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Krylov space methods provide an efficient framework for analyzing the dynamical aspects of
quantum systems, with tridiagonal matrices playing a key role. Despite their importance, the
behavior of such matrices from chaotic to integrable states, transitioning through an intermediate
phase, remains unexplored. We aim to fill this gap by considering the properties of the tridiagonal
matrix elements and the associated basis vectors for appropriate random matrix ensembles. We
utilize the Rosenzweig-Porter model as our primary example, which hosts a fractal regime in addition
to the ergodic and localized phases. We discuss the characteristics of the matrix elements and basis
vectors across the three (ergodic, fractal, and localized) regimes and introduce tools to identify
the transition points. The exact expressions of the Lanczos coefficients are provided in terms of
q-logarithmic function across the full parameter regime. The numerical results are corroborated
with analytical reasoning for certain features of the Krylov spectra. Additionally, we investigate the
Krylov state complexity within these regimes, showcasing the efficacy of our methods in pinpointing
these transitions.

Introduction: A large extent of our understanding of
quantum systems stems from the study of random ma-
trices that closely model the generators of the dynamics
of the system [1]. Pioneering conjectures by Bohigas-
Giannoni-Schmidt [2] and Berry-Tabor [3] have laid the
groundwork for understanding level statistics [4, 5], while
random matrix theories have emerged as potent models
for elucidating black hole physics [6]. Moreover, the tran-
sitions between chaotic and integrable phases in quantum
systems have been a focal point of research, with the
eigenspectrum of the Hamiltonian providing valuable in-
sights into these transitions [7–10].

This manuscript addresses phase transitions within a
prototypical random matrix ensemble, the Rosenzweig-
Porter model (RP) [11–14], employing Krylov space tech-
niques [15–17]. These techniques have gained prominence
due to their simplicity and wide applicability; see [18–33]
for the initial explorations and [17] for a detailed review
and the references therein. By transforming the Hamilto-
nian into a tridiagonal matrix, one analyzes its elements,
known as Lanczos coefficients, which comprise the Krylov
spectrum [15, 16]. Such techniques have been employed
in a few simplified cases across different phases [34–37].
The RP model is particularly intriguing as it exhibits a
spectral fractal phase, bridging the gap between ergodic
and localized phases. This complex phase structure offers
a unique opportunity to apply Krylov space methodolo-
gies. Considering the statistics of the Lanczos coefficients
and the degree of localization of the Krylov vectors, we
propose approximate Ansätze that adeptly characterizes
the behavior of the Lanczos coefficients during the transi-
tional phases. Our analytical discourse substantiates the
observed behaviors. We analyze the inverse participation

ratio (IPR) [38] of Krylov vectors to assess the degree of
localization, uncovering the IPR’s ability to differentiate
among the three distinct phases. We also investigate the
complexity associated with the spread of a Gibbs state
through these phases, identifying specific features that
sharply delineate phase boundaries.

Rosenzweig-Porter model: The Rosenzweig-Porter
(RP) model [11] is given by the N × N Hamiltonian of
the form [39]

H = A+
1

Nγ/2
B , (1)

where A is a diagonal matrix, drawn from a normal distri-
bution with zero mean and unit variance, i.e., ⟨aii⟩2 = 1,
and B is a matrix from Gaussian Orthogonal Ensem-
ble (GOE), drawn from a normal distribution with zero
mean (for both diagonal and off-diagonal elements) and

variance ⟨bii⟩2 = 1 and ⟨bij⟩2 = 1/2 for i ̸= j, respec-
tively. Here γ ≥ 0 is a parameter that effectively con-
trols the dominant behavior of A and B. It gives rise
to the corresponding delocalized or ergodic (γ ∈ [0, 1]),
fractal (γ ∈ [1, 2]), and localized (γ ∈ [2,∞)) phases,
which leave imprints on the eigenspectrum of H. In
the large N limit, one can obtain the ⟨r⟩ value statis-
tics of the mid-spectrum [40]. Specifically, one obtains
the Wigner-Dyson distribution for γ = [0, 2) while the
Poissonian distribution appears in the γ = (2,∞) limit
[41]; see Supplemental Material (SM1) [42] for further
details. On the other hand, the fractal phase is char-
acterized by the fractal dimension D, defined through
the scaling of the Inverse Participation Ratio (IPR) as
IPR =

∑
n | ⟨n|ψ⟩ |4 ∼ N−D [43]. Here |ψ⟩ is a state in

the eigenbasis and |n⟩ is a computational basis element,
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and the overlap captures the spread of the eigenstate
in the computational basis. The ergodic and localized
regime correspond to constant fractal dimensions, i.e.,
D = 1 and D = 0, respectively, while in the fractal phase,
the fractal dimension linearly decreases as D = 2− γ [8].

Tridiagonalization and Krylov Spectrum: To investi-
gate the various phases of the RP model, we employ the
Krylov spectrum of the Hamiltonian as our primary set
of tools. The Hamiltonian is transformed into a tridiag-
onal matrix on the Krylov basis through the application
of the Lanczos algorithm [44, 45]

H |Kn⟩ = bn |Kn−1⟩+ an |Kn⟩+ bn+1 |Kn+1⟩ . (2)

Here, the sets {an, bn} are referred to as the Lanczos
coefficients, and the set {|Kn⟩} constitutes the Krylov
basis, which together forms the Krylov spectrum [16];
see [17] for a detailed review. For numerical purposes, it
is often useful to consider the Hessenberg decomposition
[46], which uses the Householder reflections [47] instead
of the Lanczos algorithm. This produces identical results
for Lanczos coefficients, subject to some redefinition of
Krylov basis vectors. Curiously, the density of the states
can be well approximated from the statistics of the Lanc-
zos coefficients a(x) and b(x) where x = n/N in the large
N limit as [48–50]

ρ(E) ≈
∫ 1

0

dx
Θ(4b(x)2 − (E − a(x))2)

π
√

4b(x)2 − (E − a(x))2
. (3)

Here Θ(z) is the Heaviside theta function such that
Θ(z) = 1 for z ≥ 0 and Θ(z) = 0 for z < 0. Given
the Lanczos coefficients, the Krylov wavefunctions ψn(t)
satisfy the following differential equation:

i∂tψn(t) = bnψn−1(t) + anψn(t) + bn+1ψn+1(t) . (4)

which is identical to the Schrödinger equation in the
Krylov space governed by the Hamiltonian (1), such that
the time evolved state is expressed in the Krylov basis
|Kn⟩ in (2) with the amplitude ψn(t). The Krylov state
complexity (also known as spread complexity) is defined
by the expectation value of the Krylov operator on the
evolved state [16].

KS(t) =
∑
n

n |ψn(t)|2 . (5)

The initial state plays an important role in governing the
dynamics. In principle, one can start with any state, in-
cluding the thermofield double (TFD) state or thermal
Gibbs state, in which case the spread complexity shows
distinct behavior: early quadratic growth followed by lin-
ear growth until it reaches a peak. The presence of the
peak is crucial for chaotic systems and differs from inte-
grable systems where such a peak is absent [16, 33]. At
late times, the spread complexity saturates to a plateau,
depending on the dimension of the Hilbert space.
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FIG. 1. (Left) The Lanczos coefficients for the RP model with
N = 4096 (and 100 averaging) as a function of x = n/N ,
where n is the index of the Lanczos coefficient. The black
dashed lines are the fitted results given by (6) (top) and (8)
(bottom) at the two extremes. (Right) The behavior of the
fitting parameters u and v as functions of γ and N .

Statistics of Lanczos coefficients: In a manner akin to
the conventional eigenspectrum analysis, we focus on the
behavior of the Lanczos coefficients for the Hamiltonian
(1) throughout all phases, including the critical points of
fractal and localization transitions. Figure 1 shows the
behavior of the Lanczos coefficients in the RP model as a
function of γ. As is evident from this, there is a transition
in the behavior of the Lanczos coefficients as γ transits
from the ergodic to the localized phase. The behavior
in the ergodic phase (where the matrix is full GOE) is
known analytically [49, 51] and given by

bγ=0(x) ≡ bGOE(x) ∝
√
1− x . (6)

The symmetry of the energy in the density of states re-
quires a(x) = 0 upon the ensemble average of the Hamil-
tonian. In the localized phase γ ≳ 2, the nature of the
function is previously unknown. In this paper, we ascer-
tain that such a form is given by

bγ≳2(x) ≡ bP(x) = ξ
√
dnib(x, d) , (7)

where d = log2N and N being the matrix dimension.
Here “nib” stands for the inverse of the shifted bino-
mial function bin(x, d) = 2−d

(
d

d(1/2−x)

)
[51]. Such struc-

ture has been previously studied in the context of nuclear
spectra [51, 52], yet remains largely unknown. The in-
verse binomial is ill-defined at the origin, while away from
x ∼ 0, it can be approximated to a simpler form

bP(x) ∼
√
−ξ

2

2
lnx ⇔ ρ(E) =

1√
2πξ

e−E2/(2ξ2) , (8)

with corresponding Gaussian density of states of zero
mean and variance ξ2, obtained through (3); see SM2
[42]. We numerically adjust the factor ξ to make the an-
alytical expression (8) coincide with the value of x where
the numerical b(x) is maximum. We find excellent agree-
ment with the numerical results with ξ ≃ 1/2, shown by
the black dashed line (green region) in Fig. 1 (left).
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Given the Lanczos coefficients in two extreme limits,
we propose the following Ansatz to interpolate across the
phases in the following form:

bγ(x)
2 = p

(
1− x1−q

1− q

)
= −p lnq x , (9)

given by the q-logarithm, introduced by Tsallis [53]. It re-
duces to the usual logarithm for q → 1, i.e., in the Poisson
limit. Here, p ≡ p(γ,N) and q ≡ q(γ,N) weakly depend
on the system size N . We scale the coefficients appro-
priately to lie between zero and unity. Importantly, (9)
reduces to (6) and (8) at q → 0 and q → 1 limits, which
are proxy for the γ → 0 and γ ≳ 2 limits, respectively.
The corresponding limits of p are p ≃ 1 and p ≃ ξ2/2.
We also note that the Ansatz (9) is not unique, and an
alternate Ansatz is discussed in the SM3 [42].
Figure 1 (right) shows the dependence of γ and N on

p and q. The parameter p ≃ 1 in the ergodic regime,
while close to the ergodic to fractal transition, starts to
decrease, eventually saturating at p ≃ ξ2/2 ≃ 1/8, which
is an excellent agreement with the ξ extracted from Fig. 1
(right). Conversely, the coefficient q vanishes in the er-
godic regime and eventually saturates at unity in the
deep localized regime. The saturation values for p and q
weakly depend on N while converging to an asymptotic
value in the large N limit. This behavior signals a tran-
sition from ergodic to fractal properties close to γ = 1,
where the parameters p and q are comparable. We com-

pute the relative “goodness of fit” as ε =
√
∆p+∆q×102

min(p−1,q−1)+1

in SM2 [42]. This relative error is always < 10%, sup-
porting the Ansatz (9) as a good analytical form of the
Lanczos coefficients across the full parameter regime of γ.
Results for another quantity, the log-variance of Lanczos
coefficients, are presented in SM4 [42].

Curiously, the density of states corresponding to (9)
can be obtained by solving the integral equation (3). It
is given by the following form

ργ(E) =

√
1

4πp(1− q)

Γ
(

1
1−q

)
Γ
(
1
2 + 1

1−q

)(1− E2

4p
(1− q)

) 1+q
2(1−q)

.

(10)

In the particular case of q → 0 and q → 1 limits,
(10) reduces to the semicircle law and the Gaussian dis-
tribution (8), respectively, while (10) holds across the
full spectrum. It is normalized

∫ z

−z
ργ(E) dE = 1 with

z = 2
√
p/(1− q). Both the limits suggest the effective

variance as p, consistent with the observations in [51, 52].
Behavior in deep localized regime - analytic arguments:

A notable aspect of the RP model in its tridiagonal form
is the persistence of non-zero off-diagonal elements even
in the deeply localized regime, as evidenced by Fig. 1. At
first glance, this seems counterintuitive, especially when
considering that at high values of γ, the primary contri-
bution should theoretically arise from the diagonal ma-
trix A. Yet, our numerical findings indicate that the

off-diagonal elements remain finite and are of compara-
ble magnitude to those found in the ergodic regime, a
phenomenon we explore below.
We first examine the response of an orthogonal trans-

formation to the RP model. For a Hamiltonian charac-
terized by the distribution with ⟨Hij⟩ = 0 and ⟨H2

ij⟩ =
αδij +β(1−δij), an orthogonal transformation via a ma-

trix C keeps the expectation value unchanged ⟨H̃ij⟩ = 0

while transforming the variance to ⟨H̃2
ij⟩ = β(1 + δij) +

(α − 2β)
∑

l c
2
lic

2
lj ; see SM5 [42] for details. Here H̃ de-

notes the transformed Hamiltonian, and cij represents
the elements of C. Although this matrix can be arbi-
trary, we limit it to a special orthogonal matrix M that
executes the Householder transformation on H. The ele-
ments of M can be approximated using the distribution
of Hij [42]. The variance of the distribution of the ele-

ments of the matrix H̃ after a single orthogonal transfor-
mation is given by

⟨H̃2
ij⟩ ∼ β(δi1 + δj1) + β(1− δij)

+
3

N2
(α− 2β)(1− δij)(1− δi1) + (α− β)δij(1− δi1)

+
1

N
(α− 2β) (δi1δj1 + 2δi1 − 4δij + 2δijδi1) . (11)

These expressions result from a single step of the orthog-
onal transformation, assuming α, β ̸= 0. Cases where
α = 0 or β = 0 are considered separately. The com-
plete tridiagonalization process involves N such trans-
formations, and these expressions are applied recursively
to determine the final distribution of the Lanczos coef-
ficients. The coefficients b(x) correspond to the norm
of the off-diagonal terms H̃1j at each step. We argue
that the distribution of these off-diagonal terms is ap-
proximately Gaussian by the central limit theorem, or
the “law of large numbers”. This allows the norm to be
estimated by the mean of the Nakagami distribution [54]
with parameters N and ⟨H̃2

1j⟩.
It is, thus, evident that although β approaches zero

deep in the localized regime, the full H̃1j remains non-
zero due to the α/N contribution (with α = 1 for the
RP model). This contribution has 1/N suppression, but
this reduction is offset when calculating the norm of all
H̃1j (with ⟨H̃2

1j⟩ = β + 2
N (α − 2β)) which introduces

a
√
N factor. Consequently, the overall suppression in

the deeply localized regime is on the order of N−1/2,
persisting even at very high γ values. This accounts for
the collapse of Lanczos coefficients onto a single curve in
the deeply localized regime, as shown in Fig. 1.
Krylov IPR: To gain further insight, we address the ex-

tension of localization in Krylov space by computing the
Inverse Participation Ratio (IPR) for the Krylov sub-
space. Instead of taking the usual eigenvectors, this
amounts to considering the Krylov vectors corresponding
to an initial localized state. It is widely understood that
for quantum mechanical systems, Krylov space localiza-
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tion agrees with real space localization. The eigenvector
IPR has been extensively studied in the RP model [55].
We extend this study to the Krylov IPR and determine
the appropriate scaling that allows us to distinguish be-
tween the three phases of the RP model. We define the
Krylov IPR as the overlap between the computational
basis state and the Krylov state

IPRℓ
K(φk) ≡

N∑
n=1

|⟨n|φk⟩|2ℓ , (12)

where |φk⟩ stands for the kth concerned Krylov vector
and |n⟩ is a computational basis element. The logarithm
of the ℓ = 1 case is often known as the participation
entropy.

The Krylov state |φk⟩ can be expressed in terms of

the Hamiltonian eigenstates as |φk⟩ =
∑N

m=1 η
k
m |ψm⟩,

where |ψm⟩ is an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian H. The
coefficients ηkm satisfy a three-term recursion relation; see
SM6 [42]. Thus, IPRℓ

K can be rewritten as

IPRℓ
K(φk) =

N∑
n=1

∣∣∣ N∑
m=1

ηkms
m
n

∣∣∣2ℓ , (13)

where smn = ⟨n|ψm⟩. The usual IPR for the eigenstate
|ψk⟩ is then obtained by simply setting ηkm = 1.

The usual eigenstate IPR information is encoded in
the Krylov IPR. In SM6 [42], the overlap of Krylov vec-
tors and eigenstates is also investigated. It suggests that
this quantity can be used as an effective probe for lo-
calization and multifractality [13]. Physically, this is a
combined measure of the spread of eigenstates on the
computational basis and the spread of the Krylov vec-
tors in the eigenbasis. Note that our definition of Krylov
IPR is static and reflects the localization with respect to
the γ in comparison to the dynamic IPR defined in [56].

The detailed behavior of Krylov IPR is discussed in
the SM6 [42]. Here, we are interested in the scaling of
the IPR. The scaling is indeed much more apparent for
k = N−1 as compared to k = N/2, i.e., the middle of the
Krylov spectrum. The results are presented in Fig. 2, and
we compare them with the ℓ = 1 case in the SM6 [42].
The scaling exponents are obtained by fitting the linear
decrease IRP2

K(φN−1) ∼ N−D2 in the fractal region. The
following features are of the scaling exponent D2

D2(γ) ∼


1 γ ≤ 1 ,

2− γ 1 < γ ≤ 2 ,

0 γ > 2 .

(14)

Up to numerical and finite-size effects, it is apparent that
D2(γ) = constant > 0 for γ ≤ 1 (i.e., in the metallic
phase). In the fractal phase, D2(γ) ∼ −αγ+χ > 0 (where
α and χ are some positive constants) for 1 < γ ≤ 2 (i.e.,
in the fractal phase). Finally, we find that D2(γ) ∼ 0
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FIG. 2. (Left) Scaling of the IPR2
K for φN−1 for different

values of N as a function of γ. The scaling with system size is
nearly unaffected by γ. (Right) Scaling exponent D2 of IPR2

K

for φN−1 as a function of γ. In both cases, the exponent is
nearly constant in the ergodic regime and decreases linearly
in the fractal regime to settle at zero in the localized regime.

for γ > 2 (i.e., in the localized phase), indicating strong
localization.

The underlying reason behind the strong sensitivity of
φN−1 (or any φk close to k = N) to γ comes from the
Lanczos algorithm. Since φk is generated by the appli-
cation of Hk on the initial state followed by the sub-
traction of the contribution of φk−1 and φk−2, the effect
of the full Lanczos spectrum is encoded in the Krylov
vectors towards the end of the spectrum. For example,
by considering the overlap of all Krylov vectors with the
mid-spectrum eigenstate (63), one finds that the larger
the value of k, the more information about the Lanczos
spectrum is encoded in this overlap coefficient. Since we
have seen that the full Lanczos spectrum is sensitive to
the transition, it is desirable to utilize a Krylov vector
that encodes the full spectrum.

Spread complexity: The rate of spreading of the infor-
mation in different phases can be captured by the spread
complexity associated with the Hamiltonian (1), initial-
izing with the maximally entangled infinite-temperature
TFD state. As depicted in Fig. 3, the spread complexity
exhibits distinct behaviors across three regimes: ergodic
(purple), fractal (red), and localized (teal). Notably, pro-
nounced peaks are observable in the ergodic and fractal
regimes, contrasting their absence in the localized regime.
This disparity suggests that the emergence of peaks, and
consequently a linear slope, may be attributed to the
level-repulsion among the eigenvalues [33, 49, 57, 58].

The saturation value of spread complexity always con-
verges to a value of K̄S/N = (N−1)/(2N) ≈ 0.5 [33]. In
contrast, the peak value of spread complexity exhibits a
gradual decline as we transition into the localized regime.
In the latter case, the peak is notably absent, rendering
the peak value synonymous with the saturation value.
Analogously, the peak time of spread complexity demon-
strates a clear differentiation in growth across the three
regimes. This is marked by transitions at the critical
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FIG. 3. (Top) Spread complexity for the RP model (1) in
different regimes, initialized by a TFD state at infinite tem-
perature. (Bottom, left) The variation of the peak value of
the spread complexity, and (bottom, right) the peak time in
different phases of the Hamiltonian (1), initialized by a TFD
state at infinite temperature. The system size is N = 500,
variance σ2 = 1/N with 800 Hamiltonian realizations.

points of γ = 1 and γ = 2, highlighting the unique dy-
namics within each regime.

Conclusion and outlook: In this study, we investi-
gate the Rosenzweig-Porter (RP) model, a random ma-
trix model that exhibits extended, fractal, and localized
phases. Our exploration utilizes both static and dynamic
measures within the Krylov subspace to shed light on the
phase transitions among these three distinct states. We
present a semi-analytic expression for the Lanczos coeffi-
cients that interpolates between the three phases. We in-
troduce the Krylov Inverse Participation Ratio (IPR) and
a Krylov fractal dimension, which accurately indicate the
two critical transition points. Notably, the edge-spectrum
Krylov vectors exhibit stronger sensitivity to fractality,
in contrast to those near the center of the spectrum. Dy-
namic metrics, such as the spread complexity of Krylov
states, also reflect these transitions.

Our findings affirm that both static and dynamic
Krylov subspace probes are attuned to the transitions
from ergodicity through fractality to localization. These
probes present robust alternatives to eigenspectrum anal-
ysis. This work bridges a significant gap in the literature
on Krylov techniques, especially by providing an analytic
expression of Lanczos coefficients across the full parame-
ter regime, thereby establishing a standard for detecting
transitions from chaotic to non-chaotic states in physical
systems via Krylov methodologies.

An immediate extension of this method could be the
utilization of these probes in systems undergoing local-
ization transitions. The behavior of the density of states
(10) shares similar features in two extreme limits of the
spin-glass [59] or the double-scaled Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev
model [60]. It would be intriguing to assess how the pro-
posed Ansatz (9) compares to the tridiagonal elements
found in the transfer matrices [60] of these models with
corresponding q-Gaussian distribution [59]. Future re-
search might explore such transitions within various ma-
trix ensembles and different diagonal distributions [39].
We anticipate that the overarching characteristics will
align with our findings. These probes could also be ap-
plied to non-Hermitian extensions within the 32 symme-
try classes, particularly those lacking a fractal phase in
generic complex diagonal Hamiltonians [61]. In generic
systems, extracting the exact form of the Lanczos coeffi-
cients across the full spectrum with a known density of
states is also unknown. We sketch a general methodology
in the SM5 [42] that may benefit such endeavors.

Note added: While finishing this manuscript, we be-
came aware of an upcoming work [62] that also obtains
the same logarithmic function (8) in the Poisson limit.
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Supplemental Materials (SM): Krylov fractality and complexity in generic random
matrix ensembles

SM1: Level statistics of the RP model

The Bohigas-Giannoni-Schmidt (BGS) conjecture tells us that quantum chaotic systems are characterized by level
repulsion, which leads to Wigner-Dyson statistics [4, 5] in their eigenspectrum [2]. On the other hand, the Berry-Tabor
conjecture suggests that integrable are characterized by level crossings, leading to Poisson statistics [3]. In numerical
computations, it is often advantageous to compute the ⟨r⟩, which circumvents the unfolding procedure necessary to
obtain the level statistics. The ⟨r⟩ value is defined as the mean value of the consecutive level spacing ratio

rn =
min(si, si+1)

max(si, si+1)
, ⟨r⟩ = mean(rn) . (15)

Here sn = En+1−En denotes the consecutive level spacing. Figure 4 shows the ⟨r⟩ value with respect to γ for different
system sizes of the RP model (1). A sufficient number of realizations of individual Hamiltonian is taken. Clearly, it
does not show any transition at γ = 1, hence the short-range level statistics is blind to the transition between the
ergodic and the fractal regime. In contrast, it shows a crossover at γ = 2 which is the boundary between the fractal
and the localized regime. The inset shows the data collapse which makes the crossover more apparent at γ = 2.

◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆
◆
◆
◆

◆

◆

◆

◆

◆

◆

◆

◆

◆

◆
◆
◆
◆
◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆

▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮
▮

▮

▮

▮

▮

▮

▮

▮

▮

▮
▮
▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮ ▮

▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲
▲
▲

▲

▲

▲

▲

▲

▲

▲

▲
▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲

●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●
●
●
●

●

●

●

●
●
●
●
●
●
●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●

■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■
■

■

■

■

■

■

■

■
■
■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■

▲▲▲▲▲▲▲▲▲▲▲▲▲
▲
▲

▲

▲

▲

▲

▲
▲
▲▲▲▲▲▲▲▲▲▲▲▲

-10-5 0 5 10

0.40

0.45

0.50

◆

▮

▲

0 1 2 3 4 5

0.40

0.45

0.50

FIG. 4. (Main) The ⟨r⟩ value statistics with varying γ for the RP model for different system sizes, N = 100 (50000), N =
1000 (5000), and N = 5000 (500), where the respective number of averages are mentioned in the brackets. A clear transition is
visible at γc = 2. (Inset) The same ⟨r⟩ value statistics against (γ − γc) logN to exhibit the data collapse.

SM2: Structure of the inverse binomial function

We briefly sketch how to obtain (8) from (7). To obtain the form of the “nib” function around x ∼ 0, we let

g = nib(x, d) . (16)

This implies the inverse is the binomial function x = bin(g, d). Using, the definition of the shifted binomial [51], one
can write [51]

x = bin(g, d) = 2−d

(
d

d(1/2− g)

)
≈ e−

d
2 [(1+2g) log(1+2g)+(1−2g) log(1−2g)] ≃ e−2dg2

, (17)

where third equality is obtained by the Stirling approximation to the Binomial coefficients [63]

ln

(
n

r

)
≃ (n− r) ln

n

n− r
+ r ln

n

r
, (18)
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FIG. 5. The variation of p and q for the Anstaz (20). Compare this to Fig. 1 (right) for the Anstaz (9).

and last equality comes from the dominant contribution of the saddle point located at g = 0 in the large d limit.
Hence, inverting, we obtain

g = nib(x, d) ≃
√
− 1

2d
lnx , (19)

from which (8) follows.

SM3: Alternate ansatz for Lanczos coefficients

In the main text, we considered an Ansatz (9) for the Lanczos coefficients across the full spectrum. Here we present
another Ansatz which can also be chosen as an alternative to (9). We consider the following Ansatz :

b(x)2 = p(γ,N)(1− x)− q(γ,N) lnx , (20)

as a superposition of the two limiting cases in (6) and (8). Since the logarithmic function is ill-defined, this Ansatz
does not strictly hold at x = 0. Barring this condition, the bulk is well approximated by a numerical fit. Additionally,
the ergodic to fractal transition point is characterized by the following form

b(x)2|γ=1 = w(N)(1− x− lnx) , (21)

where the proportionality constant p = q = w(N) weakly depends on N . We fit (20) to the numerical Lanczos
coefficients and find the functions p and q. Figure 5 shows the behavior of p and q. The function p starts at unity in
the ergodic regime, followed by a decrease near γ = 1, and finally vanishes for γ ≲ 2. The function q, on the other
hand, vanishes in the fully ergodic phase and starts to increase near γ = 1 saturating at γ ∼ 2. The ergodic to fractal
transition is the approximate region where p and q become comparable.
Figure 6 shows the relative “goodness of fit” introduced in the main text for both the Ansätze. The error peaks the

maximum around γ = 1, the transition between the ergodic to the fractal regime. The numerical results, presented
in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6 corroborate the same and indicate that the ansatz (20) is reasonably accurate.

SM4: Log-variance of the Lanczos spectrum

We further investigate the Krylov spectrum to quantify the two transitions in Krylov space. The probe we consider
numerically is the log-variance of the Lanczos spectrum [21]. This gives us information about the spread of the
spectrum around its mean value and is in general understood to capture the ergodic-localized transition. We study
its behavior in the multifractal regime and see how that changes from across the two transition points. We consider
12 system sizes and study how the log-variance, defined as [21]

σb = Var

(
ln
b2j−1

b2j

)
, (22)
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FIG. 6. ((a) The goodness of fit (as % error) as a function of γ and system size N in the original ansatz. (b) The goodness of
fit (as % error) as a function of γ and system size N in the alternative ansatz.
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FIG. 7. (Left) Log-variance of the Lanczos coefficients of the RP model (1) as a function of parameter γ for different system
sizes N . (Right) The variation of the parameters a(N), n(N), and c(N) with the appropriate function of N , in the fractal and
localized phases.

as a function of the parameter γ. The results presented correspond to averaging over many realizations. It is expected
that the variance will be low in the ergodic regime and higher in the non-ergodic regimes [21]. This is observed for
the RP model and is presented in Fig. 7 (left). It is evident that σb nearly vanishes in the ergodic regime γ < 1 and
begins to grow upon ergodicity breaking for γ > 1. Naturally, the growth is slower for larger system sizes since the
effective ergodicity breaking parameter decreases with increasing system size.

It is instructive to determine the exact nature of σb as a function of γ and N . To do this, we fit our numerical
results to the following power-law Ansatz

σ̃b(γ,N) = a(N)γn(N) + c(N) . (23)

The respective parameters a, n, and c are presented in Fig. 7 (right). From the data, it is straightforward to read off
the dependence of the respective parameters on N in the two phases as follows

ln(a)Frac = −0.7485 ln(N)− 0.7853 , nFrac = 3.4910 + 8.10× 10−5 ×N , (24)

ln(a)Loc = −0.7208 ln(N) + 0.3081 , nLoc = 2.3312 + 1.90× 10−5 ×N . (25)

The functional form of c(N) is harder to determine. However, it is not as relevant to the behavior of σ̃b as a(N)
and n(N). From the fitting data, it is evident that the two phases (fractal and localized) demonstrate different
behavior. Therefore, we conclude that the behavior of the log-variance probes the ergodic, fractal, and localized
phases. However, the system-size dependence is quite strong and the difference between the fractal and localized
phases may be lost in smaller system sizes. Thus, the log-variance is a much stronger probe of the ergodic to fractal
transition (since it transforms from zero to a non-zero value) as compared to the fractal to localized transition.
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SM5: Tridiagonalizing Rosenzweig-Porter model

Here we present the details of the analytical arguments for the approximation of the tridiagonal form of the RP
model, briefly discussed in the analytical arguments. The following subsections present the steps sequentially and
at the end, we present an algorithm that can be used to determine the approximate distribution of the Lanczos
coefficients.

Orthogonal transformation

We begin by considering the following form of a Gaussian matrix

⟨Hij⟩ = 0 , ⟨H2
ij⟩ = αδij + β(1− δij) . (26)

A special case of this general Gaussian matrix corresponds to the RP model with α = 1/(2N) and β = 1/(4Nγ+1).
This type of matrix is known as a Heteroskedastic matrix, where the defining feature is different variances for different
elements. The specific heteroskedastic matrix we consider is one where all the off-diagonal elements have the same
variance, while all the diagonal elements have a different variance. For such a matrix, the action of an orthogonal
transformation C gives the following result

H̃ij = (CTHC)ij =
∑
l,k

clickjHlk . (27)

It is straightforward to see that ⟨H̃ij⟩ = 0. The variance ⟨H̃2
ij⟩ can be similarly computed to give the following result

⟨H̃2
ij⟩ = β(1 + δij) + (α− 2β)

∑
l

c2lic
2
lj . (28)

Note that the variances now depend on the exact details of the orthogonal matrix C unless α = 2β, which is the
case for random Gaussian Wigner matrices. Since in our general case this is not true, we are forced to make some
approximations. We shall approximate the magnitude of

∑
l c

2
lic

2
lj by resorting to a particular construction of C.

In order to motivate the form of C, we review the tridiagonalization procedure for usual random symmetric GOE
matrices.

Tridiagonalizing GOE matrices

To tridiagonalize a random symmetric GOE matrix HN of dimension N , we first write the matrix as follows [64]

HN =

(
a0 vT

v HN−1

)
, (29)

with Hii ∼ N (0, 2) and Hij ∼ N (0, 1). Here a0 is a diagonal element of the GOE matrix, taken from the distribution
N (0, 2). The N−1 dimensional vector v have components taken from N (0, 1). We start with the following orthogonal
matrix

O =

(
1 0TN−1

0N−1 MN−1

)
, (30)

where 0N−1 represents an N − 1 dimensional vector with all elements 0. The N − 1 dimensional matrix MN−1 is
defined in the following way

M.v = ||v||e1 , (31)

where e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0, 0)N−1 and ||v|| is the norm of the vector v. This ensures that the matrix H takes the following
form under the orthogonal transformation OTHO

OTHO =

(
a0 ||v||eT1

||v||e1 MTHN−1M

)
. (32)
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This matrix is tridiagonal in the first row and column. SinceHN−1 is a symmetric GOE matrix, it remains a symmetric
GOE matrix after the orthogonal transformationMTHN−1M . Therefore the same process can be repeated by choosing
the following orthogonal matrix

Q =

 1 0T(N−1)/2 0T(N−1)/2

0(N−1)/2 1 0TN−2

0(N−1)/2 0N−2 SN−2

 , (33)

and evaluating QTOTHOQ. This matrix is tridiagonal in the first two rows and columns.
This process is repeated N − 1 times and a full tridiagonal matrix is obtained. The distribution of the diagonal

elements remains the same as the original matrix, i.e. N (0, 2). The off-diagonal elements correspond to the norms
of the vectors that make up the rows and columns of the upper/lower-triangular parts of the matrix HN . These are
given by the Chi-distribution {χN−1, χN−2, . . . , χ1}.

Householder matrix

Our main takeaway from this calculation is the form of the matrix M . This is known as the Householder transfor-
mation, and while it takes many forms, we use the following form [64]

M = I− 2
uTu

uuT
, u = v − ||v||e1 . (34)

To utilize this, we require the probability distribution of ||v||. The norm of an L dimensional Gaussian random vector
with mean 0 and variance σ is given by

PL,σ(x) =
21−

L
2 xL−1e−

x2

2σ2

Γ
(
L
2

)
σL

. (35)

This is the Nakagami distribution f(m,Ω) with the parameters (m,Ω) = (L/2, Lσ2) [54]. For simplicity, we shall use
the following shorthand to denote the Nakagami distribution f(L/2, Lσ2)) ≡ VL(σ). We shall use this distribution,
along with the Gaussian distribution, to estimate the size of the elements of M .

The elements of the matrix M are given by the following relation (for a fixed vector v)

Mij = δij −
vivj

||v||2 − ||v||v1
+

||v||viδj1
||v||2 − ||v||v1

+
||v||vjδi1

||v||2 − ||v||v1
− ||v||2δi1δj1

||v||2 − ||v||v1
. (36)

Note that ||v|| is sourced from the Nakagami distribution f(N/2, Nσ2) while vi’s are sourced from the Gaussian
distribution N (0, σ).

Direct evaluation of the distribution of Mij is challenging, so we will resort to some approximations. The first
approximation that we shall resort to is that of large−N . This simplifies the calculations significantly. Another fact
that we shall use to our advantage is that M is an involutory matrix. This means that M is symmetric and M2 = I.
This imposes the following constraint ∑

l

m2
li = 1 , ∀ i ∈ (1, N) , (37)

which means that the norm of each row (or column) of M is equal to 1. Näively one may estimate m2
li ∼ 1/N ,

assuming that the elements of M are uniformly distributed. This assumption will turn out to not be correct in
general, however, the estimate will not be too far off.

To proceed with the calculation, we first seek to approximate the denominator of the terms in Mij . First, we note
that in the large N limit, ||v|| ≫ vi. We can then approximate the denominator by 1

||v||2
(
1+ v1

||v||
)
. This is reasonable

since exact calculations1 demonstrate that vi/||v|| scales as 1/
√
N . This simplifies the expression for Mij somewhat

Mij ≈ δij −
vivj
||v||2

+
viδj1
||v||

+
vjδi1
||v||

− δi1δj1 −
vivjv1
||v||3

+
viv1δj1
||v||2

+
vjv1δi1
||v||2

− v1δi1δj1
||v||

. (38)

1 Using the Nakagami distribution for ||v||.
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The probability distribution of terms of the form vi/||v|| can be determined exactly

P

(
x ≡ vi

||v||

)
=

(
x2 + 1

)−N
2 − 1

2

2F1

(
1
2 ,

N+1
2 ; 3

2 ;−1
) , (39)

where x ∈ (−1, 1). We determine the magnitude of the various terms in the expression Mij by approximating them
to their mean ± standard deviation. The results are listed below

vivj
||v||2

∼ ± 1√
(N − 4)(N − 2)

∼ vjv1
||v||2

,
vi
||v||

∼ ± 1√
N − 2

∼ v1
||v||

,
vivjv1
||v||3

∼ 1√
(N − 2)(N − 4)(N − 6)

,

v2i
||v||2

∼ 1√
N − 2

±

√
2(N − 1)

(N − 2)2(N − 4)
,

v2i v1
||v||3

∼ ±
√
3√

(N − 2)(N − 4)(N − 6)
,

v31
||v||3

∼ ±
√
15√

(N − 2)(N − 4)(N − 6)
.

This allows us to estimate the following form of Mij

M11 ∼ 1√
(N − 2)(N − 4)

− 1√
(N − 6)(N − 4)(N − 2)

+
1√
N − 2

, (40)

Mii ∼ 1− 1√
(N − 6)(N − 4)(N − 2)

− 1√
(N − 2)(N − 4)

, (41)

M1j ∼
1√
N − 2

− 1√
(N − 6)(N − 4)(N − 2)

, (42)

Mij ̸=1 ∼ − 1√
(N − 2)(N − 4)

− 1√
(N − 6)(N − 4)(N − 2)

. (43)

These components need not be positive, of course. We choose the overall sign of all Mij to be positive since we will
only be dealing with even powers of Mij . A quick check tells us that

∑
lM

2
li ∼ 1 to leading order, as expected. Using

this, it is straightforward to see that

N∑
l=1

M4
li = δi1ω(N) + (1− δi1) (1 + µ(N)) ,

N∑
l=1

M2
liM

2
lj = (δi1 + δj1)ν(N) + (1− δi1 − δj1)ζ(N) , (44)

where the functions ω, µ, ν, ζ are approximated to O(N−4). These are given below.

ω(N) =
4N3/2 +N3 − 12N + 16

√
N − 81

N4
, (45)

µ(N) =
1

N9/2

(
N3/2 − 5N5/2 − 4N7/2 − 4N3 − 12N2 − 28N + 65

√
N − 46

)
, (46)

ν(N) =
2N3/2 +N3 − 8N + 10

√
N − 48

N4
, (47)

ζ(N) =
11N3/2 + 3N5/2 + 4N2 + 28N + 31

√
N + 150

N9/2
. (48)

These expressions will be of interest to us since these are exactly the type of expressions that arise in (28).

Orthogonal transformation revisited

We use the estimates obtained in (44) in (28) to determine the variances of the distribution of Hij after the
orthogonal transformation. Note that the matrix M is the matrix C that we discussed around Eqn. (28).
Then, to leading order in N , we estimate the following change in variance of the elements of matrix H after a

Householder-type orthogonal transformation

⟨H̃2
ij⟩ ∼ β(1 + δij) + (α− 2β)×

{
δij (1 + µ(N) + δi1 (ω(N)− µ(N))) + (1− δij) ((δi1 + δj1) (ν(N)− ζ(N)) + ζ(N))

}
.

(49)
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It is instructive to unpack this expression term-wise

⟨H̃2
11⟩ ≡ A(α, β) ∼ 2β +

1

N
(α− 2β) , (50)

⟨H̃2
ii̸=1⟩ ≡ B(α, β) ∼ α− 4

N
(α− 2β) , (51)

⟨H̃2
1j⟩ ≡ C(α, β) ∼ β +

2

N
(α− 2β) , (52)

⟨H̃2
i̸=j ̸=1⟩ ≡ D(α, β) ∼ β +

3

N2
(α− 2β) , (53)

where we keep only the leading order term in N . This implies that starting with a matrix H(α, β) (where α and β
stand for the variances of the diagonal and off-diagonal elements), we obtain the following matrix after orthogonal
transformation 

N (0, α) N (0, β) . . . N (0, β)
N (0, β) N (0, α) . . . N (0, β)
N (0, β) N (0, β) . . . N (0, β)

...
...

. . . N (0, α)

 →


N (0, A) N (0, C) . . . N (0, C)
N (0, C) N (0, B) . . . N (0, D)
N (0, C) N (0, D) . . . N (0, D)

...
...

. . . N (0, B)

 . (54)

Note that an orthogonal Householder transformation changes the structure of the matrix. All off-diagonal elements
no longer retain the same distribution, nor do all diagonal elements.

In our calculations so far, we have made one crucial assumption: the elements of the matrix remain approximately
Gaussian distributed under the orthogonal transformation. This is justified since we are working with large matrices
and elements of an orthogonal matrix lie between [−1, 1]. Furthermore, for large−N , we invoke the central limit
theorem in the sum (27) to argue that H̃ij is approximately Gaussian distributed. Therefore, on average, we do not
expect the distribution to deviate significantly from a Gaussian distribution.

Tridiagonal Rosenzweig-Porter

We will use the machinery developed in the previous sections to determine the approximate probability distribution
of the tridiagonal matrix elements of the RP model. We recall that for this model α = 1

2N and β = 1
4Nγ+1 in terms

of the distribution (26). The orthogonal transformation used for tridiagonalization proceeds as follows(
1 0TN−1

0N−1 MT
N−1

)(
a0 vT

v HN−1

)(
1 0TN−1

0N−1 MN−1

)
=

(
a0 ||v||eT1

||v||e1 MTHN−1M

)
. (55)

Here a0 ∼ N (0, α) remains unchanged. The distribution of ||v|| is the Nakagami distribution VN−1(β). The important
part now is the distribution of MTHN−1M . From the discussion of the previous section, the resulting matrix has the
distribution described in (54). The matrix MTHN−1M can be rewritten in the following form

MTHN−1M =

(
a1 vT1
v1 HN−2

)
. (56)

Here a1 ∼ N (0, A(α, β)) and v1 ∼ N (0, C(α, β)). The diagonal components of HN−2 follow the distribution
N (0, B(α, β)) and the off-diagonal components follow N (0, D(α, β)). The action of the next orthogonal matrix,
which has the form (33), is given as

QTHNQ =


a0 ||v|| 0TN−2

||v|| a1 ||v1|| 0TN−3

0 ||v1|| a2 vT2
0TN−3 0TN−3 v2 HN−3

 , (57)

where we have further broken down the matrix STHN−2S. The next diagonal component is given by a1 ∼
N (0, A(α, β)) and the off-diagonal components are given by ||v1|| ∼ VN−2(C(α, β)).
To present this transformation more formally, we present the following atomic transformation
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OT



N (0, a) N (0, c) . . . . . . N (0, c)
N (0, c) N (0, b) . . . . . . N (0, d)
N (0, c) N (0, d) N (0, b) . . . N (0, d)
N (0, c) N (0, d) N (0, d) . . . N (0, d)

...
...

. . .
...

...
N (0, c) N (0, d) . . . . . . N (0, b)


O =



N (0, a) VL−1(c) 0 . . . 0
VL−1(c) N (0, A(b, d)) N (0, C(b, d)) . . . N (0, C(b, d))

0 N (0, C(b, d)) N (0, B(b, d)) . . . N (0, D(b, d))
0 N (0, C(b, d)) N (0, D(b, d) . . . N (0, D(b, d))
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 N (0, C(b, d)) N (0, D(b, d))
. . . N (0, B(b, d))


.

(58)

Using the prescription described in (58), one can recursively evaluate the approximate distribution of the tridiagonal
matrix elements.

The same algorithm can now be extended to non-hermitian matrices by using either one choice of M (which gives
an Arnoldi matrix representation) or two different M and M ′ (which gives a bi-orthogonal matrix representation).
The difference will arise in the distribution of the matrix elements for the two algorithms. We defer further analysis
of this algorithm, with respect to its accuracy, validity, and the extent to which it captures all the moments of the
Lanczos distribution, which can be of independent interest.

SM6: Krylov-Eigenstate Overlap

A probe related to the Krylov IPR that we investigate here is the overlap of the Krylov vectors and eigenstates.
For this, one can begin by considering the expansion of a Krylov basis vector in the eigenbasis. It immediately follows
that the coefficient ηkm must follow a three-term recurrence relation for each energy Em.

bn+1η
n+1
m = (Em − an)η

n
m − bnη

n−1
m , η−1

m = 0 . (59)

The quest is then to solve the three-term recurrence relation for an energy Em. For the systems we consider, composed

of Wigner matrices, it is known that the mean an = 0. Likewise it is also known that bn =
√

2
βN

Γ((1+(N−n)β)/2)
Γ((N−n)β/2) [49]

in the ergodic phase. We shall use these facts as approximations for the coefficients in (59)
First, we consider the simple case of Em = 0. This corresponds to the eigenstate roughly in the middle of the

spectrum.

bn+1η
n+1
m = −bnηn−1

m . (60)

Two facts emerge immediately: (1) for Em = 0, ηnm is an alternating series with only even n and (2) for Em ̸= 0, all
coefficients with odd n have to be proportional to some positive power of Em. From the expression for bn, we find
that (again, in the metallic phase) bn

bn+1
= 1− 1

N−n+1 . Therefore the recursion relation becomes

ηn+1
m = −

(
1− 1

N − n+ 1

)
ηn−1
m . (61)

This leads to the general expression for cnm for n = 2k to be

η2k+2
m = (−1)k

k∏
l=1

(
1− 1

N − 2l

)
η0m . (62)

Thus the overlap coefficients are uniquely determined in terms of the overlap of the initial vector |φ0⟩ with the E = 0
eigenstate. This also tells us that all even Krylov vectors will have a non-zero overlap with the E = 0 eigenstate,
provided the initial vector is not an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian.

In a general phase where the form of bn is not known exactly, the same conclusions will still hold. The only difference
will be that the explicit form is written more formally as

η2k+2
m = (−1)k

k∏
l=1

(
b2l+2

b2l+1

)
η0m . (63)
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FIG. 8. Behaviour of IPR2
K(φk) in the ergodic phase with γ = 0.7 (top, left), fractal phase with γ = 1.2 (top, right) and γ = 1.7

(bottom, left), and in the localized phase with γ = 2.2 (bottom, right). The points are taken close to the transition points
γ = {1, 2}.

The situation gets more complicated for Em ̸= 0. Solutions for three-term recurrence relations have been known in
the literature (see [65] and references therein). It is interesting to note that the general solution for these recurrence
relations is functions in the Heun class.

We evaluate IPR2
K(φk) for all φk for different system sizes. Figure 8 shows that the Krylov vectors most sensitive

to γ are the ones at the very end of the Krylov spectrum. This provides strong evidence for using φN−1 to extract a
scaling exponent. Therefore, we choose to study the scaling of the IPR2

K second to last Krylov vector φN−1.
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