the exact zero energy eigenstates are the
product states |↑ ... ↑⟩ and |↓ ... ↓⟩, we can use a partic-
ularly simple version of the general ansatz:

|ψk⟩ =
∑
x

e−ikx |↓ ... ↓x⟩ |ϕx+1,...,x+∆⟩ |↑x+∆+1 ... ↑⟩

(61)
where |ϕx+1,...,x+∆⟩ is an arbitrary state in the subspace
spanned by |↑⟩ , |↓⟩ on ∆ sites, which has total Hilbert
space dimension 2∆. 15

We increase the value of ∆ starting from 0, and mini-
mize the expectation value ⟨ψk|P4|ψk⟩ over all choices of
|ϕ⟩ for a given ∆. We explain details of the variational op-
timization in Appendix D. As discussed in [35–37], rapid
convergence of the dispersion relation on increasing ∆ in-
dicates that the eigenstates of P4 are well-approximated
by (61) for O(1) ∆, and this interpretation also holds
when the dispersion relation lies within a multi-particle
continuum. The results are shown in Fig. 6, where we
find rapid convergence of the dispersion relation with ∆
for all values of k for both q = 2 and q = 3. We also
compare the variational dispersion relations to the ener-
gies obtained from exact diagonalization in Fig. 5, finding
good agreement in cases where the latter show a well-
defined single-particle band. The expectation value with
∆ = 0 already gives a good approximation for the nu-
merically observed dispersion relation, see Appendix B 3
for details.

These results confirm that the low-energy eigenstates
relevant for the evolution of e−S2(x,t) have the structure
of localized domain wall-like states at finite q, including
in the case q = 2 at all k. Putting this structure (61) of

15 The actual dimension of the subspace spanned by the states in
(61) is slightly smaller than 2∆ due to the redundancy between
certain choices of |ϕ⟩ in the thermodynamic limit. For example,
for n = 1, there is only one linearly independent choice |ϕ⟩ = |↓⟩,
and for n = 2, we can consider an arbitrary superposition of the
form |ϕ⟩ = α |↓⟩ |↑⟩+ β |↑⟩ |↓⟩.
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FIG. 6. In the top panel, we show the results of minimizing the expectation value of P4 for the Brownian local GUE model,
(36) within states of the form (61) for increasing values of ∆ from 1 to 4, for q = 3 (left) and q = 2 (right). In the bottom
panel, we show more explicitly by plotting log(E∆ − E∆+1) as a function of ∆ for a few values of k that the dispersion relations
are converging rapidly with ∆ in both cases, indicating that the domain wall excitations (61) are a good approximation to the
true eigenstates.

the eigenstates into (42), we have: 16

e−S2(x,t) ≈
∑
k

∑
y1,y2

eik(y2−y1)e−E(k)t

⟨Dx| (|↓ ... ↓y1⟩ |ϕy1+1,...,y1+∆⟩ |↑y1+∆+1 ... ↑⟩)
(⟨↓ ... ↓y2

| ⟨ϕy2+1,...,y2+∆| ⟨↑y2+∆+1 ... ↑|) |ρ0, e⟩ (62)

Since |ϕ···⟩ is some superposition of configurations
of |↑⟩ and |↓⟩ spins, for ∆ of O(1), the factor in
the last line of (62) contains a term proportional
to e−S2(y2,t=0), as well as terms proportional to

e−S2([−L
2 ,y2+∆1]∪[y2+∆2,y2+∆3]∪...∪[y2+∆m−1,y2+∆m],t=0)

for all odd m ≥ 3, for some O(1) ∆i. Since ∆ is O(1), in

16 Note in particular that in the q = 2 case, even though the energies
of the multi-particle continuum are comparable to those of the
single-particle band, the final state ⟨Dx| has significant overlap
only with the eigenstates of the single particle band, so that the
approximation in (62) is valid.

the scaling limit of late time and large system size, the
differences between these terms can be ignored, and they
can be combined into c e−S2(x,t=0) for some O(1) number
c. Similarly, the factor in the first line of (62) can be
replaced with δxy1

in this limit. Hence, the analysis of
(43)-(48) also applies to this case, with the change that
E(k) should be used to denote the numerically obtained
exact dispersion relation at finite q from Fig. 5, instead
of the large-q dispersion relation of (41).
We determine E(v) by fitting E(k) to the general form

E(k) =

Nmax∑
n=0

cn cos(nk), (63)

for some finite Nmax, and then numerically solving the
equation for kv in (47). This procedure gives us the mem-
brane tensions in Fig. 7. Let us make a few observations
about these results:

1. For each q, E(v) is convex and satisfies the general
constraints (4) for vB given by (59).
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2. The entanglement velocity vE,2 from (57) is non-
monotonic as a function of q, increasing up to q = 5
and then decreasing. The eventual decreasing be-
haviour is consistent with the large q limit (50).
Note, however, that the quantity seqvE,2, which de-
termines the coefficient of the linear growth of S2

for a product state with time, increases monotoni-
cally with q.

3. The butterfly velocity vB from (59) monotonically
increases with q.

We note one subtlety of the above discussion.
For any choice of ∆ at which we choose to trun-
cate the approximation (61), there will be small
corrections in the exact eigenstate proportional to
|↓ ... ↓x⟩ |ϕx+1,...,x+r⟩ |↑x+r+1 ... ↑⟩ for r > ∆. In prin-
ciple, there could be initial states ρ0 with entanglement
structures that would lead to a non-trivial competition
in (42) between the suppression of such components in
the eigenstate, and an enhancement of the corresponding
overlap factor ⟨↓ ... ↓x| ⟨ϕx+1,...,x+r| ⟨↑x+∆+1 ... ↑| |ρ0, e⟩.
We argue in Appendix E using a somewhat different ap-
proach that such corrections are not important. This
argument makes use of the convexity of the numerically
obtained membrane tensions in Fig. 7, together with the
structure of the interaction picture diagrams we get from
treating A1 as a perturbation.

4. Comparison to Haar random unitary circuits

It is instructive to rephrase the evolution of the second
Renyi entropy in the brickwork Haar random circuits of
[14, 15] in the above language of low-energy modes of a
one-dimensional quantum Hamiltonian, as an alternative
to the standard discussion in terms of a mapping to a two-
dimensional classical statistical mechanics problem. In
these models, we apply two-site random unitaries drawn
with the Haar measure in the pattern shown in Fig. 8.
The average (U(t)⊗ U(t)∗)⊗2 for an even time t can be
written in the notation of the previous subsections as

(U(t)⊗ U(t)∗)⊗2 =M t/2,

M =
∏

i=odd

Mi,i+1

∏
i=even

Mi,i+1,

Mi,i+1 =
[
|↑̄↑̄⟩ ⟨↑↑|+ |↓̄↓̄⟩ ⟨↓↓|

+
q

q2 + 1

(
|↑̄↓̄⟩+ |↓̄↑̄⟩

)
(⟨↑↑|+ ⟨↓↓|)

]
i,i+1

(64)

Note that M is not Hermitian. We can see that ⟨↑ ... ↑|,
⟨↓ ... ↓| are left eigenstates of M with eigenvalue 1, and
that ⟨ψk| in (41) (with the sum restricted to odd x, hence
the momentum restricted to −π

2 < k < π
2 ) is an exact

left eigenstate of M for any value of q, with eigenvalue
e−2EHaar(k), where

EHaar(k) = log
q2 + 1

2q
− log cos k. (65)
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FIG. 7. Top: We show the membrane tension curves for the
second Renyi entropy for various q from the fitting of E(k)
to (63) with Nmax = 4. (Nmax = 2, 3 give similar curves.)
For q ≥ 3, we use E(k) from exact diagonalization, while for
q = 2, we use E(k) from the variational method for ∆ = 4,
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1 2 ……

FIG. 8. Structure of the random circuit model of [14, 15].
Each rectangle represents a unitary matrix acting on two sites
(each of dimension q), drawn with the Haar measure.

Applying the relation (47) for this dispersion relation
gives a simple derivation of the membrane tension for this
case, previously found in [12]. Unlike the membrane ten-
sions in the Brownian models in the rest of this work, E(v)
in this model diverges for v = 1 and is not well-defined
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for v > 1, indicating the sharp light-cone in Haar-random
circuits.

One difference between the four-copy evolution by (64)
for the Haar random circuit and the evolution by e−P4t

for the local GUE model is the fact that a single domain
wall can split into multiple domain walls under the latter
but not the former. From the discussion of the previous
subsection and Appendix E, we learn that this splitting
of the domain walls does not have a qualitative effect
on the membrane picture for the second Renyi entropy,
and only serves to renormalize the membrane tension. In
Appendix F, we give an example of a physical quantity
related to operator growth which does show a qualitative
difference between Haar random circuits and the GUE
model due to this domain wall splitting.

B. Higher Renyi entropies

Let us now discuss the structure of the superhamilto-
nian P2n of (29) in the more general case where n ≥ 3.
Recall from the discussion around (31) that the rele-
vant Hilbert space at each site has dimension n!, and
is spanned by the states 1

qn/2 |σ⟩i. The ground states

are given by ferromagnetic states of the form (31). For
studying the excitations, it is convenient to introduce
the notion of the Cayley distance d(σ, τ) between two
permutations σ, τ ∈ Sn, which is the minimum number
of transpositions (swaps) (i j) needed to go from σ to τ .
For any σ, σ̃ ∈ Sn such that d(σ, σ̃) = 1, we have

⟨σ| ⟨σ̃|P2n = ⟨σ| ⟨σ̃| − 1

q
(⟨σ| ⟨σ|+ ⟨σ̃| ⟨σ̃|) + 1

q2
⟨σ̃| ⟨σ|

(66)
Comparing to (36), we see that the action of P2n on states
constructed only from any such pair ⟨σ̃| , ⟨σ| is identical
to the action of P4 on ⟨↑| , ⟨↓|. Indeed, this reduction is
needed to ensure that we get consistent results on com-
puting the quantity Tr[ρ(t)]

n−2
Tr

[
ρ(t)2

]
= Tr

[
ρ(t)2

]
us-

ing a general P2n. Hence, the subspaces spanned by con-
figurations of such pairs {σ, σ̃} are closed under the ac-
tion of P2n. Following the discussion in the n = 2 case
in Sec. IVA, we have eigenstates of P2n approximately
given by plane waves of domain walls between each σ
and σ̃, with the same dispersion relations as those found
in Fig. 5. However, the action of P2n on permutations
σ, σ̃ with d(σ, σ̃) > 1 is not as simple as (66), and this
complicates their analysis, as we discuss below.

Recall from (18) that the final state that appears in
the expression for e−(n−1)Sn(x,t) is ⟨η...ηxex+1...e|, where
η = (n n − 1 n − 2 ...1). Since d(η, e) > 1 for n > 2, it
turns out that the subspace spanned by configurations of
⟨η| and ⟨e| is not closed, and there is no exact eigenstate
of P2n consisting only of ⟨η| and ⟨e|.
To analyze this case, let us start with the following

variational ansatz for the excitations of P2n in the sec-
tor with |η⟩ ... |η⟩ towards the left boundary and |e⟩ ... |e⟩
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FIG. 9. Convergence with ∆ of the dispersion relation En(k)
for n = 3 in the local GUE model, for q = 3 (top) and q = 10
(bottom). For q = 10, the curves from ∆ = 2 to ∆ = 4 are
almost coincident.

states towards the right boundary17

|ψk⟩ ≈
∑
x

e−ikx |η...ηx⟩ |ϕ⟩x+1,...x+∆ |ex+∆+1...e⟩ ,

(67)
where |ϕ⟩x+1,...x+∆ is some state in the (n!)∆-
dimensional Hilbert space consisting of all possible per-
mutation states on ∆ sites. Like in Sec. IV, we min-
imize the expectation value ⟨ψk|P2n|ψk⟩ over all possi-
ble choices of |ϕ⟩ for increasing values of ∆, and check
whether the resulting estimate for the dispersion relation
converges with ∆. We show the results of this procedure
for n = 3 with ∆ from 0 to 4 in Fig. 9. We find rapid
convergence for ∆ ≥ 2 for all values of q. Like in the
case of P2, the convergence with ∆ is increasingly fast
for larger q. We therefore learn that the lowest energy

17 We look for eigenstates which asymptotically have this form so
that they have non-negligible overlap with the final state in the
expression for e−(n−1)Sn(x,t).
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excitations in the relevant sector are well-approximated
by (67) for O(1) ∆.
Let us now discuss the consequences of (67) for the

time-evolution of the n-th Renyi entropy. For general n,
it is useful to define the domain wall propagator (similar
to (43)) as

Gn(x, y, t) = ⟨η...ηxex+1...e|e−P2nt|η̄...η̄y ēy+1...ē⟩ (68)

where |σ̄⟩ is defined such that

⟨τ |σ̄⟩ = δστ . (69)

We assume that the n-th Renyi entropy in the scaling
limit is well-approximated by

e−(n−1)Sn(x,t) =
∑
y

Gn(x, y, t)e
−(n−1)Sn(y,t=0) , (70)

which can be justified by arguments analogous to those
below (62). Putting (67) and the corresponding disper-
sion relation En(k) into (70), for an initial state with
entropy density s for the n-th Renyi entropy, analogous
to (53), we find

e−(n−1)Sn(x,t) =

e−(n−1)s(x+L
2 )

∫ ∞

−∞
dv

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
e−[En(k)+ikv−(n−1)sv]t

(71)

The saddle-point equations for v and k are

k = −i(n− 1)s , E′
n(k) = −iv (72)

which lead to the following growth rate for the n-th Renyi
entropy:

Γ̄n(s) =
En (k = −i(n− 1)s)

seq(n− 1)
. (73)

An example of Γ̄n(s) from (73) for n = 3 and q = 8
(with ∆ = 4) is shown in Fig. 10. Again, we find this
function by fitting E3(k) to the form (63). The figure
also shows Γ2(s) for the second Renyi entropy from the
dispersion relation E2(k) for the same value of q. We see
that while Γ2(s) obeys the condition (8) needed to ensure
that S2(x, t) of the equilibrium state should not grow,
the curve for Γ̄3(s) appears to not obey this condition.
This implies it gives the unphysical prediction that the
S3(x, t) of the equilibrium state increases rapidly. By
similar reasoning to the discussion around (60), we know
that this prediction cannot be correct.

In the above discussion, we made the approxima-
tion e−P2nt ≈

∑
k e

−E3(k)t |ψk⟩ ⟨ψk| in the expression for

e−(n−1)Sn , for |ψk⟩ from (67). The above unphysical con-
clusion must be prevented by contributions to e−(n−1)Sn

from a different set of energy eigenstates which we have
not taken into account. We now conjecture a possible
structure of these other eigenstates which can give a sim-
ple resolution of the above issue.

Recall from the discussion around (66) at the begin-
ning of this section that domain walls between permu-
tations of Cayley distance 1 can still be thought of as
elementary excitations of P2n for n > 2, although these
eigenstates would have a very small overlap with the fi-
nal state ⟨η...ηxex+1....e|. A natural guess for a “multi-
particle” version of these elementary excitations, which
would have significant overlap with the final state, would
be of the approximate form∑

x1≤...≤xn−1

e−i(k1x1+...kn−1xn−1)

|η...ηx1 η
(n−1)
x1+1 ...η

(n−1)
x2

η
(n−2)
x2+1 ...η

(n−2)
x3

...exn−1+1...e⟩
(74)

where we have defined

η(k) ≡ (k k − 1 ... 1). (75)

Since (74)has the structure of a state of n − 1 free par-
ticles, we would expect the energies of the states (74)

to be
∑n−1

i=1 E2(ki), where E2(k) is the dispersion rela-
tion found numerically for the second Renyi entropy in
Sec. IVA3. We can check numerically that E3(k) ob-
tained from the variational calculation in Fig. 9 is smaller
than the energies of these hypothetical states with free
single-transposition domain walls:

E3(k) < mink1,k2 s.t. k1+k2=k(E2(k1) + E2(k2)) . (76)

This can be interpreted as the result of an attractive in-
teraction between the single-transposition domain walls,
which causes the lowest-energy eigenstates in the relevant
sector to be “bound states” of n− 1 elementary domain
walls of the form (67). A similar attractive attraction
was also argued for using different techniques in random
unitary circuits [16].
Even though the lowest excitations are “bound states,”

states of the form (74) may still be present as higher ex-
cited states in the spectrum of P2n. We will assume this
in the rest of the discussion. 18 Such states would give a
contribution G2(x, y, t)

n to the domain wall propagator
Gn(x, y, t), which would be added to contribution from
the states (67).
By putting this into the expression for S3, we would

get a sum of two terms:

e−2S3(x,t) = e−2 seq Γ̄3(s)t + e−2 seq Γ2(s) t (77)

From the competition between the two terms, the true
growth rate for the third Renyi entropy at late times is
given by

Γ3(s) = min
(
Γ̄3(s) , Γ2(s)

)
. (78)

18 It would be challenging to numerically check that these states
are present in the spectrum by exact diagonalization due to the
large on-site Hilbert space dimension of the superhamiltonian,
which allows us to access only small system sizes. However, we
comment on other methods that can be used to check this in the
Discussion.
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At the critical value s = s∗ where Γ̄3(s) and Γ2(s) cross
(see Fig. 10), (78) implies a first-order phase transition
in Γ3(s). For s > s∗, Γ3(s) = Γ2(s), so that in particular
the constraint (8) is satisfied. We show the particular
case q = 8, but we find that the curves cross at all values
of q that we checked, from q = 3 to q = 10. The ratio
s∗/seq appears to increase monotonically with q.

Using the general formula (56), we can find the mem-
brane tension E3(v) as the Legendre transform of −Γ3(s).
Assuming (78), there are three possible sources of the
maximum value in the Legendre transform: it could come
either from the region 0 ≤ s < s∗, where Γ3(s) = Γ̄3(s),
or from the endpoint at s = s∗, or from the region s > s∗.
We find three distinct regimes for the behaviour of E3(v)
depending on which of these options dominates:

E3(v) =


Ē3(v) v ≤ v∗1
Γ̄3(s∗) +

s∗

seq
v v∗1 ≤ v ≤ v∗2

E2(v) v ≥ v∗2

(79)

Here Ē3(v) is the Legendre transform of −Γ̄3(s) restricted
to the regime s < sc where it is convex 19, and sc is the
value of s at which the second derivative of Γ̄3 changes
from negative to positive. E2(v) is the membrane tension
for the second Renyi entropy found previously. The two
critical velocities are

v∗1 = −seqΓ′
3(sc), v∗2 = −seqΓ′

2(s
∗) . (80)

19 Note that the Legendre transform of the full function −Γ̄3(s) is
not well-defined as it is not convex.
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FIG. 11. Top: The solid blue curve shows E3(v) from (79) for
q = 8. E2(v) is also shown with the dashed orange curve for
comparison. Bottom: We show the derivative E ′

3(v), which
has a discontinuity at v = v∗1 and is continuous but not dif-
ferentiable at v = v∗2 .

In Fig. 11, we show the membrane tension of (79)
obtained from Γ̄3(s) and Γ2(s) of Fig. 10, and its first
derivative. The membrane tension has a first-order phase
transition at v = v∗1 , and a second-order phase transition
at v = v∗2 .
We now make a brief technical note on the difference

of the analysis we used above from the n = 2 case. In
this discussion of this section, we did not directly use
the domain wall propagator (68) to derive the membrane
tension, but instead found it indirectly as the Legendre
transform of −Γ3. The form of the dispersion relation
E3(k) is such that the domain wall propagator from the
states (67),

Ḡ3(x, y, t) =

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
e−(E3(k)+ikv)t , (81)

can be used to obtain the membrane tension Ē3(v) only
up to v∗1 by similar steps to (47). For v > v∗1 , the prop-
agator has an oscillating behaviour with time due to a
change in the structure of the solutions to the saddle-
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point equation E′
3(k) = −iv. The propagator in this

regime v > v∗1 does not contribute to the evolution of
the entropy in the combined saddle-point analysis in the
integral over v and k for e−2S3 . From the saddle-point
equations (71), we get a well-defined result for Γ̄3 for any
s. The Legendre transform of −Γ̄3 by itself is again not
well-defined beyond v∗1 , but the Legendre transform of
the negative of (78) is well-defined, as discussed above,
and this should be seen as the definition of the membrane
tension for this case. 20

In [16], the membrane tension for the third Renyi en-
tropy was studied for random unitary circuits. The cal-
culations in that context, which were done in expansions
for large q and large v, also gave indication of a phase
transition in E3(v). The physical mechanism suggested
for the “unbinding” phase transition there appears sim-
ilar to the one discussed here. From the calculations in
the present model at finite q and general v, we see that
there are two phase transitions in E3(v). Unlike in the
large q random circuit calculation of [16], where the criti-
cal velocity appeared to be vB , we find that both critical
velocities are smaller than vB at finite q.

V. BROWNIAN MODELS WITH FIXED
COUPLING OPERATORS

Let us now consider the family of models in (16), where
the coupling coefficients {Jα(t)} are random and uncor-
related, but the operators {Bα} are fixed and act on a
system with a q-dimensional on-site Hilbert space. This
is a less random and hence more realistic example of a
chaotic system than the one considered in Sec. IV.

The superhamiltonian (21) for this case still has the
property that any of its terms P2n,α that has support

on m sites annihilates configurations of the form |σ⟩⊗m

on those sites for any σ ∈ Sn. This implies that the
states (31) are still ground states in this case. In cases
where the time-evolution has no symmetries, we expect
that these are generically a complete basis for the ground
state subspace, so that the saturation value of Sn,A(t) is
given by the Page value [44], and seq = log q.
Unlike in the GUE case, the action of a general P2n,α

can now take a general initial state with different permu-
tation states at different sites into the subspace orthog-
onal to all the permutation states, hence the effective
Hilbert space on each site is now q2n-dimensional, rather
than n! dimensional in the GUE case. However, since
the ground states are still of the ferromagnetic form of
(31), it is natural to once again conjecture that the low-
energy excitations are well-approximated by the struc-
ture in (11) for O(1) ∆, with the state |ϕ⟩x+1,...,x+∆ now

living in the full (q2n)∆-dimensional Hilbert space.

20 We thank Raghu Mahajan and Douglas Stanford for helpful dis-
cussions on the saddle point analysis.

Numerically, it is feasible to test the above conjecture
using the variational technique of Appendix D up to ∆ =
3 for q = 2 and n = 2, where the maximum Hilbert space
dimension of the effective Hamiltonian for the variational
problem (see Appendix D) is ≲ 163. For concreteness, let
us take the set of coupling operators to be the following
spin-1/2 operators in a one-dimensional system of L sites:

{Bα} = {Xi, Zi, ZiZi+1}. (82)

Taking the gα in the variance of the couplings (17) to be
some positive numbers gX , gZ , gZZ respectively. In the
discussion below, we will fix gX = gZZ = 1, and consider
a variety of different values of gZ . We expect this time-
evolution to be chaotic for generic values of gZ , except at
the point gZ = 0, where the time-dependent Hamiltonian
is only a linear superposition of {Xi} and {ZiZi+1} op-
erators and hence has a quadratic (non-interacting) Ma-
jorana fermion representation using the Jordan-Wigner
transformation.

We show the results of the variational method for this
family of models in Fig. 12, which confirms the expec-
tation that the eigenstates have the structure (11) for
generic gZ . The dispersion relation in the cases gZ = 1.0
and gZ = 0.5 converges rapidly. For gZ = 0.0, corre-
sponding to the free fermion case, the dispersion relation
shows slower convergence.

The Brownian free Majorana fermion evolution corre-
sponding to gZ = 0 was previously studied in [26], where
it was found that P4 can be mapped to the ferromag-
netic Heisenberg model. The ground state subspace for
this case is much larger than the one spanned by (33),
and it has gapless low-energy excitations which lead to a
growth of S2 proportional to

√
t rather than t. Hence, the

variational ansatz (11) is likely to not be a good approx-
imation to the true low energy eigenstates for gz = 0.0,
consistent with our observations.
The closing of the gap of P4 (or equivalently vanishing

of the entanglement velocity vE) can be seen as a pre-
cise information-theoretic signature of a transition from
chaotic to free-fermion integrable behaviour in this fam-
ily of models. Any non-zero gZ causes the model to lose
its free fermion character and recover the general features
of chaotic many-body systems, hence opening up a gap
in the thermodynamic limit. At finite system size, we
expect a crossover from chaotic to integrable behaviour
at small gZ , similar to the discussion in [26].
While we do not have an independent check of the dis-

persion relations from exact diagonalization of P4 in the
above family of models (due to the large on-site Hilbert
space dimension q4 = 16), we have performed the follow-
ing two consistency checks, which verify that the disper-
sion relation is close to convergence for gZ = 1.0, 0.5 and
far from convergence for gz = 0.0:

1. We directly evaluated the amplitude e−S2(x,t) =
⟨Dx|e−P4t|ρ0, e⟩ using the TEBD method for imagi-
nary time evolution [45] for an initial pure product
state ρ0. For generic values of gZ , we find that
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FIG. 12. We show the dispersion relations obtained for various values of gZ from minimizing ⟨ψk|P4|ψk⟩ for P4 corresponding to
the couplings (82) within the subspace spanned by the ansatz |ψk⟩ of (61), with |ϕx+1,...,x+∆⟩ now interpreted as an arbitrary
state in the Hilbert space corresponding to four copies of the spin-1/2 Hilbert space of the original system on ∆ sites. We find
rapid convergence of E(k) with ∆ for gZ = 1.0 (left), 0.5 (center), where we should expect the model to be chaotic, and slower
convergence for gZ = 0 (right), where it is integrable. To check the convergence of the gaps E∆(k = 0) for different gZ , we can

consider the ratio r(gz) =
E2(k=0)−E3(k=0)
(E1(k=0)−E2(k=0)

. We find r(gz = 1) = 0.078 , r(gZ = 0.5) = 0.101, and r(gZ = 0) = 0.515, giving

better indication of convergence for gZ ̸= 0.

this quantity has an exponential decay regime for a
large range of times, corresponding to linear growth
of the entropy. This gives an independent calcula-
tion of the entanglement velocity vE,2 defined in
the first equation of (57), which can be compared
to the one found from the gap of the dispersion re-
lation. For gZ = 1.0, 0.5, we find good agreement
up to about 10% of the values, which are expected
from the level of precision on both sides of the cal-
culation. For gZ = 0, we do not see a linear growth
regime from TEBD.

2. We find the membrane tensions from the ∆ = 3 dis-
persion relations in Fig. 13. E(v) for gZ = 0.5, 0.1
approximately obeys the constraints (4), while the
gZ = 0 case does not.

VI. MEMBRANE PICTURE IN GENERAL
SPATIAL DIMENSIONS

Let us briefly discuss how the above picture generalizes
to higher spatial dimensions d ≥ 2. It is useful to return
to the simplest case of the second Renyi entropy in the
Brownian GUE model, where the superhamiltonian P4 in
arbitrary dimensions is given by (36) or (38). To find the
second Renyi entropy S2(Σ, t) of a region R with bound-
ary Σ, the final state in (18) is a domain wall between
⟨↓| and ⟨↑| along Σ, as shown in Fig. 14(a), which we
call ⟨DΣ|. As a first approximation in the large q limit,
let us again ignore the A1 term of (36). Even with this
simplification, it is not straightforward in to diagonalize
A0 in the subspace relevant for the evolution of ⟨DΣ| for
d ≥ 2. However, we can obtain an expression for the
evolution of S2,Σ for an infinitesimal time-step of length
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FIG. 13. Membrane tensions for the second Renyi entropy
for the model of (82), obtained from the ∆ = 3 dispersion
relations of Fig. 12 using the fitting to (63) with Nmax =
5. The gZ = 1, 0.5 cases satisfy the constraints to a good
approximation up to small numerical errors. We do not expect
the gZ = 0 case to satisfy the constraints since the variational
computation of the dispersion relation does not converge for
the ∆ we can access.

δt by noting that

⟨DΣ|A0 =
∑
x∈Σ

(
⟨DΣ| −

1

q
(⟨DΣ+n⃗x

|+ ⟨DΣ−n⃗x
|)
)

(83)

where Σ± n⃗x correspond to inward or outward deforma-
tions of Σ by a single lattice site in the direction normal
to the surface at x.21 See Fig. 14 for an illustration
in d = 2. Hence, close to a small segment of the do-
main wall, the dynamics in higher dimensions resemble

21 We assume that the shape of the initial surface Σ is such that it
does not pinch off and split into two domain walls in time δt.
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FIG. 14. In (a), we show we label an arbitrary point x on a surface Σ and show the definition of n⃗x. In (b) and (c), we show
the corresponding states ⟨DΣ+n⃗x | and ⟨DΣ−n⃗x | appearing on the RHS of (83).

(a) (b)

𝜏 = 0

𝜏 = 𝑡Σ

FIG. 15. In (a), we show an example of how a single domain wall splits under the acting of A1 in d = 2. In (b), we show some
of the resulting spacetime diagrams which should renormalize the membrane tension.

the one-dimensional dynamics in (40) in the direction
normal to the surface.

Now by linearizing the evolution of Z2,Σ(t) =

e−S2(Σ,t) = ⟨Dx|e−A0t|ρ0, e⟩ for a short time δt, we find

∂Z2,Σ(t)

∂t
=

∑
x∈Σ

(
Z2,Σ(t)−

1

q
(Z2,Σ+n⃗x

(t) + Z2,Σ−n⃗x
(t))

)
(84)

By taking continuum approximations for the differences
and sums in the above expression, we obtain

∂Z2,Σ(t)

∂t
= −

∫
Σ

dd−1x

[(
1− 2

q

)
− 1

q
∂2nx

]
Z2,Σ(t)

(85)
For the second Renyi entropy, on ignoring a second
derivative term ∂2nx

S2(Σ, t) which is negligible in the scal-
ing limit of large system size and late time, (85) is equiv-
alent to

∂S2(Σ, t)

∂t
= seq

∫
Σ

dd−1xΓ(s(x)) (86)

where

s(x) =
∂S2(Σ, t)

∂nx
, Γ(s) =

1

seq

(
1− 2

q
− 1

q
s2
)

(87)

As discussed in [12], a differential equation of the form
(86) is equivalent to the membrane formula in arbitrary
dimensions with E(v) given by (56), which for this case
is

E(v) = 1

seq

(
1− 2

q
+
qv2

4

)
. (88)

independent of the spatial dimension d. In particular, the
above series of steps are valid in the case d = 1, where

on comparing to (49), we see that we have obtained the
membrane tension we would get from taking first the
large q and then the small v limit in d = 1. Recall that
in order to satisfy the constraints (4), the higher order
terms in both v and 1/q were important. In order to go
beyond the quadratic approximation in v, we would need
to find an alternative to taking the continuum limit in
(84). The higher order corrections in 1/q would come
from incorporating corrections from the term in the last
line of (36), which causes domain walls to split as shown
in Fig. 15 (a), and gives rise to spacetime diagrams like
those in Fig. 15 (b) which should renormalize the mem-
brane tension. These are analogous to the diagrams for
d = 1 discussed in Appendix E 1, which provided an al-
ternative way of understanding corrections to the disper-
sion relation and membrane tension away from the large
q. It would be interesting to quantitatively incorporate
the effects of such diagrams and see whether they lead to
a dimension-dependent membrane tension, as observed
in holographic CFTs [17].

Finally, we note that the superhamiltonian P4 for the
GUE model on any lattice in one or higher dimensions is
the Peschel-Emery Hamiltonian of Eq. (38) on that lat-
tice. For large q, the low-energy physics of this Hamilto-
nian is expected to resemble that of the Transverse-Field
Ising Model (TFIM) in the presence of a “weak” field of
O(1/q), which is the Hamiltonian obtained by ignoring
the O(1/q2) term in Eq. (38). Indeed, as discussed in
Sec. IVA, many of the properties of P4 in one dimension
are similar to those of the one dimensional TFIM, e.g.,
the symmetry broken degenerate ground states and the
structure of the low-energy domain wall excitations. It
is natural to expect similar connections in higher dimen-
sions too at least for large q, i.e., the entanglement mem-
brane picture in higher dimensions should be related to
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the low-energy physics of higher dimensional transverse
field Ising models in a weak field. It would be interesting
to explore this connection in future work.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we have identified the microscopic mech-
anism which is responsible for the emergence of the mem-
brane picture of entanglement dynamics in “Brownian”
time-evolutions of the form (14). The Lorentzian time-
evolution of the Renyi entropies in such models can be
mapped to a Euclidean evolution by a “superhamilto-
nian” living on multiple copies of the system. We first
considered a maximally random Brownian GUE model
in spatial dimension, where we showed that the mem-
brane picture for the second Renyi entropy emerges from
the fact that the low-energy excited states of this super-
hamiltonian take the form of plane waves of certain lo-
cally dressed domain walls between Z2 symmetry broken
ground states. We confirmed this structure using analyti-
cal perturbative techniques and exact diagonalization, as
well as variational numerical techniques for probing the
low-energy eigenstates.

We further used the variational techniques to study
the third Renyi entropy, and argued that in this case,
the membrane tension exhibits a first order as well as a
second order phase transition as a function of velocity.
Finally, we provided evidence that the same structure of
low-energy modes appears in more generic examples of
Brownian models, independent of details of the interac-
tions. The membrane tensions in all cases are determined
by the dispersion relations of the low-energy modes, and
we showed that they satisfy the expected physical con-
straints. Collectively, these examples provide an under-
standing of how universality emerges in the late-time dy-
namics of entanglement entropies in this class of quantum
many-body systems.

While the above derivation of the membrane formula
from the microscopic dynamics is specific to this par-
ticular class of models, it would be interesting to use
these lessons to build an effective theory for more gen-
eral chaotic systems, including fixed Hamiltonians with-
out any randomness. Some motivation that the structure
found here should extend to more general systems comes
from considering the n = 1 superhamiltonians (living on
two copies of the system) in U(1)-conserving versions of
these models, previously studied in [30, 31]. These papers
found that the diffusive behaviour of the two-point func-
tions of the charge density comes from certain gapless
low-energy eigenstates of the n = 1 superhamiltonian.
These gapless excitations can be seen as a precise real-
ization of the hydrodynamic modes which are expected
to govern diffusive behaviour of two-point functions much
more generally. Alternative approaches which start from
the assumption that such gapless modes exist have pre-
viously been used to construct effective field theories of
hydrodynamics [46, 47].

It is then natural to ask whether one can formulate an
effective field theory for entanglement dynamics based on
the set of low-lying modes living on four or more copies
that we found in this work. Note that any such effective
field theory would need to contain several new elements
relative to those developed in earlier works [46, 47]. The
modes leading to the membrane picture differ from hy-
drodynamic modes in that they are not associated with
any symmetry of the time-evolution, and are gapped. 22

Moreover, even above the gap, the dispersion relation at
O(1) values of the momentum k is physically relevant. In
particular, since seq = O(1), a small k expansion of the
dispersion relation will not satisfy the condition (58); this
UV sensitivity suggests that the conventional approach
of derivative expansions might not be the right way to
formulate the relevant EFT.
In holographic theories, the modes that lead to diffu-

sion in the boundary conformal field theory correspond to
quasinormal modes in the bulk gravity dual [48]. Based
on the results of this work, it is natural to ask what the
analog of these quasinormal modes is for observables like
the n-th Renyi entropy and the von Neumann entropy. It
would be interesting to identify such modes in the repli-
cated geometries for the n-th Renyi entropy in the pre-
scription of [49, 50], as well as their analytic continuation
to n→ 1.
In the context of higher Renyi entropies, a better un-

derstanding the phase transition that we found in E3(v)
is highly desirable. At a technical level, it would be good
use the methods of [37] for probing multi-quasiparticle
excitations to check the existence of the excited states
(74), which is assumed in obtaining our expression (78).
At a conceptual level, there are interesting questions
about what this phase transition means information-
theoretically. In particular, beyond v∗2 , we find that E3(v)
becomes equal to E2(v), which in particular implies that
vB defined through (4) is the same for n = 2 and n = 3. Is
there a simple physical reason why the butterfly velocity
according to this definition should be the same for all the
Renyi entropies? It would also be good to collect more
data on such phase transitions in more general Brownian
models and for n ≥ 4, which would require technical im-
provements to the variational methods used in this work,
for instance by combining them with a matrix product
state (MPS) ansatz (see [51] for a review). The physi-
cal existence of these transitions in generic non-Brownian
models or time-independent systems should also be ver-
ified more carefully, for example using direct computa-
tions of the entropies.
The methods developed in [37] and their extensions

could also be useful for a number of related questions.
Recall that in the large q limit, to show the membrane
picture for multiple intervals even for the second Renyi

22 The fact that the modes are gapped is needed to ensure expo-
nential decay of e−(n−1)Sn , or equivalently linear growth of the
entropies.
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entropy, we used the fact that multiple domain walls were
essentially non-interacting in this limit. For the mem-
brane picture for multiple intervals to be robust at finite q
and in more general cases, the quasiparticles consisting of
dressed domain walls should be weakly interacting, which
can be checked using such numerical methods. Higher di-
mensional generalizations of these methods could also be
useful in understanding the physical picture for entangle-
ment growth in higher dimensional systems, which were
discussed in Section VI.

It is important to understand how the physical picture
of this work is modified in cases where the system has
conservation laws. The simplest such case one can con-
sider is to take Brownian models like the ones studied
in this work with an additional U(1) conservation law.
Renyi entropies in systems with U(1) conservation are
said to show a ∼

√
t growth [52–54], however a universal

underlying mechanism and the extent to which these re-
sults hold [55, 56] is still not clear. In this case, there is an
interesting and rather intricate coupling between the do-
main wall degrees of freedom discussed in this work, and
the hydrodynamic degrees of freedom associated with the
conserved charge density. We plan to report these on re-
sults in upcoming work.

This interplay between the entanglement domain walls
and hydrodynamic modes can also be explored for a va-
riety of other symmetries, such as dipole or multipole
conservation [57–59], or other unconventional symmetries
such as quantum many-body scars [60, 61] and Hilbert
space fragmentation [39, 62], hydrodynamic modes of
which were derived using the n = 1 superhamiltonian
in [30, 31].

The superhamiltonians found in this work govern the
evolution not only of the Renyi entropies, but also
of other interesting dynamical quantities that probe
chaos and thermalization. In particular, the out-of-time-
ordered correlator (OTOC) can also be written as a tran-
sition amplitude under P4:

OTOC(x, y, t) ≡ Tr
[
Vx(t)W

†
yVx(t)W

†
y

]
= ⟨Wy, η|e−P4 t|Vx, e⟩ . (89)

where we use the notation of Sec. II, and x and y are the
spatial locations of the two operators. By putting the
eigenstates of P4 that we found in (11) into this expres-
sion, we obtain the following expression for the OTOC,
previously noted in [38, 63] (assuming that y > x, and
after an average over unitary rotations of the operators
Vx,Wy, which allows us to write the boundary conditions
for this quantity in terms of |↑⟩ , |↓⟩ [38]):

OTOC(x, y, t) =
∑

0≤v≤ y−x
t

e−seq(E2(v)−v)t (90)

Using the constraints E2(vB) = vB , E2(v) ≥ v, we see
that if t < (y − x)/vB , then vB is included in the sum
over v, so that OTOC(x, y, t) ≈ 1. If t > (y − x)/vB ,
then the OTOC starts to decay, and is dominated by the
endpoint contribution from v = (y − x)/t in (90) due to
the convexity of E2(v). By expanding close to v = vB and
using (4), we find the diffusive broadening of the operator
front first noted in [14, 15]:

OTOC(t) ≈ exp

(
−1

2
E ′′
2 (vB)

(y − x− vBt)
2

t

)
(91)

A particular case where this structure should applyis in
the Brownian SYK model [20, 21]. In this model, there
is an alternative effective description in a certain large
N limit in terms of collective degrees of freedom known
as “scramblons.” The diffusive broadening (91) is very
non-trivial to derive from the Feynman diagrams of the
scramblon field theory [64]. It would be interesting to
understand how the effective modes found in the present
work emerge from the scramblons in the appropriate late-
time limit.

Finally, it would be interesting to understand if these
modes provide insights into the entanglement dynam-
ics in a variety of other situations, such as with long-
range interactions [31, 65–67], in Clifford circuits [68, 69],
dual unitary circuits [70], or in the presence of measure-
ments [71].
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Appendix A: Derivation of the equilibrium approximation for Brownian models

In this Appendix, we provide some details of the derivation of the equilibrium approximation for Brownian models,
discussed in Sec. III, as well as some explicit examples.

Let us first justify the assumption that the states |m1, ...,mn; σ⟩ defined in (24) can be treated as orthonormal.
First note that since {Qm} is an orthonormal basis for C, we have ⟨m′

1, ...,m
′
n;σ|m1, ...,mn;σ⟩ =

∏
j δmj ,m′

j
. Next,

consider the overlap between states with σ ̸= τ . For σ, τ ∈ Sn, suppose σ
−1τ has k cycles, with lengths l1, ..., lk

respectively. More explicitly, say the cycle decomposition is given by

σ−1τ = (a1,1...a1,l1) (a2,1...a2,l2) ... (ak,1...ak,lk) . (A1)

Then we have the following general expression for the overlap:

⟨m′
1, ...,m

′
n; σ|m1, ...,mn; τ⟩ =

k∏
i=1

Tr

[
Q†

m′
ai,1

Qmai,1
Q†

m′
ai,2

Qmai,2
...Q†

m′
ai,li

Qmai,li

]
(A2)

In most examples of interest, the products (A2) for σ ̸= τ are suppressed compared to 1 in powers of the total Hilbert
space dimension. For example, in the case with no symmetries, we only have the option m = 1 corresponding to
the normalized identity operator I/

√
D, and hence the overlap in (A2) is Dk−n, where D is the total Hilbert space

dimension. Another simple example we can consider is a spin-1/2 chain of length L with conserved U(1) charge∑L
i=1 Zi. In this case, we can take take a basis for C consisting of projectors onto sectors with different values of the

total spin. Let P0 be the projector |0⟩ ⟨0| onto the one-site state with spin −1, and P1 the projector |1⟩ ⟨1| onto the
state with spin 1. Then we can take the following basis of L+ 1 operators for C:

Qm =
1√(
L
m

) ∑
i1<...<im

⊗m
k=1(P1)ik ⊗p/∈{i1,...,im} (P0)p , m = 0, ..., L . (A3)

For this case, we can check that ⟨m′
1, ...,m

′
n; σ|m1, ...,mn; τ⟩ for σ ̸= τ is either exactly zero, or suppressed in powers

of
(
L
mi

)
,
(
L
m′

i

)
, which are typically large.

Based on the above argument, the states |m1, ...,mn; σ⟩ can be treated as an approximately orthonormal basis for
the ground state subspace for P2n. Then by putting (25) into the expression (18) for the Renyi entropy, we find

lim
t→∞

Tr[ρA(t)n] =
∑

m1,...,mn;σ

∑
σ

⟨ηR ⊗ eR̄|Qm1 , ..., Qmn ;σ⟩ ⟨Qm1 , ..., Qmn ;σ|ρ0, e⟩ (A4)

Now suppose that σ has k cycles, and its cycle structure is

σ = (b1,1...b1,l1) (b2,1...b2,l2) ... (bk,1...bk,lk) . (A5)

Then

⟨Qm1
, ..., Qmn

;σ|ρ0, e⟩ =
k∏

i=1

Tr
[
Q†

mbi,1
ρ0...Q

†
mbi,li

ρ0

]
(A6)

In the case where ρ0 is a pure state, the above expression simplifies to

⟨Qm1
, ..., Qmn

;σ|ρ0, e⟩ =
n∏

i=1

Tr
[
Q†

mi
ρ0
]

(A7)

Combining this with the other factor inside the sum in (A4), we find

lim
t→∞

Tr[ρR(t)n] =
∑
σ

⟨ηR ⊗ eR̄|ρ(eq), σ⟩ (A8)

with

ρ(eq) =
∑
m

Tr
[
Q†

mρ0
]
Qm . (A9)

In the case with no symmetries, ρ(eq) is always the infinite temperature density matrix I/D. In the spin-1/2 U(1)
case discussed above, suppose ρ0 is an initial state with a fixed total spin q. Then using (A3),

ρ(eq) =
1(
L
q

) ∑
i1<...<iq

⊗q
k=1(P1)ik ⊗p/∈{i1,...,iq} (P0)p (A10)

which is the maximally mixed density matrix restricted to the spin q quantum number sector.
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Appendix B: Details on the Peschel-Emery Hamiltonian

In this section, we will discuss the details of the GUE superhamiltonian P4 of Eq. (36), show the mapping to
the Peschel-Emery Hamiltonian of Eq. (38), and discuss numerical and analytical methods to probe its low-energy
spectrum.

1. Mapping to the Peschel-Emery Hamiltonian

For numerical exact diagonalization, it is convenient to work in the orthonormal basis {|+⟩ , |−⟩} of Eq. (37), instead
of the biorthogonal system {|↑⟩ , |↑̄⟩ , |↓⟩ , |↓̄⟩} of Eqs. (34) and (35) that are convenient for analytical calculations
discussed in this work. In this biorthogonal system, operators can be given the following matrix representation:23

Ô = a↑↑̄
∣∣↑̄〉〈↑∣∣+ a↑↓̄

∣∣↑̄〉〈↓∣∣+ a↓↑̄
∣∣↓̄〉〈↑∣∣+ a↓↓̄

∣∣↓̄〉〈↓∣∣ ⇐⇒ O(↑̄↓̄,↑↓) =

(
a↑↑̄ a↑↓̄
a↓↑̄ a↓↓̄

)
, as′s̄ := ⟨s′| Ô |s̄⟩ , (B1)

whereas in the orthonormal basis of (37), the same operator can be represented as:

Ô = a++ |+⟩⟨+|+ a+− |+⟩⟨−| a−+ |−⟩⟨+|+ a−− |−⟩⟨−| ⇐⇒ O(+−,+−) =

(
a++ a+−
a−+ a−−

)
, ass′ = ⟨s| Ô |s′⟩ . (B2)

The transformation of the vector (matrix) representations of states (operators) between the biorthogonal system
and the orthonormal basis can be compactly described as a similarity transformation. Denoting the vector in the
basis {|a⟩ , |b⟩} with a superscript such as v(ab), we can use Eq. (37) to directly see that

v(+−) = Sv(↑̄↓̄), S =

 1√
2(1+ 1

q )

1√
2(1+ 1

q )

1√
2(1− 1

q )
− 1√

2(1− 1
q )

 , S−1 =

√
q+1
2q

√
q−1
2q√

q+1
2q −

√
q−1
2q

 . (B3)

This leads to the relation between the matrix representations of an operator Ô in the biorthogonal system and
orthonormal basis as

O(+−,+−) = SO(↑̄↓̄,↑↓)S−1. (B4)

In the biorthonormal basis, the nearest neighbor term of the superhamiltonian P4 of Eq. (36) reads

HB
nn =


0 0 0 0
− 1

q 1 1
q2 − 1

q

− 1
q

1
q2 1 − 1

q

0 0 0 0

 , (B5)

with basis elements on the rows (columns) ordered as {↑↑, ↑↓, ↓↑, ↓↓} ({↑̄↑̄, ↑̄↓̄, ↓̄↑̄, ↓̄↓̄}). This can be converted into
the orthonormal basis ordered as {++,+−,−+,−−} using a similarity transformation with the matrix S ⊗ S:

HO
nn = (S ⊗ S)HB

nn(S
−1 ⊗ S−1) =

1

2
[1⊗ 1−X ⊗X − 1

q
(Z ⊗ 1+ 1⊗ Z) +

1

q2
(Z ⊗ Z +X ⊗X)], (B6)

where X,Y, Z are the 2× 2 Pauli matrices in the {|+⟩ , |−⟩} basis. This leads to the expression of (38) for P4 on any
general lattice. This Hamiltonian has exact frustration-free ground states |G↑⟩ and |G↓⟩ are of the form of Eq. (33),
as evident from the fact that HO

nn |↑↑⟩ = HO
nn |↓↓⟩ = 0. The representation Eq. (B8) in the orthonormal basis of (37)

also clearly reveals the Z2 symmetry of the system, and that |G↑⟩ and |G↓⟩ spontaneously break this symmetry,

Q =
∏
j

Zj , Q |G↑⟩ = |G↓⟩ , Q |G↓⟩ = |G↑⟩ . (B7)

23 Note that one could also work in a different biorthogonal sys-
tem obtained by interchanging the {|↑̄⟩ , |↓̄⟩} and {|↑⟩ , |↓⟩} in

Eq. (B1), and the matrix representation of operators in that sys-

tem would be related as Ô(↑↓,↑̄↓̄) = (Ô(↑̄↓̄,↑↓))T .
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Restricted to one spatial dimension with L sites labelled from 1 to L, the Hamiltonian of (38) reads

H =
1

2

Lmax∑
j=1

[1−XiXj+1 −
1

q
(Zj + Zj+1) +

1

q2
(ZjZj+1 +XjXj+1)], (B8)

where Lmax = L − 1 for OBC and Lmax = L for PBC. As we now show, this exactly lies on the Peschel-Emery
line [42, 43] in the Ising ferromagnetic phase. This can be explicitly seen in the fermion language using a Jordan-
Wigner transformation with the substitutions

Xj = (−1)
∑

k<j nk(c†j + cj), Yj = −i(−1)
∑

k<j nk(c†j − cj), Zj = −(−1)nj = 2nj − 1, (B9)

where c†j , cj , and nj := c†jcj are the fermion creation, annihilation, and number operators. Up to an overall constant

of (L−1)/2, the Hamiltonian of Eq. (B8) then maps to the standard form of the Kitaev Hamiltonian, given by Eq. (4)
of [43]:

HKitaev = −t
∑
j

(c†jcj+1 + h.c.)−∆
∑
j

(c†jc
†
j+1 + h.c.)− µ

2

∑
j

(nj + nj+1 − 1) + U
∑
j

(2nj − 1)(2nj+1 − 1), (B10)

with the parameters

∆ = t =
1

2
(1− 1

q2
), µ =

2

q
, U =

1

2q2
=⇒ µ = 4

√
U2 + tU. (B11)

This satisfies the Peschel-Emery condition for having frustration-free exact ground states [43]. To relate these param-
eters to the phase diagram of the Kitaev model in Fig. 1 of [43], we can use the parametrization

µ

t
=

4q

q2 − 1
,

U

t
=

1

q2 − 1
. (B12)

It is clear that this entire line lies in the Ising Z2 symmetry broken phase, which is also the topological phase in the
Kitaev chain. Large q corresponds to the weak interaction limit, and smaller q to stronger interactions. Moreover,
q = 1 is a pathological point, since Eq. (B8) becomes a commuting projector Hamiltonian with an integer spectrum.

2. Low-Energy Excitations from Twisted Boundary Conditions

We now describe a method to numerically study the low-energy excitations of the Peschel-Emery Hamiltonian of
Eq. (38) using exact diagonalization. Since its exact ground states spontaneously break the Z2 symmetry of Eq. (B7),
we expect the low-energy excitations to be gapped Domain Walls (DW) between the two ground states of the form
(61).

A technical obstacle to obtaining the dispersion relation of the low-energy mode with OBC is the boundary condition.
While momentum is not well-defined with OBC due to lack of translation invariance in a finite system, PBC forbids
single DW excitations just by geometry, i.e., DWs always occur in pairs with PBC. However, the single DW dispersion
relation can be probed by imposing symmetry-twisted boundary conditions (also called anti-periodic BCs) by inserting
a symmetry flux into the system, which pins the position of one of the DWs while allowing the other DW to move
freely.

A standard procedure for inserting a symmetry flux to any symmetric Hamiltonian H with an on-site internal
symmetry Q =

∏
j gj is described in [72], which we summarize here. The chain with PBC is divided into three

contiguous parts A, B, C, and the symmetry operations restricted to each part is defined as Qα =
∏

j∈α gj , α ∈
{A,B,C}. The Hamiltonian is also divided into three disjoint parts H = HAB + HBC + HCA, where Hαβ for
α, β ∈ {A,B,C} only contains terms that are completely within the region α ∪ β. The twisted Hamiltonian is then

given by Htw = QAHABQ
†
A +HBC +HCA. Since the terms of H that are completely within or completely outside

of the region A commute with QA (due to its on-site structure), the addition of a symmetry flux only changes the
Hamiltonian terms that straddle A and B.
While the twisting breaks the translation symmetry of the system, it preserves a twisted translation symmetry, given

by the operator Ttw, which satisfies TL
tw = Q, where Q is the symmetry operator. The eigenstates of H can hence be

labelled by a momentum w.r.t. the twisted translation operator, in particular the symmetry sector corresponding to
symmetry Q eigenvalue eiθ splits into L sectors labelled by twisted momenta k ∈ (2πZ+θ)/L. For large enough system
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sizes, we expect the low-energy excitations of the system with twisted BCs, which are single DWs, matches that of
OBC, which are also single DWs. However, the correspondence is not one to one, for example, the symmetry-broken
ground states of the OBCs are themselves not the ground states of the Hamiltonian with twisted BCs.

Inserting a Z2 symmetry flux in the PBC Peschel-Emery Hamiltonian of Eq. (B8), we obtain the twisted Hamiltonian

Htw =
1

2

L−1∑
j=1

[1−XjXj+1 −
1

q
(Zj + Zj+1) +

1

q2
(ZjZj+1 +XjXj+1)]+

1

2
[1+XLX1−

1

q
(ZL+Z1)+

1

q2
(ZLZ1−XLX1)],

(B13)
which has a twisted translation symmetry that satisfies TL

tw =
∏

j Zj . Hence we can obtain its eigenstates separately

in the
∏

j Zj = +1 sector, where the momenta are quantized as 2πZ/L and in the
∏

j Zj = −1, where the momenta

are quantized as (2Z + 1)π/L. It is easy to check that the last term in Eq. (B13) has ground states of the form
{|↑↓⟩ , |↓↑⟩} unlike the terms in the sum, which have ground states {|↑↑⟩ , |↓↓⟩}. Hence in the low-energy spectrum,
one DW is pinned to the boundary whereas the other DW can disperse, revealing a clear band of one DW states
shown in Fig. 5. We have verified that states of similar energies also appear in the spectrum of the OBC Hamiltonian,
which shows the correspondence between systems with OBC and twisted BCs. This physics can also be checked in
the exactly solvable transverse-field Ising model in the ferromagnetic phase.

3. Analytical Estimate of the Dispersion Relation

In this section, we give an estimate of the dispersion relation in the Peschel-Emery model at finite q by evaluating its
expectation value in the state (61) with ∆ = 0. This calculation can be done semi-analytically, and gives a reasonable
estimate for the exact dispersion relation. We also show that the corresponding variance is small for large q.
The simplest expression for a single DW state is obtained by setting ∆ = 0 in Eq. (61):

|ψn⟩ :=
1√
Nn

L−1∑
x=1

cn,x |Dx⟩, Nn :=
∑
x,x′

c∗n,xcn,x′ ⟨Dx|Dx′⟩ =
∑
x,x′

c∗n,xcn,x′
1

q|x−x′| , cn,x = exp
(
−inπ

L
x
)

(B14)

where |Dx⟩ = |↓ · · · ↓x↑x+1 · · · ↑⟩, Nn is a normalization constant, and we have chosen momentum to be quantized in
units of nπ

L , which is the case with OBC. While |ψn⟩ is not orthogonal to the ground states |G↑⟩ and |G↓⟩, we find that
orthonormalizing it does not change the computations below. For these computations, it is convenient to invoke the
representation of the Hamiltonian in the non-orthogonal {↑̄, ↓̄} basis, which is different from the biorthogonal and the
orthonormal basis discussed in Sec. B 1. Following the discussion there, we can derive the matrix representation of the
nearest-neighbor term of Eq. (B6) in this basis by a simple transformation (which is not a similarity transformation,
since the basis is no longer biorthogonal):

H(NO)
nn = (S−1)THO

nnS
−1 =⇒ Ĥnn =

(
1− 1

q2

)2

(
∣∣↑̄↓̄〉〈↑̄↓̄∣∣+ ∣∣↓̄↑̄〉〈↓̄↑̄∣∣). (B15)

With this expression, and denoting the Hamiltonian as H =
∑

j ĥj,j+1, where ĥj,j+1 is the nearest-neighbor term,

the expectation value of the energy in the state (B14):

En := ⟨ψn|H |ψn⟩ =
1

Nn

∑
x,x′

c∗n,xcn,x′ ⟨Dx|H |Dx′⟩ = 1

Nn

∑
x,x′,j

c∗n,xcn,x′ ⟨Dx| ĥj,j+1 |Dx′⟩,

=
1

Nn

L−1∑
x=1

c∗n,xcn,x ⟨↓↑| Ĥnn |↓↑⟩ =
1

Nn

(
1− 1

q2

)2 L−1∑
x=1

c∗n,xcn,x =
L− 1

Nn

(
1− 1

q2

)2

. (B16)

where in the second line we have used the fact that ĥj,j+1 |Dx⟩ = 0 unless x = j. We numerically observe that it can
be written as

En =
L− 1

Nn

(
1− 1

q2

)2

= 1− 2

q + q−1
cos

(nπ
L

)
+ δn, (B17)

where |δn| appears to be of O(1/q3) and decreasing with L for the system sizes we can access. As mentioned in
Footnote 10, this is precisely the “toy” dispersion relation that gives rise to a membrane tension that satisfied the
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constraints of (4). Indeed, the curves shown in Fig. 6 obtained using the methods of Appendix D for larger values of
∆ are also well approximated by Eq. (B17) with δn = 0.

To understand why {|ψn⟩} are good trial states, we compute their energy variances, which are given by

σ2
n := ⟨ψn|H2 |ψn⟩ − (En)

2 =
1

Nn

∑
x,x′

c∗n,xcn,x′ ⟨Dx|H2 |Dx′⟩ − (En)
2

=
1

Nn

L−1∑
x=1

c∗n,xcn,x ⟨Dx| ĥ2x,x+1 |Dx⟩+
1

Nn

L−1∑
x=2

(c∗n,x−1cn,x + c∗n,xcn,x−1) ⟨Dx−1| ĥx−1,xĥx,x+1 |Dx⟩ − (En)
2

=
1

Nn

(
1− 1

q2

)2 L−1∑
x=1

c∗n,xcn,x − 1

qNn

(
1− 1

q2

)3 L−1∑
x=2

(c∗n,x−1cn,x + c∗n,xcn,x−1)− (E(var)
n )2

=
L− 1

Nn

(
1− 1

q2

)2
[
1− 2(L− 2)

q(L− 1)

(
1− 1

q2

)
cos

(nπ
L

)
− L− 1

Nn

(
1− 1

q2

)2
]
, (B18)

where we have evaluated the various matrix elements using the expressions of (B15). Using (B17), we further obtain

σ2
n = En

(
δn + cos

(nπ
L

)[
2

q + q−1
− 2(L− 2)

q(L− 1)

(
1− 1

q2

)])
≈ En

(
δn +

2

q3(q2 + 1)
cos

(nπ
L

))
, (B19)

where in the last step we have used that L large. Since |En| ∼ O(1), we have that σ2
n ∼ O(|δn|), which from our

numerical observations is O(1/q3) and appears to be decreasing with system size L.

Appendix C: Multiple intervals and multiparticle excitations

In the main text, we mostly discuss the evolution of the Renyi entropies for the half line region in one spatial
dimension. To distinguish the entanglement dynamics in chaotic systems from that in integrable systems like the
quasiparticle model [32], it is important to also consider the evolution of the Renyi entropies for multiple intervals [33,
34]. In this appendix, we first briefly review the implications of the membrane picture for regions consisting of one or
more intervals from [12]. We then explain how in the large q limit of the GUE model (Section IVA1), these results
can be obtained from the structure of the multiparticle excitations of A0. A similar picture should hold away from
this special limit, as we have shown that the lowest excitations of P4 are quite generally given by well-defined gapped
quasiparticles.

Consider the evolution of the entanglement entropy for a single interval. For simplicity, consider the case where the
initial state is a pure product state. In applying the membrane formula for the Renyi entropy Sn to a finite interval
[x1, x2], we need to consider the minimum over all possible velocities in the two configurations (a) and (b) in Fig. 16.
From the configurations in (a), we get:

𝑣!

𝑡′ = 𝑡

𝑡′ = 0

𝑣"

𝑥"

𝑣

𝑦 = 𝑣

ℰ(𝑣)𝑦

𝑥 𝑗

𝜏 = 𝑡

𝜏 = 0𝑥" + 𝑣"𝑡

𝑣'

𝑥'

𝑥' + 𝑣'𝑡

𝑣"

𝑥"
𝜏 = 𝑡

𝜏 = 0

𝑣'

𝑥'
(a) (b)

𝑣

ℰ(𝑣)

FIG. 16. Two possible membrane configurations for a single interval.

Ca = tminv1,v2 [seq(En(v1) + En(v2))] = 2t seqvE,n , vE,n = En(0) . (C1)

From the configuration in (b), since we must have (|v1|+ |v2|)t = x2 − x1 for the membranes to join together,

Cb = minv1,v2 seq

[
(En(v1) + En(v2))

(x2 − x1)

|v1|+ |v2|

]
= seq(x2 − x1), (C2)
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where we have used the constraints (4) to see that the quantity in (C2) is minimized for |v1| = |v2| = vB . Minimizing
between Ca and Cb, we see a linear growth of entanglement entropy followed by saturation at the thermal value:

Sint
n ([x1, x2], t) =

{
2tseqvE,n t < (x2−x1)

2vE,s

(x2 − x1)seq t ≥ (x2−x1)
2vE,s

(C3)

For R consisting of m intervals [x1, y1] ∪ [x2, y2] ∪ · · · ∪ [xm, ym], we have a minimization over a larger set of
configurations, which leads to the following result

Sn,R(t) = min
γ∈Sm

[
m∑
i=1

Sint
n ([xi, yγ(i)], t)

]
. (C4)

(C4) is always non-decreasing as a function of time, in contrast to the evolution of multiple interval entanglement
entropy in the integrable quasiparticle model [33].

To derive this formula for the Brownian models of this work, we need understand the structure of the “multi-
particle” excitations involving more than one domain wall. We will understand this structure for the simplest case of
A0 from (36).

For an initial state with two or more domain walls, the action of A0 can cause domain walls to annihilate in pairs,
and it is useful to divide A0 into parts Af and Ac as discuss below (51). The action of Af on the multi-domain wall
state ⟨Dx1,...,xk

|, x1 < x2 < ... < xn, is given by

⟨Dx1,...,xk
|Af =

k∑
j=1

(
⟨Dx1,...,xk

| − 1

q

(
⟨Dx1,...,xj+1,...,xk

|+ ⟨Dx1,...,xj−1,...,xk
|
))

(C5)

when all |xi −xj | > 1. If any xi, xj are such that |xi −xj | = 1, the action is such that we can simply delete the terms
with any repeated xi appearing on the RHS of (C5). The action of Ac is

⟨Dx1,...,xk
|Ac = −2

q
(δx1+1,x2 ⟨Dx3,x4,...,xk

|+ ...+ δxk−1,xk
⟨Dx1,x2,...,xk−2

|), k ≥ 2 (C6)

An initial state with zero or 1 domain walls is annihilated by Ac.
Due to (C5), eigenstates of Af take a simple non-interacting, free fermion-like form of (52) with energies given by

the sum of the one-particle energies in (41), E(k1, ..., kn) =
∑n

j=1E(ki). Hence, the total propagator can be written
as

⟨Dx1,...,xn
|e−Af t|D̄y1,...,yn

⟩ =
n∏

i=1

G(xi, yi, t) . (C7)

where G(xi, yi, t) is the single-particle propagator defined in (43).
Consider the evolution of S2 for a region consisting of m intervals, R = [x1, x2] ∪ ... ∪ [x2m−1, x2m]. Expanding the

evolution under A0 in the interaction picture, treating Ac as the interaction, we get

e−S2,R(t)large q = qL ⟨Dx1,x2,...,x2m
|e−A0t|ρ0, e⟩ (C8)

= qL ⟨Dx1,...,x2m
|e−Af t|ρ0, e⟩+

∫ t

0

dt1q
L ⟨Dx1,...,x2m

|e−Af t1Ace
−Af (t−t1)|ρ0, e⟩+ ...

+

∫ t

0

dt1

∫ t−t1

0

dt2...

∫ t−
∑m−1

i=1 ti

0

dtm ⟨Dx1,...,x2m
|e−Af t1Ace

−Af t2Ac...e
−Af (t−

∑m
i=1 ti)|ρ0, e⟩ (C9)

We can check from (C6) that after m+ 1 insertions of Ac at any intermediate times, the state ⟨Dx1,...,xm | necessarily
gets annihilated, so that the interaction picture expansion truncates at (C9). Using (C7)and (C6), together with the
expression (46) for the domain wall propagator, we can show that the sum over the m terms in (C9) leads precisely
to the minimization of (C4) in the scaling limit.

Appendix D: Variational approach for low energy excitations of P2n

In the variational calculations discussed in this work, our goal can be stated as follows: we select some orthonormal
basis of candidate states, {|ψa⟩}, a = 1, ...,m for some m. We then consider a general state in the subspace spanned
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by {|ψa⟩}, i.e., |ψ⟩ =
∑

a ca |ψa⟩, and want to minimize the expectation value ⟨ψ|H|ψ⟩ of some Hamiltonian H
with respect to the coefficients ca, subject to the normalization condition

∑
a |ca|2 = 1. It is easy to see that this

minimization problem is equivalent to finding the lowest energy eigenstate of an “effective Hamiltonian” projected to
the |ψa⟩ subspace:

(Heff)ab ≡ ⟨ψa|H|ψb⟩ . (D1)

The smallest eigenvalue of Heff is the minimized expectation value in the given subspace, and the corresponding
eigenvector corresponds to the optimal coefficients ca. The calculation shown in Appendix B 3 is a trivial m = 1
version of this procedure.

For our Hamiltonian P4, we generally look for excitations of the form

|ψk⟩ =
1√
L

∑
x

e−ikx |η⟩ ... |η⟩x |ϕ⟩x+1,...,x+∆ |e⟩x+∆+1 ... |e⟩ (D2)

It is natural to parameterize the excitations as plane waves due to the translation-invariance of P2n. For a system with
open boundary conditions, this is a natural ansatz in the thermodynamic limit. Taking the form of the excitations
to be asymptotically |η⟩ .. |η⟩ towards the left and |e⟩ ... |e⟩ towards the right ensures that we are in the right sector
of the Hilbert space for finding eigenstates of P2n that contribute to the n-th Renyi entropy of the left half-line. It
also ensures that the states we consider have vanishing overlap with any of the ground states in the thermodynamic
limit, so that the above minimization procedure will give an estimate of the lowest excited energy with the given
momentum, and not the ground state energy.

Now for any given ∆, we must find an appropriate orthonormal basis of states of the form (D2). Let us start with
the simplest non-trivial example of ∆ = 2 for P4 of the GUE model, where |η⟩ = q |↓⟩, |e⟩ = q |↑⟩. In this case, the
two options |ϕ⟩x+1,x+2 = |↓⟩x+1 |↑⟩x+2 and |ϕ⟩x+1,x+2 = |↑⟩x+1 |↓⟩x+2 span the whole relevant Hilbert space – the
other two possibilities are redundant as the the resulting states differ from these cases only by an overall phase in the
thermodynamic limit. However, note that the two states

|ψ1
k⟩ = |ψ(↓↑)

k ⟩ = 1√
L

L−1∑
x=1

e−ikx |↓⟩ ... |↓⟩x [|↓⟩x+1 |↑⟩x+2] |↑⟩x+3 ... |↑⟩ (D3)

|ψ2
k⟩ = |ψ(↑↓)

k ⟩ = 1√
L

L−1∑
x=1

e−ikx |↓⟩ ... |↓⟩x [|↑⟩x+1 |↓⟩x+2] |↑⟩x+3 ... |↑⟩ (D4)

are not orthonormal. To find Heff in an orthonormal basis, we use the following two steps:

1. We find the four matrix elements ⟨ψi
k|P4|ψj

k⟩ directly in the thermodynamic limit. This is easy to do due to the
fact that ⟨ss| (P4)ij = (P4)ij |ss⟩ = 0, where (P4)ij is the nearest neighbor term in P4.

2. We construct the gram matrix with matrix elements ⟨ψi
k|ψ

j
k⟩ semi-analytically for a large value of L and use it

to construct an orthonormal basis for the subspace spanned by (D3)-(D4). In practice, L = 50 is sufficient for

the convergence of the O(1) coefficients of |ψ1
k⟩ , |ψ2

k⟩ in the orthonormal vectors. We then transform ⟨ψi
k|P4|ψj

k⟩
found in point 1 to the orthonormal basis to find Heff , which is simply a 2× 2 matrix in this case.

We then plot the lowest eigenvalue of Heff obtained for each k to obtain the ∆ = 1 curves in Fig. 6. The generalization
of this procedure to higher ∆ for P4 in the GUEmodel is straightforward. For the remaining cases of P6 in the Brownian
GUE model and of P4 in the Brownian mixed field Ising model, again we use the same two steps Let us describe the
∆ = 1 case more explicitly in each case.

For the third Renyi entropy in the GUE model, we need to allow for arbitrary permutations in S3. A convenient way
to form an orthonormal basis for this case is as follows. Let us label the one-site states associated with permutations
other than |e⟩ and |η⟩ as |σa⟩, a=1, ..., 4. First, for each |σa⟩, subtract the components of the state along both |η⟩
and |e⟩ to get a state |σ̃a⟩. Then find the orthonormal states |τa⟩ , a = 1, ..., 4, in the subspace spanned by |σ̃a⟩. Then
for the ∆ = 1 case, the relevant set of five states is

|ψ(η)
k ⟩ = N (L)

1√
L

1

q3L/2

L∑
x=1

eikx |η⟩ ... |η⟩x |η⟩x+1 |e⟩x+2 ... |e⟩ (D5)

|ψ(a)
k ⟩ = 1√

L

1

q3L/2

L∑
x=1

eikx |η⟩ ... |η⟩x |τa⟩x+1 |e⟩x+2 ... |e⟩ , a = 1, ..., 4 (D6)
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Note that we have not included the state with |e⟩ at x, as this is redundant with the choice (D5). The states (D6)

are already orthonormal among themselves, and orthogonal to |ψ(η)
k ⟩. The normalization factor N (L) in |ψ(η)

k ⟩ has
to be computed numerically, and converges to some O(1) constant for large enough L. We can then find the matrix
elements of P4 directly in the thermodynamic limit.

For P4 of (21) for the mixed field Ising model couplings in (82), we need to consider a 16-dimensional Hilbert space
at each site. We can construct an arbitrary one-site orthonormal basis of states |a⟩, a = 1, ..., 14, which are orthogonal
to the permutation subspace spanned by |e⟩ , |η⟩. Then for ∆ = 1, we can take the orthonormal basis to be

|ψ(η)
k ⟩ = M(L)

1√
L

1

qL

L∑
x=1

eikx |η⟩ ... |η⟩x |η⟩x+1 |e⟩x+2 ... |e⟩ (D7)

|ψ(a)
k ⟩ = 1√

L

1

qL

L∑
x=1

eikx |η⟩ ... |η⟩x |a⟩x+1 |e⟩x+2 ... |e⟩ , a = 1, ..., 14 (D8)

where again the normalization factor M(L) can be computed numerically for finite L until it converges to some O(1)
number, and the only remaining microscopic inputs needed to compute the matrix elements of P4 in this basis directly
in the thermodynamic limit are the two-site matrix elements such as ⟨a e| (P4)ij |b e⟩, ⟨η a| (P4)ij |b e⟩, and so on.

Appendix E: Arguments using diagrammatic approach in the Brownian GUE model

1. Diagrams in interaction picture

In Sec. IVA3 of the main text, we used the structure of the eigenstates for any finite q to argue that the domain
wall propagator, defined as

G(x, y, t) = ⟨Dx|e−At|D̄y⟩ (E1)

is given by

G(x, y, t) =

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
e−(E(k)+ikv)t = e−seqE(v)t, v =

x− y

t
(E2)

where E(k) is the exact dispersion relation at finite q, which we obtained numerically. In this appendix, we will use
perturbation theory to understand the structure of the diagrams coming from A1 in (36) that correct the large q
propagator from A0,

G0(x, y, t) = ⟨Dx|e−A0t|D̄y⟩ =
∫ π

−π

dk

2π
e−(E0(k)+ikv)t = e−seqE0(v)t. (E3)

The resummation of all such diagrams should in principle lead to the exact result (E2). Note that we are now using
“0” subscripts to denote G, E, and E for A0 which we found in Sec. IVA1, to distinguish them from the exact
quantities appearing in (E1). Quantitatively, the perturbation theory approach is much weaker than the numerical
techniques discussed in the main text. In particular, the corrections that we obtain order-by-order in 1/q do not
lead to membrane tensions that satisfy the constraints (4) well at finite q. Moreover, this discussion only applies to
q ≥ 3, as the zeroth order Hamiltonian A0 is gapless for q = 2. However, one advantage of discussing the diagrams
is that they allow us to better explain the connection of our results to the diagrammatic approach used for circuit
models in [38]. The diagrammatic approach in the interaction picture may also be more directly generalizable to
higher dimensions than than the dispersion relation approach discussed in the main text.

Let us use the following expansion of the Euclidean time-evolution operator:

e−P4t = e−A0t −
∫ t

0

dt1e
−A0t1A1e

−A0(t−t1) +

∫ t

0

dt1

∫ t−t1

0

dt2 e
−A0t1A1e

−A0t2A1e
−A0(t−t1−t2) + ... (E4)

Putting this expansion into ⟨Dx|e−P4t|D̄y⟩, the first term gives the bare propagator G0(x, y, t) from the previous
section. Recall that the action of A1 sends a state with one domain wall to a state with three domain walls. For the
second term in (E4) to contribute to the domain wall propagator, two of the three domain walls created by the action
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FIG. 17. Interaction picture diagrams coming from (E4).

of A1 must annihilate at an intermediate time t1 + t′1 between t1 and t due to the action of Ac defined in (C6), see
Fig. 17 (a). The resulting contribution to the domain wall propagator is

G(x, y, t) ⊃
∫ t

0

dt1

∫ t−t1

0

dt′1 ⟨Dx|e−Af t1A1e
−Af t

′
1Ace

−Af (t−t1−t′1)|D̄y⟩ . (E5)

By inserting resolutions of the identity in the energy eigenbasis of Af before and after A1 and Ac, and doing the
integrals over t′1 and t1,

G(x, y, t) =

∫
dke−ik(x−y)−E0(k)t

+
∑

k,k1,k2,k3

e−ik(x−y)−E0(k)t
⟨ψk|A1|ψ̄k1,k2,k3⟩ ⟨ψk1,k2,k3 |Ac|ψ̄k⟩

E0(k)− E0(k1, k2, k3)

(
1− e−(E0(k1,k2,k3)−E0(k))t

E0(k1, k2, k3)− E0(k)
− t

)
+ ...

≈
∫
dke−ik(x−y)−E0(k)t(1− F1(k)t+ ...), (E6)

F1(k) =
∑

k1,k2,k3

⟨ψk|A1|ψ̄k1,k2,k3⟩ ⟨ψk1,k2,k3 |Ac|ψ̄k⟩
E0(k)− E0(k1, k2, k3)

(E7)

where ⟨ψk1,k2,k3
| was defined in (52), and |ψ̄k1,k2,k3

⟩ is defined such that

⟨ψk1,k2,k3 |ψ̄k1,k2,k3⟩ = 1, ⟨ψp1,p2...pn |ψ̄k1,k2,k3⟩ = 0 for {p1, ..., pn} ≠ {k1, k2, k3} (E8)

In the final expression (E6), we have kept only the leading linear-in-t term in the large t limit, ignoring the O(1) and
exponentially suppressed terms. This leading contribution comes from the regime in the diagram Fig. 17 (a) where
t′1 is O(1). (The proportionality to t in the second term of (E6) comes from the fact that the small bubble of O(1)
size t′1 can be placed at any value of t1 from 0 to t.) By summing over the leading contributions at large t from the
series of diagrams in Fig. 18, the correction in (E6) exponentiates to

G(x, y, t) =

∫
dke−ik(x−y)−(E0(k)+F1(k))t (E9)

𝑡! 𝑡!

𝑡"

+ + +	…

FIG. 18. The set of diagrams which leads to exponentiation of corrections from Fig. 17 (a).

Similarly, one can check that the leading correction at large t from the diagram in Fig. 17 (b), which comes from
the third term in (E4), is

G(x, y, t) ⊃ −
∫
dke−ik(x−y)e−E0(k)t(F2(k) t), F2(k) =

∑
k1,k2,k3

⟨ψk|A1|ψ̄k1,k2,k3
⟩ ⟨ψk1,k2,k3

|A1|ψ̄k⟩
E0(k)− E0(k1, k2, k3)

(E10)
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and exponentiates to give a correction F2(k) in the energy. In all, these “renormalize” the bare dispersion E0(k) to
E(k), where

E(k) = E0(k) + F1(k) + F2(k) + ... (E11)

By extending the same reasoning to higher order terms in the expansion (E4), we can see that the exact dispersion
relation at finite q is a resummation of the full set of diagrams in the interaction picture where we have departures
from the one domain wall subspace into the multiple domain wall subspace for an O(1) amount of time at intermediate
times. These are precisely analogous to the diagrams considered for circuit and Floquet models in [38]. Note that the
corrections F1(k) and F2(k) to the dispersion relation E0(k) found above can also be independently derived by using
a version of Schrodinger picture perturbation theory adapted to the non-Hermitian starting point A0.

In the next subsection, we will use a thickened line to denote the exact propagator of (E2) at finite q, which should
now be understood as a sum over the following set of diagrams for O(1) departures from the one domain wall subspace:

= + + + +	…

𝑥

𝑦

2. Argument that configurations where the domain wall splits are subleading for any initial state

Under the action of the full Hamiltonian P4 in (36), a single domain wall state ⟨Dx| can evolve to a state with an
arbitrary number of domain walls, so that (44) for the large q limit should be replaced with the following expression
for the exact evolution at finite q:

e−S2(x,t) =
∑
y

⟨Dx|e−P4t|D̄y⟩ ⟨Dy|ρ0, e⟩+
∑

y1,y2,y3

⟨Dx|e−P4t|D̄y1,y2,y3
⟩ ⟨Dy1,y2,y3

|ρ0, e⟩

+
∑

y1,...,y5

⟨Dx|e−P4t|D̄y1,...,y5⟩ ⟨Dy1,...y5 |ρ0, e⟩+ ... (E12)

where we have inserted a resolution of the identity in the subspace of odd numbers of domain walls to the right of
e−At. Note that for instance ⟨Dy1,y2,y3 |ρ0, e⟩ = e−S2([−∞,y1]∪[y2,y3],t=0).

Using the interaction picture diagrams of the previous section, ⟨Dx|e−P4t|D̄y1,y2,y3⟩ can be expressed as follows
in terms of the exact propagator G(x − y, t′), again up to an overall prefactor which does not have an exponential
dependence on t:

⟨Dx|e−P4t|D̄y1,y2,y3
⟩ =

∫ t

0

dt1
∑
x1

G(x− x1, t1)G(x1 − y1, t− t1)G(x1 − y2, t− t1)G(x1 − y3, t− t1) . (E13)

This gives the following contribution to (E12), which can be represented by a sum over diagrams shown in Fig.
19 (a) (for now, let us ignore the dashed line in the figure):

e−S2(x,t) ⊃ − 1

q2

∑
y1,y2,y3

∑
t1,x1

e
−t1seqE

(
x1−x

t1

)
−(t−t1)seq

[
E
(

y1−x1
t−t1

)
+E

(
y2−x1
t−t1

)
+E

(
y3−x1
t−t1

)]
e−S2([−∞,y1]∪[y2,y3],t=0) (E14)

If we have a pure product initial state ρ0 such that the initial value of S2 for any region is zero, then it is immediately
clear that any such contributions where the domain wall splits are exponentially suppressed in time compared to the
first term in (E12). Even taking into account the contribution from an arbitrary initial state, we can use the convexity
of the membrane tensions obtained in Fig. 7 to show that the first term of (E12) dominates, as follows.

Let us fix some arbitrary set of positions ȳ1, ȳ2, ȳ3. Consider an initial state that is maximally mixed in the region
[ȳ1, ȳ2], and has maximal entanglement between the degrees of freedom in [ȳ2, ȳ3] and the degrees of freedom to the
left of ȳ1. See Fig. 19 (b). For this state, the initial entropy contribution S2([−∞, y1] ∪ [y2, y3], t = 0) in (E14) is
minimized for y1, y2, y3 = ȳ1, ȳ2, ȳ3.
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FIG. 19. (a) shows a configuration where the domain wall splits into three, and (b) shows an initial state for which (a) with
y1, y2, y3 = ȳ1, ȳ2, ȳ3 minimizes the initial entropy contribution compared to all other configurations where the domain wall
splits into three.

Let us now consider the total potential contribution to the S2(x, t) from the diagram in Fig. 19 (a) with y1, y2, y3 =
ȳ1ȳ2, ȳ3 for this initial state:

Ssolid = seqE
(
x1 − x

t1

)
t1 + seq

[
E
(
y1 − x1
t− t1

)
+ E

(
y2 − x1
t− t1

)
+ E

(
y3 − x1
t− t1

)]
(t− t1) (E15)

Let us now compare this contribution to the single domain wall configuration shown with the dashed line (coming
from the first term of (E12)), which contributes

Sdashed = seq E
(
y3 − x

t

)
t+ seq(y2 − y1) (E16)

Now using the convexity of E(v),

E
(
x1 − x

t1

)
t1 + E

(
y3 − x1
t− t1

)
(t− t1) ≥ E

(
y3 − x

t

)
t (E17)

and by similar steps to those leading to (C2), by making use of the constraints (4),

E
(
y1 − x1
t− t1

)
(t− t1) + E

(
y2 − x1
t− t1

)
(t− t1) ≥ y2 − y1 . (E18)

We therefore find that Sdashed always wins in the minimization problem in the scaling limit. It is clear that if Sdashed

wins even for this choice of initial state, it will also be the dominant contribution for any other choice of initial state.
By a simple extension of this argument, all other diagrams coming from the third and remaining terms in (E12)

are subleading compared to the first term of (E12) in the scaling limit.

Appendix F: Operator growth interpretation of domain wall splitting

Consider a basis of operators Oα for a single site, α = 1, ..., q2, such that O1 = I, and satisfying 1
q Tr

[
O†

αOβ

]
= δαβ .

By taking tensor products of these operators, we can also construct a basis |Oa⟩ , a = 1, ..., q2L of operators for the
full system, satisfying 1

qL
Tr

[
O†

aOb

]
= δab .

Let us introduce the two-copy states |Oα⟩ associated with these operators, such that ⟨ij|Oα⟩ = (Oα)ij . In terms of
these states, the four-copy spin states defined in (34)-(35) can be shown to be written as

|↑⟩ = 1

q
|I⟩ |I⟩ , |↓⟩ = 1

q2

q2∑
α=1

|Oα⟩ |O†
α⟩ , (F1)

|↑̄⟩ = 1

q

|I⟩ |I⟩ − 1

q2 − 1

q2∑
α=2

|Oα⟩ |O†
α⟩

 , |↓̄⟩ = 1

q2 − 1

q2∑
α=2

|Oα⟩ |O†
α⟩ (F2)
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It is natural to introduce the notion of a probability that some initial operator A in the full system evolves to some
final operator B under the unitary evolution U(t) [14, 15, 73, 74]:

P (A→ B, t) =

∣∣∣∣ 1qL Tr
[
B†U(t)AU(t)†

]∣∣∣∣2 =
1

q2L
⟨B| ⟨B†| (U(t)⊗ U(t)∗)⊗2 |A⟩ |A†⟩ (F3)

Using (F1), for any initial operator A and some position x in the system, we define P (A, x, t) as

P (A, x, t) ≡
∑

Oa ending to the left of x

P (A→ Oa, t) =
1

q
L
2 −x

⟨Dx| (U(t)⊗ U(t)∗)⊗2 |A⟩ |A†⟩ (F4)

where “Oa ending to the left of x” means that the Oa is equal to the identity for all sites to the right of x. This is
the total probability that the operator A evolves to an operator that has support only on the left of x. Now consider
two different kinds of initial operators A from the basis Oa ending at some point y2 (meaning that A has a non-trivial
operator Oα ̸= I at y2, but is equal to the identity everywhere to the right of y2). One type of operator has non-trivial
operators at all sites to the left of y2, while the other is equal to the identity at some y1 < y2 and nontrivial at all
other y < y2. Consider the quantity P1 − P2, where

P1 = ⟨P (A, x, t)⟩A ending at y2, identity at y1
, P2 = ⟨P (A, x, t)⟩A ending at y2, non-trivial at y1

(F5)

where ⟨⟩ denotes the average over all basis operators Oa with the property described in the subscript. Using (F2),

P1 − P2 = qx−y2−1 ⟨Dx| (U(t)⊗ U(t)∗)⊗2 |↓̄...↓̄y1−1↑̄y1
↓̄y1+1...↓̄y2

↑y2+1...↑⟩ (F6)

In random unitary circuits, since a single domain wall does not split, we have P1 = P2, indicating that the evolution
of the endpoint of an operator is independent of its internal structure, which is consistent with a maximally random
time-evolution. In the Brownian GUE model, P1−P2 is highly suppressed at late times, but non-zero, indicating that
there is some slight sensitivity of the operator growth to the internal structure. However, such effects do not modify
qualitative features of the dynamics such as the validity of the membrane picture for the second Renyi entropy.
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