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The dynamical signatures of quantum chaos in an isolated system are captured by the spectral
form factor, which exhibits as a function of time a dip, a ramp, and a plateau, with the ramp
being governed by the correlations in the level spacing distribution. While decoherence generally
suppresses these dynamical signatures, the nonlinear non-Hermitian evolution with balanced gain
and loss (BGL) in an energy-dephasing scenario can enhance manifestations of quantum chaos. In
the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model and random matrix Hamiltonians, BGL increases the span of the
ramp, lowering the dip as well as the value of the plateau, providing an experimentally realizable
physical mechanism for spectral filtering. The chaos enhancement due to BGL is optimal over a
family of filter functions that can be engineered with fluctuating Hamiltonians.

Non-Hermitian physics offers an exciting arena at the
frontiers of physics where nonequilibrium phenomena
govern. In such a scenario, the evolution no longer con-
serves energy and is characterized by dissipation [1]. Its
relevance was soon appreciated in nuclear theory [2],
chemical dynamics [3] and quantum optics [4], but its
manifestations span over a wide diversity of fields such as
mechanics, photonics and active matter [1]. Condensed
matter theory of many-body physics is actively being ex-
tended in this setting. An exciting frontier focuses on the
interplay between the nonequilibrium dynamics of non-
Hermitian systems and quantum chaos.

Statistical features of the energy spectrum of an iso-
lated system play a crucial role in the dynamics and dif-
ferentiate systems exhibiting quantum chaos from others
governed by integrability, many-body localization, etc.
The level spacing distribution varies in these systems
from the Wigner-Dyson distribution to an exponential
decay [5, 6], although a clearcut classification between
chaotic and integrable systems is often more subtle [7].
Quantum chaos is associated with correlations among
energy levels, as revealed by the two-point energy-level
distribution [8]. In particular, correlations between en-
ergy levels can be conveniently captured by the spectral
form factor (SFF) defined in terms of the Fourier trans-
form of the energy spectrum [9–12] or its complex Fourier
transform, which can be written in terms of the partition
function of the system analytically continued to complex
temperature [13–15]. Spectral correlations also manifest
directly in the Loschmidt echo [16–18] and the quantum
work statistics [19–22]. The identification of universal
features in spectral statistics is generally eased by the
use of spectral filters which has become ubiquitous in
theoretical and numerical studies of quantum systems,
chaotic or not [23–27].

At the time of writing, it remains unclear how sig-
natures of quantum chaos are modified in open quantum
systems [6, 28]. To tackle this question, one can make use

of random-matrix tools [29], as done conventionally for
Hamiltonian systems in isolation, but to describe quan-
tum operations instead [6, 30–35]. These efforts follow
the spirit of Hamiltonian quantum chaos in adopting a
statistical approach to identify generators of evolution (or
quantum channels) compatible with a set of symmetries.
In addition, diagnostic tools to characterize open quan-
tum chaotic systems remain to be developed. Efforts to
this end can be split into two groups. The first one fo-
cuses on the spectral statistics of the generator of the evo-
lution of an open quantum system, whether it is a Liou-
villian governing the rate of change of a quantum state or
a quantum channel [33, 36–38]. This powerful approach
leverages the elegance and universality of the Hamilto-
nian counterpart but seems better suited to capture the
dynamics of complex systems in complex environments
than to explore how Hamiltonian chaos is altered by deco-
herence. The second approach uses information-theoretic
quantities such as the fidelity or Loschmidt echo and can
provide a clear separation between the role of the envi-
ronment and the spectral features of the system, singling
out the correlations in the system’s spectral properties
that contribute directly to the quantum dynamics [39–
41].

Across the quantum-to-classical transition, decoher-
ence brings out signatures of classical chaos [42–44].
By contrast, decoherence generally suppresses dynami-
cal manifestations of quantum chaos stemming from en-
ergy level correlations [39–41, 45–48]. In this Letter, we
explore the non-Hermitian evolution of chaotic quantum
systems. We show that in this setting environmental de-
coherence can enhance dynamical signatures of quantum
chaos. Specifically, we consider the nonlinear evolution of
energy-diffusion processes under balanced gain and loss,
which is shown to act as a spectral filter. Using the
Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model as a paradigmatic test-bed, we
demonstrate the amplification of quantum chaos using a
fidelity-based generalization of the spectral form factor

ar
X

iv
:2

10
8.

06
78

4v
2 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 2
5 

A
ug

 2
02

2



2

to open quantum systems, which is amenable to studies
in the laboratory.

Balanced gain and loss from null-measurement
conditioning.— The Markovian evolution of a quantum
system in a quantum state ρ can be described by a mas-
ter equation of the Lindblad form dtρ = −i[H0, ρ] +∑
α γα

(
KαρK

†
α − 1

2{K
†
αKα, ρ}

)
, in terms of the positive

decay rates γα ≥ 0 and the bath operators Kα [49]. For
our analysis, we rewrite this evolution as follows [50],

dtρ = −i
(
Heffρ− ρH†eff

)
+ J(ρ), (1)

in terms of the effectively non-Hermitian Hamiltonian
given by Heff = H0 − i

2

∑
α γαK

†
αKα and the jump

term J(ρ) =
∑
α γαKαρK

†
α. In the absence of quan-

tum jumps, the contribution of the latter term can be
ignored, and the dynamics is exclusively governed by the
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. The trace preserving evo-
lution for such subensemble of trajectories is given by
the nonlinear Schrödinger equation for null-measurement
conditioning

dtρ = −i
(
Heffρ− ρH†eff

)
+ iTr

[(
Heff −H†eff

)
ρ
]
ρ,

(2)

which also arises in non-Hermitian systems in scenar-
ios characterized by balanced gain and loss (BGL) [51].
Thus, BGL dynamics can be derived as the effective
evolution of an ensemble of quantum trajectories con-
ditioned on a measurement record with no quantum
jumps, e.g., in a system under continuous monitoring
[50]. We note that BGL dynamics also emerges naturally
in other experimental settings effectively realizing non-
Hermitian Hamiltonians with broken parity-time sym-
metry, in which eigenvalues come in complex conjugate
pairs [52, 53]; see e.g., [54–58].

Energy dephasing with and without quantum jumps.—
Processes characterized by energy dephasing arise natu-
rally in a variety of scenarios, including random quan-
tum measurements [59, 60], clock errors in timing the
evolution of a quantum system [61], and fluctuations in
the system Hamiltonian [62, 63], such as those invoked
by wavefunction collapse models [64–66]. The evolu-
tion of the quantum state is then exactly described by
dtρ = −i[H0, ρ]− γ[H0, [H0, ρ]], with no restriction on γ
to the weak-coupling limit [39, 67]. This can be recast
as the master equation (1) in terms of a non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian Heff = H0 − iγH2

0 and the quantum jump
term J(ρ) = 2γH0ρH0. In the absence of quantum jumps,
the trace-preserving evolution is described by the nonlin-
ear master equation (2). Given H0 =

∑
nEn|n〉〈n|, for a

generic initial quantum state ρ(0) =
∑
nm ρnm(0)|n〉〈m|,

the exact solution can be found by first solving the linear
case, dropping the nonlinear term which simply accounts
for the correct normalization, and subsequently including

its effect. The time-dependent density matrix reads

ρ(t) =

∑
nm ρnm(0)e−i(En−Em)t−γt(E2

n+E2
m)∑

n ρnn(0)e−2tγE2
n

|n〉〈m|.

(3)

With knowledge of the quantum state during time-
evolution, we turn our attention to the interplay among
Hamiltonian quantum chaos, energy dephasing, and
BGL. In open quantum systems, different quantities have
been proposed to characterize dissipative quantum chaos
using spectral properties [6, 16, 17, 31, 39, 41]. An ana-
logue of the SFF is given by the fidelity between a coher-
ent Gibbs state

|ψβ〉 =
∑
n

e−βEn/2√
Z0(β)

|n〉, Z0(β) = Tr[e−βH0 ], (4)

and its time-evolution [15, 39–41]. For an arbitrary
dynamics described by a quantum channel Λ, ρ(t) =
Λ[ρ(0)], the analogue of the SFF reads Ft = 〈ψβ |ρt|ψβ〉.
In the limit of unitary dynamics generated by a Hermi-
tian Hamiltonian H0, one recovers the familiar expres-
sion [13–15] Ft = |Z0(β + it)/Z0(β)|2. The result under
energy-dephasing has been explored in [39–41]. Explicit
evaluation using the time-dependent density matrix un-
der BGL (3) yields the SFF

Ft =

∣∣∣∑n e
−(β+it)En−γtE2

n

∣∣∣2
Z0(β)

∑
n e
−βEn−2tγE2

n
. (5)

This expression corresponds to a single system Hamil-
tonian and is generally to be averaged over a Hamilto-
nian ensemble to reflect eigenvalue correlations, unless
the system is self-averaging. The fidelity-based approach
to generalize the SFF is thus naturally suited to account
for non-Hermitian quantum systems, including the non-
linear evolution characterized by BGL. With these tools
at hand, we proceed to explore the fate of the dynamical
signatures of quantum chaos in this setting.
BGL dynamics of the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model.— For

the sake of illustration, we consider the Sachdev-Ye-
Kitaev (SYK) model which is known to be maximally
chaotic. The Hamiltonian of the SYK model [68, 69]

H0 =
1

4(4!)

N∑
k,l,m,n=1

Jklmnχkχlχmχn, (6)

involves N Majorana fermions satisfying {χk, χl} = δkl
subject to all-to-all random quartic interactions. The
coupling tensor Jklmn is completely anti-symmetric, and
independently sampled from a Gaussian distribution

Jklmn ∈ N
(

0, 3!
(N)3 J

2
)

, where J2 = 1
3!

∑
lmn

〈
J2
klmn

〉
and we set J = 1 for convenience. Its experimental sim-
ulation is the subject of ongoing studies [70–74] and the
features of the SFF in isolation have been characterized
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FIG. 1. Enhancement of quantum chaos under BGL in an
energy-dephasing process. The time-dependence of the fi-
delity between a coherent Gibbs state and its nonlinear time
evolution is shown in the SYK model with N = 26, after
averaging over 100 realizations of Jklmn. The enhancement
of quantum chaos is more pronounced as the value of β is in-
creased. Under BGL, the dip is enhanced, increasing the span
of the ramp associated with fully chaotic dynamics. The value
of the plateau is lowered with respect to the unitary case with-
out a pronounced shift of its onset. For larger values of γ, the
features of the SFF in isolation are gradually washed out by
the nonunitary evolution. In particular, the span of the ramp
is shrunk, without altering the onset of the plateau and its
value.

in depth [13]. It exhibits a decay from unit value to-
wards a correlation hole or dip. This decay is governed
by the density of states and as such, it is not universal.
It stops at a characteristic dip time td. After the corre-
lation hole, quantum chaos governs the evolution giving
rise to a ramp as a result of the correlations between dif-
ferent energy levels. Such ramp saturates to a plateau
at a second characteristic time tp, as shown in Fig. 1
for γ = 0. The occurrence of the ramp during the in-
terval (td, tp) is a clear manifestation of quantum chaos
in the dynamics. Such dynamical signatures of quantum
chaos are however suppressed by decoherence. Indeed,
energy dephasing, that includes quantum jumps, reduces
the depth of the correlation hole and delays the begin-
ning of the ramp, while barely affecting the onset of the
plateau [41].

In stark contrast, BGL dynamics is shown to enhance
the dynamical signatures of quantum chaos. An explicit
computation of the SFF for the SYK model is shown
in Fig. 1 averaging over different realizations of the
disorder. Results in other paradigms of chaos, such as
random-matrix Hamiltonians in the Gaussian Orthogo-
nal and Unitary Ensembles, are detailed in [75], with an

analytical expression for the latter. The effective non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian accelerates the nonuniversal de-
cay from unit value (associated with the disconnected
part of the SFF), thus shifting the onset of the dip. BGL
provides a physical mechanism to implement the kind of
spectral filter proposed to suppress nonuniversal effects
from the spectral edges in theoretical and numerical stud-
ies [23–27]. Such filters provide an analog of apodization
in the time domain, suppressing fringes stemming from
the sharp edges of the spectrum in the SFF. As seen from
the numerator of (5), the anti-Hermitian part of the effec-
tive non-Hermitian Hamiltonian Heff = H0 − iγH2

0 gives
rise to a Gaussian spectral filter g(E) = exp(−γt|E|2),
with a strength that increases linearly in time and width
that decreases as 1/

√
γt, while the BGL dynamics en-

hances the signal of the fidelity by making the evolution
trace-preserving, giving rise to the denominator in (5).
The subsequent ramp spans over a stage of the evolution
which is not only longer than in the case under energy-
dephasing but that also exceeds the ramp interval in the
isolated case, e.g., the conventional SFF for unitary dy-
namics. Away from the infinite temperature limit, the
ramp is prolonged up to two orders of magnitude over
the unitary case, see Fig. 1(d).

For an isolated system (γ = 0), denoting the degener-
acy of an energy level En by Nn, the asymptotic value of

the SFF is given by Fp = 1
Z0(β)2

∑
nNne

−2βEn ≥ Z0(2β)
Z0(β)2

where the lower-bound holds in the absence of degen-
eracies (Nn = 1), expected in quantum chaotic sys-
tems. In the infinite-temperature limit, Fp = 1/d is
set by the inverse of the Hilbert space dimension and
thus vanishes with increasing system size. This asymp-
totic value is preserved under energy-dephasing, as the
long-time quantum state is given by the thermal state
ρp =

∑
n exp(−βEn)|n〉〈n|/Z0(β). However, Fig. 1

shows that the asymptotic value varies in the BGL case.
For γ > 0, the long-time limit of the fidelity reads

Fp ∼
∑
nN

2
ne
−2βEn−2γtE2

n

Z0(β)
∑
nNne

−βEn−2γtE2
n
≥ 1

Z0(β)
, (7)

where the inequality is saturated for systems lacking de-
generacies (with Nn = 1 ∀n), e.g., exhibiting quantum
chaos. The discrepancy between the unitary and BGL
plateau values is thus enhanced with decreasing temper-
ature.

Even if the plateau value Fp of the SFF varies under
BGL, the characteristic time tp at which this asymptotic
value is reached is only weakly affected by BGL with re-
spect to the unitary case and the enhancement of the
ramp can be traced to the shortening of the dip time
td induced by the BGL spectral filter. As the ramp is
governed by the eigenvalue correlations stemming from
quantum chaos, their enhancement can be quantified by
the ratio tp/td as a function of the dephasing rate γ that
enters the Gaussian filter term in Eq. (5); see Fig. 2(a).
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FIG. 2. (a) Quantifying the enhancement of quantum chaos
under BGL in the SYK model. The ratio between the dip and
the plateau times is shown as a function of the dephasing rate
γ for different values of the inverse temperature β. (b) The
Gaussian filter δ = 2 that emerges under energy diffusion with
BGL is shown to be optimal over the family of filter functions
g(E) = exp(−|E|δ) in maximizing the duration of the ramp.
Data for N = 26 is averaged over 100 realizations of Jklmn.

There is a critical value of γ above which BGL minimizes
the ramp as decoherence mechanisms generally do. How-
ever, for values of γ below the critical one, the duration
of the ramp is enhanced with increasing dephasing. The
enhancement is more pronounced for larger values of β
for which it exceeds two orders of magnitude.

Given an energy spectrum {En}, obtained by theo-
retical or experimental means, one may wonder whether
other filter functions provide an advantage over the Gaus-
sian filter in enhancing signatures of quantum chaos. A
filter function g(E) ≥ 0 yields the modified SFF

Ft =

∣∣∑
n e
−(β+it)Eng(En)

∣∣2
Z0(β)

∑
n e
−βEng(En)2

. (8)

We consider the family of filter functions g(E) =
exp(−γt|E|δ), which includes the Gaussian case for δ =

2. Those with δ ≥ 2 can be engineered by general-
ized energy dephasing processes conditioned on BGL as
discussed in [75]. For completeness, we also consider
0 < δ < 2. Figure 2(b) shows that the Gaussian filter
is optimal in the sense that it maximizes the duration
of the ramp with respect to the family of higher-order
Gaussian filter functions exp(−γt|E|δ) with δ ≥ 0. More
general filters are discussed in [75].
Quantum simulation of energy dephasing under

BGL.— The features presented here are not exclusive to
the SYK model and we have reproduced them in other
quantum chaotic systems, e.g., random-matrix Hamilto-
nians, as shown in [75]. However, the phenomenology de-
scribed thus far is specific to energy dephasing processes
governed by BGL. Other open quantum systems unre-
lated to energy dephasing do not exhibit an enhancement
of the dynamical signatures of quantum chaos in the pres-
ence of BGL. Indeed, when the quantum jump operators
Kα do not commute with the system Hamiltonian H0,
the SFF generally loses the signatures of quantum chaos,
with or without quantum jumps. Said differently, a gen-
eral Markovian dehasing evolution (e.g., of the kind con-
sidered in [76]) suppresses completely the dip and ramp
in the SFF as shown in [75]. Thus, energy-dephasing
stands out as the only kind of time evolution that can be
used to enhance dynamical manifestations of chaos in the
laboratory, when conditioned to BGL. From an experi-
mental point of view, energy dephasing is amenable to
quantum simulation by coarse-graining in time the evo-
lution of an isolated system [39–41]. The SFF under BGL
can be expressed as

Ft =

∣∣∣∫∞−∞ dsK(t, s)Z0(β + is)
∣∣∣2

Z0(β)
∫∞
−∞ dsds′K(t, s)K(t, s′)Z0[β + i(s− s′)]

.

(9)

in terms of the kernel K(t, s) = 1√
4πγt

e−
(t−s)2

4γt . Knowl-

edge of the analytically continued partition function
Z0(β+is) thus suffices to determine the SFF under BGL.
A variety of experimental techniques have been demon-
strated to measure the partition function in the complex
plane, given its manifold applications that range from
the study of Lee-Yang zeroes in critical systems [77–80]
to the full counting statistics of many-body observables
[81] and positive operator-valued measures such as work
in quantum thermodynamics [82, 83]. A ubiquitous ap-
proach relies on single-qubit interferometry that utilizes
a two-level system or qubit as a probe [84–88]. Experi-
mental demonstrations include, e.g., NMR systems [89]
and ultracold gases [90]. An alternative experimental ap-
proach can be conceived by engineering energy dephasing
using noise as a resource [67, 91] and measuring the over-
lap between the initial coherent Gibbs state and its time-
evolution either via learning quantum algorithms [92] or
interferometry [93].
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In summary, we have considered the nonlinear non-
Hermitian evolution of a quantum chaotic system un-
der balanced gain and loss (BGL). Using a fidelity-based
generalization of the spectral form factor we have shown
that the interplay between energy-dephasing and BGL
enhances the dynamical signatures of quantum chaos by
providing an experimentally realizable physical mecha-
nism for spectral filtering, i.e., the optimal filter function
of Gaussian type. Spectral filtering has become a ubiq-
uitous tool in theoretical and numerical studies of many-
body systems, chaotic or not. As a result, our findings
motivate the use of BGL as a generic practical tool to
probe the spectral features in complex quantum systems.
In addition, our results advance the understanding of dis-
sipative quantum chaos and could be explored in quan-
tum simulators by making use of established experimen-
tal techniques such as noise engineering and single-qubit
interferometry.
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Supplemental Material—Spectral Filtering Induced by Non-Hermitian Evolution with
Balanced Gain and Loss: Enhancing Quantum Chaos

Nonlinear master equation for the normalized density matrix

We consider the master equation in Eq. (1) of the main text, with no jump operator, dtρ = −i(Heffρ−ρH†eff). This

evolution leads to a density matrix with time-dependent norm, dt(Trρ) = −iTr(Heffρ−ρH†eff). In order to obtain the
evolution of a normalized density matrix, we look at ρ̃ = ρ/Trρ. It evolves as

dtρ̃ =
dtρ

Trρ
− ρ

Trρ

dtTrρ

Trρ

=− i
(
Heff ρ̃− ρ̃H†eff

)
+ iρ̃Tr

(
Heff ρ̃− ρ̃ H†eff

)
,

(S1)

which is Eq. (2) in the main text with ρ̃ denoted as ρ.

Spectral form factor with general filter functions

The canonical SFF

Ft =

∣∣∑
n e
−(β+it)En

∣∣2
Z0(β)2

(S2)

can be modified under a filter function g(E) as follows

Ft =

∣∣∑
n e
−(β+it)Eng(En)

∣∣2
Z0(β)

∑
j e
−βEjg(Ej)2

. (S3)

In the main manuscript, we have considered the case of energy dephasing that gives rise to a Gaussian filter function
in the SFF, upon imposing null-measurement conditioning. This is associated with a Lindblad equation with a single
operator Kα = K†α =

√
2H0. More generally, one can consider a Lindblad operator Kα = K†α =

√
2w(H0), where w

is an arbitrary complex function. The corresponding effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian is

Heff = H0 − iγw(H0)†w(H0). (S4)

Under null-measurement conditioning, the initial state ρ(0) =
∑
nm ρnm(0)|n〉〈m| evolves into

ρ(t) =

∑
nm ρnm(0)e−i(En−Em)t−γt(|w(En)|2+|w(Em)|2)∑

n ρnn(0)e−2tγ|w(En)|2 |n〉〈m|. (S5)

Choosing the coherent Gibbs state as the initial quantum state, the fidelity provides an analog of the SFF under BGL
and reads

Ft =

∣∣∣∑n e
−(β+it)En−γt|w(En)|2

∣∣∣2
Z0(β)

∑
j e
−βEj−2tγ|w(Ej)|2 . (S6)

Naturally, for w(En) = En one recovers the Gaussian filter, which is optimal in maximizing the duration of the ramp,
as shown in Fig. 2 (b) of the main manuscript.

On physical grounds, the general class of energy-dephasing processes can be induced by making use of classical
noise as a resource [67], that is added to the coupling constant of an operator w(H0) commuting with the system
Hamiltonian H0, i.e,

Hst = H0 +
√

2γξ(t)w(H0), (S7)

where ξ(t) denotes a real Gaussian process with zero mean and unit variance and we restrict the function w to be
real for simplicity. The density matrix obtained by averaging over different realizations of the noise is then given by

dtρ = −i[(H0), ρ]− γ[w(H0), [w(H0), ρ]], (S8)
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FIG. S1. SFF in the SYK model as a function of time with higher-order filter functions of the form exp(−γt|E|δ). For β > 0 all
filters act similarly on the SFF. The Gaussian filter (δ = 2) is shown to maximize the extension of the ramp as β is increased.
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FIG. S2. SFF in the SYK model as a function of time for filters with a leading Gaussian expansion. Such filters differ only in
the extent of the suppression of high-energy eigenstates, that are already filtered. The ramp and the plateau remain invariant.

which is a Lindblad master equation with a single Lindblad operator Kα = K†α =
√

2w(H0). Thus, filters other than
the Gaussian can be associated with energy-diffusion processes under null-measurement conditioning.

Figure S1 displays the behavior of the SFF for the SYK model as a function of time for higher-order Gaussian filters
of the form g(E) = exp(−γt|E|δ) (that is, with |w(E)|2 = |E|δ) for the values δ = 0, 1/2, 1, 3/2, 2, 4, 6. The canonical
SFF is obtained for k = 0 (no filter). In particular, for any β, sub-Gaussian filters with δ = 1/2 and δ = 1 are shown
to suppress the dip and ramp of the SFF. For these values of δ, the first derivative of w(E) is nonanalytic near E = 0
and the filter function acts over all energies, altering even the central part of the spectrum around E = 0. As a result,
such filters distort the SFF of the system under study. For β = 0 and δ > 1, the actions of hyper-Gaussian filters
are effectively indistinguishable from the Gaussian one. As β increases, the duration of the ramp is prolonged for any
δ ≥ 2. However, the maximum extent of the ramp is obtained for δ = 2 indicating that the Gaussian filter is optimal.

To complete the analysis of spectral filtering in the SYK model, we explore the role of other filters admitting a series
expansion with a leading Gaussian term. Figure S2 shows that their action on the SFF is effectively indistinguishable
even for large values of β. So are the filter functions for small γt ≤ 1. It is the filtering of eigenvalues satisfying
γtE2 ≥ 1 that plays a crucial role in the SFF. Though this condition varies with time, we note that the main action of
the filter is to enhance the nonuniversal decay of the SFF towards the dip, sampling preferentially low-energy states
near E = 0.

Filters described by more general window functions can be considered and there is abundant literature in the context
of filter analysis and apodization on this regard. While we identify the Gaussian filter as optimal within the family
of hyper-Gaussian filters our analysis does not rule out the existence of other filter functions that may be used to
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FIG. S3. SFF in random-matrix Hamiltonians sampled from GOE for higher order Gaussian filter functions. As in the SYK
model, the Gaussian filter is optimal and maximizes the extent of the ramp. The data for GOE is obtained with Hilbert space
dimension d = 50, averaging over 200 Hamiltonian instances.

enhance signatures in the SFF of spectral correlations associated with quantum chaos. However, such filters are not
generally expected to arise naturally in the quantum dynamics as the Gaussian filter does.

BGL dynamics in random-matrix Hamiltonians

Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model

The results in the main manuscript are illustrated focusing on the SFF of the SYK model as a case study. In
this system, the SFF displays distinct regimes encompassing the decay from unit value, dip (correlation hole), ramp,
and plateau. These features are common to other chaotic models. To display the universality of energy dephasing
conditioned to BGL in maximizing the dynamical manifestations of chaos and prolonging the extent of the ramp,
one can consider a different system exhibiting quantum chaos. A paradigmatic setting is that of random-matrix
Hamiltonians sampled from the Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble (GOE), characteristic of systems with time-reversal
symmetry. Fig. S3 shows the SFF averaged over 200 Hamiltonians H0 ∈ GOE with Hilbert space dimension d = 50.
As in the SYK model, the choice of the Gaussian filter is shown to be optimal for β > 0.

The situation changes when the Lindblad operators Kα do not commute with the system Hamiltonian. This is
illustrated by considering a Markovian master equation dtρ = −i[H0, ρ] − γ[X, [X, ρ]] inducing dephasing in the
eigenbasis of the observable Kα = X = X†, which does not commute with the system Hamiltonian, i.e., [H0, X] 6= 0.
This evolution is generated by the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian Heff = H0− iγX2 together with the quantum
Jump term J(ρ) = 2γXρX. Conditioning the dynamics on the absence of quantum jumps leads to the nonlinear
evolution described by Eq. (2) in the main manuscript, which can be numerically integrated, e.g., choosing the initial
state as the coherent Gibbs state. This allows computing the SFF shown in Fig. S4 for an example in which H0

and X are sampled independently from GOE. For γ = 0 the chaotic features (dip and ramp) of the chaotic system
Hamiltonian H0 are displayed in the SFF and are gradually suppressed as β is increased from the infinite-temperature
limit β = 0. For values of γ > 0 and β = 0, the dephasing in the eigenbasis of X gradually washes out the chaotic
features, reducing the depth of the dip and flattening the ramp. And β is increased, this suppression is further
enhanced, leading to a direct decay from unit value towards an asymptotic plateau Fp that depends both on β and
γ. This behavior is in sharp contrast with the commuting case shown in Fig. S3, in which BGL leads to spectral
filtering maximizing signatures of chaos for γ, β > 0.

Analytical form of the SFF under BGL in the Gaussian Unitary Ensemble GUE(d)

The Gaussian Unitary Ensemble (GUE) can be used to describe generic Hamiltonians without imposing time-
reversal symmetry and has the advantage of being analytically tractable. Motivated by this observation, we proceed
to derive an analytical expression for the ensemble-average SFF in an energy dephasing process characterized by
balanced gain and loss.
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FIG. S4. SFF in random-matrix Hamiltonians sampled from GOE under BGL associated with generic dephasing, i.e., in the
eigenbasis of an operator X that does not commute with the system Hamiltonian H0. In sharp contrast with the BGL associated
with energy dephasing, the evolution does not induce spectral filtering and the signatures of chaos in the SFF are suppressed
for β ≥ 0 and γ > 0. The data for GOE is obtained with Hilbert space dimension d = 50, averaging over 100 Hamiltonian
instances.

Starting from the fidelity, Eq. (5) in the main text, we take the ensemble average as

〈Ft〉 =
〈F1,t〉
〈F2,t〉

, (S9)

with

〈F1,t〉 =

∫
dE 〈ρ(E)〉 e−2βE−2γtE2

+

∫
dEdE′ 〈ρ(E)ρ(E′)〉 e−(β+it)E−γtE2

e−(β−it)E′−γtE′2 , (S10)

〈F2,t〉 =

∫
dE 〈ρ(E)〉 e−2βE−2γtE2

+

∫
dEdE′ 〈ρ(E)ρ(E′)〉 e−βE−2γtE2

e−βE
′
. (S11)

In performing the average over the GUE with finite dimension d, we use the fact that the average spectral density
reads

〈ρ(E)〉 =

d−1∑
n=0

1

2nn!
√
π
e−E

2

H2
n(E). (S12)

In addition, the correlated joint spectral density is given by

〈ρ(2)
c (E,E′)〉 = 〈ρ(E)ρ(E′)〉 − 〈ρ(E)〉〈ρ(E′)〉

= −
d−1∑
n,m=0

1

2nn!
√
π

1

2mm!
√
π
e−E

2

Hn(E)Hm(E)e−E
′2

Hn(E′)Hm(E′), (S13)

where Hn(x) denotes the Hermite polynomial of order n.
In order to get an analytical expression of the ensemble-average fidelity, it is useful to define the integrals

J (γ)
n,m(σ) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dE e−σE−(1+γt)E2

Hn(E)Hm(E), (S14)

In,m(σ) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dE e−σE−E
2

Hn(E)Hm(E), (S15)

and the time-dependent parameter Γt = (1 + γt)−
1
2 . We use Ref. [94] to find, for γt 6= 0,

J (γ)
n,m(σ) =

√
πΓte

(Γtσ)2

4

min(n,m)∑
k=0

2kk!

(
m

k

)(
n

k

)
(1− Γ2

t )
m+n

2 −kHm+n−2k

(
− Γ2

tσ

2
√

1− Γ2
t

)
, (S16)

In,m(σ) = e
σ2

4 2m
√
πn!

(
−σ

2

)m−n
Lm−nn

(
−σ

2

2

)
for n ≤ m, (S17)
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FIG. S5. SFF in random-matrix Hamiltonians sampled from the GUE ensemble under balanced gain and loss associated with
energy dephasing. The SFF is plotted as a function of time for different values of the dephasing strength γ and different
temperatures. The data is shown for a Hilbert space of dimension d = 50 and obtained from the analytical expression using
Eqs. (S9), (S18) and (S19).

where Lkn(x) denotes the generalized Laguerre polynomial. This allows for an analytic expression of the average
functions

〈F1,t〉 =

d−1∑
n=0

1

2nn!
√
π
J (2γ)
n,n (2β) +

∣∣∣∣∣
d−1∑
n=0

1

2nn!
√
π
J (γ)
n,n(β + it)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

−
d−1∑
n,m=0

1

π2nn!2mm!
J (γ)
n,m(β + it)J (γ)

n,m(β − it), (S18)

〈F2,t〉 =

d−1∑
n=0

1

2nn!
√
π
J (2γ)
n,n (2β) +

d−1∑
n=0

1

2nn!
√
π
In,n(β)

d−1∑
n=0

1

2nn!
√
π
J (2γ)
n,n (β)−

d−1∑
n,m=0

1

π2nn!2mm!
In,m(β)J (2γ)

n,m (β).(S19)

The fidelity readily follows from Eq. (S9) for γt 6= 0, and is illustrated in Fig. S5 for d = 50, in agreement with the
findings in the SYK model and random-matrix Hamiltonians in the GOE. In all cases, BGL in an energy dephasing
process enhances quantum chaos for moderate values of γ prolonging the extension of the ramp between the dip and
the plateau. Additional simulations show that such enhancement can be hidden in systems with a small Hilbert space
dimension (d = 10− 30), but that is robust for large values of d > 50.

Decoherence under BGL: Role of dissipation vs dephasing

In this manuscript, energy-dephasing processes have been singled out as those allowing for the engineering of spectral
filters in the SFF. We note that when energy-dephasing processes are conditioned to BGL in the absence of quantum
jumps, the dynamics is governed by dissipation. Indeed, under BGL the purity of an arbitrary density matrix evolves
according to

P (t) = Tr[ρ(t)2] =

∑
nm ρnm(0)2e−2γt(E2

n+E2
m)

(
∑
n ρnn(0)e−2tγE2

n)2
. (S20)

This expression has the remarkable feature that whenever the initial state is pure, such that the following factorization
holds, ρnm(0) = cn(0)cm(0)∗, then P (t) = 1 for all t ≥ 0 and the BGL evolution preserves the purity of the quantum
state. In the fidelity-based definition of the SFF for open quantum systems, the coherent Gibbs state is used as the
initial state. In this case,

P (t) =

∑
nm e

−β(En+Em)e−2γt(E2
n+E2

m)

(
∑
n e
−βEne−2tγE2

n)2
= 1, (S21)

showing that the state remains pure at all times. By contrast, the mean energy varies as a function of time according
to

〈H(t)〉 = Tr[ρ(t)H] =

∑
n ρnm(0)Ene

−2γtE2
n

(
∑
n ρnn(0)e−2tγE2

n)2
. (S22)
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