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We want to understand how relaxation process from an initial non-generic state proceeds towards
a long-time typical state reached under unitary quantum evolution. One would expect that after
some initial correlation time relaxation will be a simple exponential decay with constant decay rate.
We show that this is not necessarily the case. Studying various Floquet systems with fixed two-
qubit gates, and focusing on purity and out-of-time-ordered correlation functions, we find that in
many situations relaxation proceeds in two phases of exponential decay having different relaxation
rates. Namely, in the thermodynamic limit the relaxation rate exhibits a change at a critical time
proportional to system’s size. The initial thermodynamically relevant rate can be slower or faster
than the asymptotic one, demonstrating that the recently discovered phantom relaxation, in which
the decay is slower than predicted by a nonzero transfer matrix gap, is not limited to only random
circuits.

I. INTRODUCTION

Complexity of dynamics in general increases with in-
creasing number of particles. However, when the number
of particles gets very large “self-averaging” can come to
our rescue and certain properties can again become sim-
pler. In the thermodynamic limit almost any state at
given fixed values of conserved quantities from a large
Hilbert space will have the same expectation values of
sufficiently well behaved observables. While this makes
such typical states rather dull and featureless they are
crucial for understanding why statistical physics works
so well and is so general [1]. Properties of typical states
are rather well studied and understood. To get their
properties one can employ different techniques, either
from quantum chaos and random matrix theory [2, 3],
simply use an appropriate equilibrium statistical ensem-
ble [1], use measure concentration techniques [4–6], or,
being careful about the order of time t→ ∞ and system
size n → ∞ limits, use expansion into eigenstates [7].
Often though we are interested in non-typical states, for
instance, the initial state undergoing quantum evolution
might be special. While we can immediately say that for
generic quantum evolution such non-typical initial state
will eventually evolve into a typical one, much less is
known about the process of relaxation from the initial
non-typical state to the long-time stationary behavior of
typical states [8, 9]. In the present paper we are going to
reveal new surprising property of such relaxation in local
Floquet systems composed of non-commuting nearest-
neighbor gates.

Time-periodic or so-called Floquet systems have a long
history. In single-particle quantum chaos they are widely
used as one of the simplest settings that can display
chaos, a famous example being the kicked rotator (quan-
tized standard map) [10]. More recently motivation
comes from trying to understand many-body physics as
well as from quantum information. There are multiple
reasons to consider Floquet systems. Sometimes they
are easier to understand; writing a single-step propaga-

tor U(t = 1) = V1V2 as a product of two propagators
V1,2, like in the kicked rotator where V1 is the kinetic term
and V2 the potential, can result in rich physics even when
each constituent V1,2 alone have simple non-chaotic dy-
namics. Continuing this splitting idea one can write U(1)
in terms of individual two-body gates as done in quan-
tum computation, resulting in a quantum circuit (Fig. 1).
Such formulation is also extremely handy for modern nu-
merical simulation methods based on the matrix product
ansatz [11]. In the many-body context a number of such
circuits has been recently found to be solvable. Some
examples are solvable random circuits [12–17], dual uni-
tary circuits [19–21], and other [22–24]. Not least, Flo-
quet formulation in terms of individual quantum gates is
also natural in certain experimental settings like ultra-
cold gases [25] or quantum computers [26].

Motivation for our study comes from recent discovery
that in certain random circuits relaxation as measured by
entanglement or out-of-time-ordered correlation (OTOC)
functions does not proceed in a simple exponential man-
ner [27–29]. Rather, relaxation proceeds in two phases,
each displaying exponential decay, but with different re-
laxation rates that changes in the thermodynamic limit
at an extensive time. While physical mechanism being
at work is not yet fully understood, more clarity was
provided by a solvable case of the staircase configura-
tion of random two-qubit gates (each gate is an indepen-
dent random unitary) [17]. Namely, the effect can be
traced back [17, 18] to non-Hermiticity of the underly-
ing Markovian average dynamics: left and right eigen-
vectors localize at the edge (a.k.a. the non-Hermitian
skin effect [30, 31]), causing exponentially growing spec-
tral expansion coefficients. On the level of e.g. purity
evolution this is then reflected in the fact that the initial
thermodynamically relevant relaxation rate is not given
by the 2nd largest eigenvalue, as one would expect, but
rather by the pseudospectrum [32]. In a nutshell, hav-
ing Markovian description with a finite spectral gap the
2nd largest eigenvalue does not necessarily determine the
correct relaxation rate. Somewhat similar observations
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FIG. 1. Circuit configurations with open boundaries stud-
ied (time increases from left to right). Frame (a) shows the
staircase (S), while (b) is the brick-wall (BW) configuration
showing a one-step Floquet propagator U(1) that is made of
the same two-qubit gate U .

of discrepancy between the spectrum and the relaxation
rate have been recently observed in other situations that
involve non-Hermitian matrices, see Refs. [33–38].

Common to all of the above situations is non-
Hermiticity, and in random circuits also the explicit ran-
domness – all gates are different and statistically inde-
pendent. An obvious question is whether the two-step
relaxation is specific to random circuits, or, can it occur
more generally? Also, is an exact non-Hermitian descrip-
tion, like in the mentioned cases, necessary for the phe-
nomenon? By studying Floquet circuits we show that
the two-step relaxation is more widespread: (i) no ran-
domness is required – evolution can be fully deterministic
and homogeneous, and (ii) no explicit non-Hermitian ma-
trices need to be involved – an effective non-Hermiticity
will come in automatically as soon as one considers e.g.
local observables, or performs a partial trace, so that the
coherence of full unitary evolution is “lost”.

Note that the main point is not that the relaxation
is not a single exponential – there are plenty of well
known situations in physics with non-exponential relax-
ation (e.g., inhomogeneous systems where one has a dis-
tribution of relaxation rates, systems where the gap closes
in the thermodynamic limit, etc.) – but rather that in
such two-step phantom relaxation the rate is not equal
to what one expects it to be (the gap). In short, re-
laxation is still exponential but with seemingly “wrong”
rate. The phenomenon is also not related to the so-called
prethermalization in which relaxation is delayed due to
high-frequency or high-strength driving, see Ref. [39] for
a review.

II. FLOQUET EVOLUTION

We are going to study relaxation of an n qubit system
under unitary Floquet evolution. The main quantity that
we shall look at will be purity I(t),

I(t) = trρ2A(t), ρA(t) = trB|ψ(t)⟩⟨ψ(t)|, (1)

|ψ(t)⟩ = U(t)|ψ(0)⟩, U(t) = U(1)t,

where the unitary propagator U(t) for an integer t is a
simple power of a single-step Floquet propagator U(1).
The Floquet propagator for one unit of time U(1) is
made out of same two-qubit gates Uk,k+1 applied to dif-
ferent neighboring qubits in either a staircase configura-
tion (abbreviated by S), see Fig. 1(a), or in a brick-wall
configuration, see Fig. 1(b). The two-qubit gate U will
have an XXZ-like form that will be specified latter. We
shall vary two types of boundary conditions, either open
boundary conditions (OBC) shown in Fig. 1, or periodic
boundary conditions (PBC) where the final nth gate in
U(1) is applied between the last and the first qubit, i.e.,
U(1)PBC = Un,1U(1)OBC. The total number of two-qubit
gates in U(t) is therefore (n − 1)t for OBC and tn for
PBC. The initial state |ψ(0)⟩ will always be a random
product state, ψ(0) =

∏n
k=1 ⊗χk, where χk are indepen-

dent random single-qubit states. Purity measures bipar-
tite entanglement and is for our separable initial states
I(0) = 1, after which it starts to decay. The smaller
the purity the larger bipartite entanglement there is in
ψ(t). We will always use a half-half bipartition where
the subsystem A consists of the 1st n/2 qubits, and B
the rest. We expect behavior to be similar also for other
more complicated bipartitions, similar to the situation in
random circuits [29].
Because our Floquet propagator U(1) will be generic

(i.e., quantum chaotic according to level spacing statis-
tics), and initial states are in no way special (e.g., eigen-
states of U(1)), the state reached after long time will
have the same properties as a typical random state. In
particular, purity will asymptotically converge towards
that of random states [40] I∞ = 2NA/(1 + N2

A), where

the subsystem size is NA = 2n/2. Because we want to
study relaxation towards long-time stationary state we
will always look at the decay of I(t) − I∞. For generic
(chaotic) evolution one would expect that after some ini-
tial transient time, whose length does not scale with n,
the decay will be exponential,

I(t)− I∞ ∼ e−rt, (2)

with a rate r that will depend in the chosen U and config-
uration, but will be constant in time and will not depend
on n in the thermodynamic limit (TDL).
Our main result will be that r in fact does change with

time. As we will see, r will change at a critical tc ∼ n
so that the rate will be equal to rI. in the first relaxation
phase, and to different rII. in the second phase. Grossly
speaking the phase II. describes relaxation when ψ(t) is
already close to being a random state, while the phase
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I. describes relaxation when ψ(t) is still far from being
random. If one takes the TDL (first taking the infinite
system size limit and only then t → ∞) the relevant re-
laxation phase is I.. In such TDL one will therefore never
observe rII.. However, simply labeling the 2nd phase as
being irrelevant would miss an important and interesting
physics. Often one is interested in dynamics (relaxation)
on time scales that are larger than linear in the system
size, i.e., beyond tc upto which only ∼ n2 gates are ap-
plied. This might in particular be the case for quantum
algorithms that require polynomial number of gates [41],
e.g., Shor’s factorization runs in ∼ n3 gates (i.e., in our
units t ∼ n2).

It is instructive to first find the maximal possible rate
at which entanglement can be produced for a given cir-
cuit configuration. From Fig. 1 we see that regardless
of configuration being S or BW there is only one gate
U per unit of time that connects subsystems A and B
(symmetric half-half bipartition) for OBC, while there
are 2 for PBC. One two-qubit gate can increase entan-
glement by at most 2 ebits [42], i.e., increase the rank
of the reduced density operator ρA by at most 4 = 22.
For this increase to be really 2 ebits (and not 1) both
qubits have to be entangled with other qubits in sub-
systems A and B, respectively. If this is not the case
the two-qubit U can increase entanglement by at most 1
ebit, i.e., increase rank of ρA by a factor of 2 = 21. As
an example, a SWAP gate acting on qubits 2 and 3 in
a separable state |00 + 11⟩A|00 + 11⟩B will increase the
rank of ρA from 1 to 4. On the other hand, if either
the 2nd qubit is factorized from the 1st, or the 3rd from
the 4th, e.g. U acting on |00 + 11⟩A|00⟩B, the rank of
ρA can increase from 1 to at most 2. This is important
for the distinction between S and BW configurations. In
the BW circuit (see Fig. 1(b)) the two qubits on which
Un/2,n/2+1 acts have already been acted on with previ-
ous gates U ; therefore the rank of ρA will increase by a
factor of 4. In the S circuits, on the other hand, qubits
in subsystem B (sites n/2 + 1, . . . n) have not yet been
touched since the last step the connecting gate Un/2,n/2+1

has been applied. Therefore, the rank of ρA will increase
only by a factor of 2. One can use this to get the maximal
rank after time t for all circuits studied. For instance, for
the S with OBC the rank is 2t, whereas for PBC where
there are two gates connecting A and B per time step
the maximal rank is 22t+1 (an extra 1 in the exponent
comes due to first Un,1 that acts on already entangled
qubits). The maximal possible rank for all circuits stud-
ied is summarized in Table I. Such rank of course holds
only until it reaches its maximal possible value, which is
2n/2 for our half-half bipartition. Except for a measure
zero of initial states (e.g., eigenstates of U(1)) this max-
imal rank is also realized in actual evolutions we study.
Entanglement would be maximal if all eigenvalues λj of
ρA would be equal, in which case one would have a min-

imal I(t) =
∑rank

j λ2j = 1/(rank). Such fastest possible
purity decay would in turn give the largest possible relax-
ation rate rI.. For instance, for the BW-OBC one has the

Configuration rank of ρA(t) fastest possible decay of I(t)

BW OBC 22t (22t−1 for n = 4k + 2) ( 1
4 )

t

BW PBC 24t (24t−1 for n = 4k + 2) ( 1
16 )

t

S OBC 2t ( 1
2 )

t

S PBC 22t+1 ( 1
4 )

t

TABLE I. Maximal rank of ρA(t) for different configurations.

maximal rank 4t and therefore the fastest possible purity
decay has e−rI.t = (1/4)t. Such maximal decay rates
are actually saturated in random circuits with XXZ-type
two-qubit gates [27].

III. DUAL-UNITARY GATES

We start with quantum circuits where the two-qubit
gate U is of the so-called dual-unitary type [19],

Uk,k+1 = VkVk+1Wk,k+1, (3)

Wk,k+1 = exp
(
−i
π

4
(σx

kσ
x
k+1 + σy

kσ
y
k+1 + azσ

z
kσ

z
k+1)

)
,

Vk = exp (−i(cosφσx
k + sinφσz

k)), φ = 0.6.

The reason to use dual-unitary gate Wk,k+1 is that in
random circuits, where Vk are random gates, such evo-
lution has been found to result in the largest change in
purity relaxation rate r [27], meaning that one could ob-
serve the two-step relaxation clearly already in smaller
systems. Because our numerics is limited to relatively
small system sizes with n ≤ 32 qubits it makes sense to
start with a setting where one expects the effect to be
large.
It is also worth mentioning that any two-qubit gate U

can be written in the canonical form [43] as Uk,k+1 =

ṼkṼk+1Wk,k+1V
′
kV

′
k+1, where the two-qubit gate W only

has XYZ-like 2-body terms,

Wk,k+1 = e−iπ4 (axσ
x
kσ

x
k+1+ayσ

y
kσ

y
k+1+azσ

z
kσ

z
k+1), (4)

parameterized by three ax, ay, az ∈ [0, 1]. Dual-unitary
choice ax = ay = 1 results in the fastest bipartite en-
tanglement generation (i.e., decay of purity) for half-half
bipartition [27] with Haar random single-qubit Vk, as
well as for non-random gates and fixed size of subsystem
A [20, 21, 44]. We will see that this carries over also to
the situation studied here, that is to half-half bipartition
and non-random gates.

In Fig. 2 we show results of numerical simulation show-
ing a single run of I(t) − I∞ (no averaging over initial
states). We can see that with increasing system size
n there is a sharp change in the decay slope around
tc ≈ n/4. For a random circuit with the same two-qubit
gateW it was found that the asymptotic slope is given by
the 2nd largest eigenvalue of the transfer matrix which
is equal to (2 − cos(πaz))/3 = 2/3 [28]. The asymp-
totic decay in the phase II. that starts after tc seems to
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FIG. 2. Purity relaxation for S-PBC configuration and a dual-
unitary XXZ gate with az = 0.5, Eq. (3). Two dashed lines
suggest behavior for t < tc = n/4 (black) and for t > tc
(brown). Dotted orange curve, visible for t > 15 between
n = 28 and n = 32 points, shows for comparison decay in the
case of a random circuit (n = 32) where Vk are independent
Haar random single qubit gates. All is for a single product
initial state.

be rather close to this random circuit result also for our
non-random Floquet system. Purity decay in the phase
I. is on the other hand for large n given by I(t) = (1/4)2,
in agreement with the maximal possible decay rate for a
given rank of ρA (Table I), and again also with the result
for random circuits (Fig.10 in Ref.[27]).

The transition time tc (for finite n it is a crossover)
between relaxation phases I. and II. is tc = n/4 and co-
incides with a time when the rank of ρA(t) becomes full,
i.e., 22tc+1 = 2n/2. Let us have a closer look at the whole
spectrum λj of eigenvalues of the reduced density matrix
ρA(t). In Fig. 3(a) we can see how the rank increases by
a factor of 4 for every unit of time, and becomes full at
tc = 8 for n = 32 qubits. We can compare the spectrum
to that of a random state. Density of eigenvalues p(λ)
is in the TDL the well known Marčenko-Pastur distribu-
tion [45],

p(x) =
1

2π

√
(4− x)/x, x = NAλ. (5)

In Fig. 3(b) we plot the eigenvalue distribution for a cou-
ple of times. We can see that the distribution becomes
close to that of random states only for t > tc, that is in
the phase II.. Before that p(λ) consists of a couple of
separated eigenvalues and a non-Marčenko-Pastur bulk
(e.g., divergence for small λ is stronger than 1/

√
λ char-

acteristic for Marčenko-Pastur). The number of eigenval-
ues separated from the bulk varies with time (and circuit
configuration used), e.g., for the shown S-PBC case there
are 3 separated λk at t = 1 and only one at t = 4 (oscil-
lations visible at the right edge of densities in Fig. 3(b)).
It is also instructive to look at the average size of k-th
largest eigenvalue (Fig. 3(a)) and compare it to those of
random states. For random states a simple result fol-
lowing from p(λ) is that [46] the average k-th largest
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FIG. 3. Eigenvalues λk of ρA for S-PBC configuration with
az = 0.5 (3). (a) Evolution of the ordered eigenvalues with
time. Brown crosses are at times t < 8 when the rank is not
yet full, dashed curves (green, blue, red) at full-rank times.
Full black curve is theoretical random state spectrum λk(∞)
(6) reached at t = ∞. (b) Eigenvalue distribution p(λ); black
full curve is the Marčenko-Pastur distribution (5). (a) is for
a single initial product state with n = 32, (b) is average over
104 initial product states with n = 20.

eigenvalue is

λk(∞) =
4

NA
cos2 φk,

(k − 1
2 )π

2NA
= φk − 1

2
sin (2φk),

(6)
where the average λk is expressed implicitly in terms of
φk, where k = 1, . . . , NA. Purity, or in general p-th order
purity I(p) = trρpA, can then be written as [47]

I(p)(t)− I(p)(∞) =
∑
k

λpk(t)− λpk(∞). (7)

In Fig. 3(a) we can see how the spectrum is approaching
the infinite time shape (6), showing together with purity
data in Fig. 2 that the II. phase (that is for n = 32 fully
in place at about t ≈ 13) coincides with the spectrum of
ρA getting very close to that of a random state.

Focusing more closely on individual eigenvalues we can
see in Fig. 4(a,b) that the change in the slope visible
in purity (Fig. 2) is reflected also in the correspond-
ing change in the behavior of individual eigenvalues. In
Fig. 4(b) we see a marked change in the logarithm of the
decay rate from a value close to 1/4 for t < tc to a value
closer to 2/3 for t > tc. Considering that in all figures so
far (except Fig. 3(b)) we were showing a single realiza-
tion (i.e., no averaging), it is clear that the same 2-phase
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k(t)− λ2
k(∞) ∼ Λt

eff . Vertical dotted black line marks

tc, while the horizontal blue line denotes the eigenvalue shown in (a). (c) Relaxation of higher order purities I(p)(t) (7).

relaxation would be observed also in higher order purities
or the logarithms of I(p) called Rény entropies. Fig. 4(c)
shows that I(p) also approach their infinite time values
I(3)(∞) = (5N2

A +1)/((N2
A +1)(N2

A +2)) and I(4)(∞) =
(14N3

A +10NA)/((N
2
A +1)(N2

A +2)(N2
A +3)) [40] in two

phases with a kink at tc ≈ n/4. What is more, it looks
that for t < tc higher order purities decay in the TDL
as simple powers, I(p) ∼ (1/4)(p−1)t. Such decay is equal
to the maximal possible decay rate of I(p) compatible
with a finite rank of ρA (Table I), and would be realized
if the spectrum would be flat, λk(t) = 1/(rank). While
the spectrum (Fig. 3(a)) is not exactly flat, it seems that
the circuit is nevertheless scrambling enough to result is
such leading order behavior in the TDL. We also note
that fluctuations of purity between different choices of
random product initial states are small. For instance, for
data in Fig. 2 one has σ(I) < I for all t ≤ n. Therefore,
unless one is interested in times longer than ≈ 4tc one
initial state is enough to observe the phenomenon, and
as a consequence all Rény entropies behave the same.
Similar independence on its order p has been obtained
in the TDL also for Rény entropies in the case of a self-
dual kicked Ising model for a bipartition with a finite size
subsystem A [20], see also Ref. [44].

So far we have shown data for the S-PBC protocol.
In Fig. 5 we show purity relaxation for other S and BW
protocols and boundary conditions. As one can see re-
laxation is in all cases rather similar to the one for a
random circuit in which all single qubit gates are inde-
pendent Haar random gates, see Ref. [27]. The transi-
tion time tc depends on the configuration and is in line
with the growth of the rank of ρA, that is tc ≈ n/8
for BW-PBC, tc ≈ n/2 for S-OBC, and tc ≈ n/4 for
BW-OBC. An interesting feature can be seen for S-
OBC where there is a discontinuous jump at tc rather
than a change in the slope, similar as in random cir-
cuits [27] with XXZ two qubit gates and S-OBC config-
uration. Such jump in S-OBC is likely specific to dual-
unitary circuits and their special propagation properties,
for instance, infinite-temperature 2-point correlations are
nonzero only on the lightcone boundary [19]. Another
specific point to S-OBC is also that for smaller az, e.g

az = 0.2 (data not shown), fluctuations would become
relevant, that is σ(I) ≈ I, already at tc.

With a rather limited range of system sizes n for which
we have data available we are not able to conclusively
demonstrate that the transition at tc is sharp in the TDL,
i.e., that the transition is discontinuous in the scaled time
t/n. However, we note that in a circuit with Haar ran-
dom single-qubit gates, where a Markovian description
allows for simulation of larger n, the transition is sharp
(see Fig.10(b) in Ref. [27]). The transition in fact ap-
pears to be sharp in the TDL in all [48] random circuits
with a fixed 2-qubit gate and Haar random single-qubit
gates [27], see also our Fig. 6 where the transition is quite
sharp already at n = 32.

Final comment we want to make in this section is
whether the transition in the spectrum of ρA at tc can be
described by any of the studied random matrix/state en-
sembles? Namely, transitions have been observed before
in specific ensembles. One case is if the evolution is given
by a random Hamiltonian [49, 50] in which case the dis-
tribution of the largest eigenvalue exhibits a transitions,
while the spectrum can be described at short times by
a Marčenko-Pastur-like bulk plus one separated eigen-
value [49]. The ensemble that can describe such behav-
ior is the correlated Wishart ensemble (the uncorrelated
Wishart ensemble describes random states). Not sur-
prisingly, in our case behavior is different; after all the
locality of our propagator U(1) and non-commutativity
of individual gates is definitely important and can not be
modeled by exp (−iHt) with random H. This is clearly
reflected also in the spectrum where the bulk is non-
random and there can be several separated eigenvalues,
not just one. Transitions have been observed also in a
finite-”temperature” random states ensemble [51], or, re-
lated, in the large deviation properties of purity distribu-
tion (e.g., distribution of purity exhibits three different
phases) [52], but they also have different properties than
our case. We also did not find a connection between tc
and a maximum in the bandwidth of the spectrum, as
observed in Ref. [53] (for some circuits the bandwidth
does exhibit a sharp maximum, for other it does not).
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FIG. 5. Purity relaxation for different protocols with the dual-unitary XXZ gate with az = 0.5 (3), all for a single product
initial condition. Protocols BW-PBC (a), S-OBC (b), and BW-OBC (c) are shown. Orange dotted curve is data for a circuit
with Haar random single qubit gates and n = 32.

IV. GENERAL GATES

In previous section we used a two-qubit U that had a
form of a kicked system (3), that is, it was a product of
single-qubit gates Vk and a two-qubit gate Wk,k+1. To
make a generic non dual unitary gate we shall simply
write the two-qubit Uk,k+1 in an exponential form,

Uk,k+1 = exp (−iH) (8)

H =
π

4
(σx

kσ
x
k+1 + σy

kσ
y
k+1 + azσ

z
kσ

z
k+1) +

+hx(σ
x
k + σx

k+1) + hz(σ
z
k + σz

k+1),

with the same hx = cosφ, hz = sinφ and φ = 0.6 as
before (3). Note that such U is not of the dual-unitary
form; writing it in the canonical form (4) the parameters
would e.g. be (ax, ay, az) ≈ (1.00, 0.90, 0.60) for az = 0.5,
and (1.00, 0.84, 0.37) for az = 0.2. The reason to still use
the “maximal” prefactor π/4 in Eq. (8) is to have fast
purity decay and therefore hopefully large effect that is
possible to clearly observe already in systems with n ≤
32. In Fig. 6 we show purity relaxation for the S circuit
with OBC and az = 0.5 as well as az = 0.2. In both cases
there is again a change in the slope at tc which in this case
scales as tc ≈ n/2, in line with the finite rank (Table I):
the transition happens at tc when the spectrum of ρA
becomes close to that of random states and I(t) would
be close to its saturation value I∞. The initial decay rate
upto tc is equal to the maximal possible rate for the OBC
staircase configuration (Table I). While for az = 0.5 the
subsequent phase II. decay is slower, at az = 0.2 it is
interestingly faster than the initial rate in the phase I.,
similar to the so-called phantom decay [17, 27] in random
circuits in which the initial decay is slower than the gap
of the Markovian transfer matrix would suggest. In Fig. 7
we show results for the BW circuit with OBC. Compared
to the dual-unitary gate in Fig. 5(c) the change in the rate
between phases I. and II. is here even larger. The decay
in the phase I. here seem to be slower than the maximal
possible one (1/4t), though it could be that the largest
n = 32 we show is still too small to fully reach the TDL.

One natural question is what is the microscopic origin
of differing relaxation rates before and after tc? Consid-
ering that ρA is not yet full rank for t < tc one could spec-
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FIG. 6. Purity relaxation in a circuit with an XXZ gate
(Eq. 8) in the S configuration with OBC (one product ini-
tial state). (a) For az = 0.5 one gets initially faster decay,
while in (b) for az = 0.2 one initially has slower decay.

ulate that the crucial difference is precisely that – a finite
rank of the reduced density matrix. Using a Coulomb gas
picture for the evolution of eigenvalues it is suggestive to
say that in the phase I. the eigenvalues “expand” into
a “vacuum” (the number of eigenvalues is smaller than
2n/2), and therefore evolve differently than in the phase
II. where all eigenvalues are already nonzero (existing
full-rank eigenvalues serve as a “bath”). However, this
can not be a full story: we illustrate that with a circuit in
which one again has the same finite rank ρA but without
strong locality of only ∼ n/2 gates acting on subsystems
A and B, and which does not have any change in the slope
at tc (blue triangles in Fig. 7). Let us write BW-OBC
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FIG. 7. BW circuit with OBC and the XXZ gate (8) with
az = 0.5. Initial faster decay in phase I. transitions at tc into
slower decay in phase II.. Blue triangles show for comparison
purity decay for a circuit that has per unit of time 4 BW layers
in subsystem A, as well as in B, and a single gate coupling A
and B.

circuit as U(1) = UBUn/2,n/2+1UA, where UA/B denotes
all the gates acting only on A, or B. Taking now a circuit
with a single-step propagator U(1) = U4

BUn/2,n/2+1U
4
A

(shown with blue triangles in Fig. 7), i.e., 4 brick-wall
layers in A and B, one has exactly the same rank of ρA
at time t as for our standard BW-OBC. However, due
to 4 layers in A dynamics there looses its strong local
character being present in the case with a single BW
layer. We can see that this causes purity to decay in the
fastest possible way as (1/4)t and seemingly without any
change in the slope. This shows that locality and non-
commutativity of gates seems to be crucial for the two-
step relaxation. The importance of non-commutativity
is nicely seen in random circuits whose average dynamics
can be described by a Markovian process and where the
important effects of non-Hermiticity come due to non-
commutativity of individual gates [17, 27]. While Hamil-
tonian dynamics requires an independent study, based on
what we learned we might speculate that the effect will
go away in the Hamiltonian limit of two-qubit gates in
which one would decrease the prefactor in gates from π/4
towards 0, i.e., replace U(1) by exp (−iH) with some local
H. We have verified though (data not shown) that the
two-step relaxation is not limited to the prefactor (time)
in two-qubit gates being exactly π/4 (for instance, using
0.7π/4 in Eq.(3) with S-PBC, or 0.8π/4 in Eq.(8) with
S-OBC, still results in a two-step relaxation).

A. OTOC functions

So far we have studied purity decay. Purity is
quadratic in U and U†, similarly as is the out-of-time-
ordered (OTOC) correlation function,

Oα(j, t) = ⟨σz
j(t)σ

α
1 σ

z
j(t)σ

α
1 ⟩, σz

j(t) = U†(t)σz
jU(t),

(9)
where the averaging is done over random product initial
states. In random circuits the two-step relaxation has

been observed also in the OTOC function decay [28]. We
shall now demonstrate that the same happens also in
non-random Floquet circuits – one can have a two-step
relaxation also in OTOCs.
In Fig. 8 we can see that the OTOC function (9) eval-

uated for σx
2 exhibits a two-step relaxation (similar result

would be obtained also for other sites, or Pauli matrices).
Upto time tc proportional to n the decay is slower, after
which it goes into faster relaxation.

V. CONCLUSION

We have shown numerically that in a number of quan-
tum circuits in which the Floquet propagator is composed
of the same nearest-neighbor gates in e.g. brick-wall or
staircase configuration relaxation of purity to its long-
time random state value proceeds in two phases. In the
first phase the rank of the reduced density matrix is defi-
cient (less than full), while in the 2nd phase in which re-
laxation proceeds with a different rate, ρA has a full rank.
The critical time between the two phase is proportional
to the number of qubits. In the 1st phase the spectrum
of ρA is still far away from that of random states, while
in the 2nd phase ρA is already close to being random.
Because the critical transition time is proportional to n
one can also say that it happens when the system realizes
it is finite. In this sense it actually looks rather natural
that there should be two different relaxation times, one
before correlations propagate to the boundary, and one
after that.

Relaxation proceeding in two steps is not limited to pu-
rity, we have observed it also in out-of-time ordered corre-
lation functions. While both quantities are quadratic in
ρ(t), the effect is likely not limited to such objects. That
this is the case can be argued based on self-averaging in
large systems, and furthermore has been explicitly shown
for higher order purities (i.e., Rény entropies). It would
be interesting to get a microscopic physical picture be-
hind the effect. To that end an appropriate statistical
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FIG. 8. OTOCs decay for the BW circuit with PBC and
XXZ gate with az = 0.4, Eq. (8). Here averaging over initial
random product states is performed (1000 for n = 18, 4 for
n = 30).
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ensemble (of not fully random) states that would exhibit
the same transition would be useful.

The results presented show that the two-step relax-
ation is not limited to just random circuits where the
average dynamics is Markovian, as observed previously.
While the effect in random circuits can be traced to an ex-

plicit non-Hermitian transfer matrix and the associated
localized eigenvectors, here no such analytical simplifica-
tion is possible, nevertheless, the effect is still present.
We would like to acknowledge support by Grants

J1-4385 and No. P1-0402 from the Slovenian Research
Agency.
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[45] V. A. Marčenko and L. A. Pastur, Distribution of eigen-
values of some sets of random matrices, Math. USSR-Sb.

1, 457 (1967).
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