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We show the emergence of random matrix theory (RMT) spectral correlations in the chaotic phase
of generic periodically kicked interacting quantum many-body systems by analytically calculating
spectral form factor (SFF), K(t), up to two leading orders in time, t. We explicitly consider
the presence or absence of time reversal (T ) symmetry to investigate all three Dyson’s symmetry
classes. Our derivation only assumes random phase approximation to enable ensemble average. For
T -invariant systems with T 2 = 1, we show that beyond the Thouless time t∗, the SFF takes the
form K(t) ≃ 2t− 2t2/N up to second order in time, where N is the Hilbert space dimension. This
is identical to the result from circular orthogonal ensemble of RMT. In the absence of T -symmetry,
we show that K(t) ≃ t beyond t∗, and there is no universal term in the second order, unlike the
T 2 = 1 case, in agreement with the result of circular unitary ensemble. For T -invariant systems
with T 2 = −1, we show that K(t) ≃ 2t+ 2t2/N up to two orders in time beyond t∗, in agreement
with the result of circular symplectic ensemble. In all three cases, the system-size, L, scaling of t∗

is determined by eigenvalues of a doubly stochastic matrix M. For strongly interacting fermionic
chains, M is SU(2) invariant in all three cases, leading to t∗ ∝ L2 in the presence of U(1) symmetry.
In the absence of U(1) symmetry, we find t∗ ∝ L0, due to gapped non-degenerate second-largest
eigenvalue of M or t∗ ∝ ln(L) due to gapped second-largest eigenvalue with degeneracy ∝ Lζ . Our
calculation of SFF is plausible in higher space dimensions as well, where similar system-size scalings
of t∗ can be obtained.

I. INTRODUCTION

The quantum origin of chaos is still very actively stud-
ied even after fifty years of intensive research. An epoch
in the field started with observing universal statistical
properties of the spectra of quantum systems whose clas-
sical analogs are chaotic. These spectral properties are
excellently described by random matrix theory (RMT)
[1–5], which was introduced in nuclear physics by Eu-
gene Wigner to predict the distribution of energy level
spacings of heavy nuclei [6–10]. The success of RMT in
capturing the universal spectral properties has been so re-
markable that the presence of RMT behavior in a phys-
ical system is investigated to diagnose quantum chaos.
Further advancing our understanding of quantum chaos
requires an explanation for the emergence of RMT be-
havior in physical systems.

A widely recognized and meaningful approach in this
context involves analytically identifying statistical mea-
sures for random matrices and quantum systems with
chaotic classical analogs. The results for the two cases
are expected to match, but the steps leading to such a
match would explain why such quantum systems behave
identically to random matrices. The spectral form factor
(SFF), a measure of correlation between energy levels,
is extensively studied to diagnose quantum chaos. For
time reversal (T ) invariant systems with T 2 = 1 repre-
senting Gaussian orthogonal ensembles, the SFF takes

the following form in RMT [6]:

KGOE(t) = 2t− t ln

(
1 +

2t

tH

)
= 2t− 2t2

tH
+

2t3

t2H
− ...,

(1)

where t is the time and tH is the Heisenberg time, which
is related to the Hilbert space dimension N . Berry [11],
calculated the SFF up to leading order in time using the
semiclassical periodic orbit theory, which was later ex-
tended up to second order in time by Sieber and Richter
[12, 13]. Finally, the complete derivation, up to all orders
in time, was performed by Müller et al. [14, 15]. Addi-
tionally, a rigorous explanation has been possible only for
quantum graphs [16, 17]. These studies provided valuable
information on the reasons for the effectiveness of RMT.
However, the RMT spectral statistics has also been ob-
served to emerge in quantum many-body systems with-
out classical analogs and is used to diagnose chaos in such
systems as well. Therefore, a proper explanation of the
emergence of RMT statistics in quantum many-body sys-
tems without classical analogs requires approaches that
extend beyond the semiclassical periodic orbit theory.
In recent years, the SFF has been calculated in dif-

ferent studies to understand quantum chaos in inter-
acting many-body systems and its connection to RMT
[18–38]. Some of these studies showed the emergence
of RMT SFF in quantum circuits with random unitary
gates within the limits of large local Hilbert space di-
mensions [18, 21, 25, 27, 31]. While quantum circuits are
powerful theoretical tools, the requirement of a large local
Hilbert space dimension leaves the question unanswered
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for physical systems with finite local Hilbert space dimen-
sions like interacting fermions or qubits. Other studies
involve effective field theory description [33], but a gen-
eral mechanism explaining the emergence of RMT behav-
ior for generic many-body quantum systems is still under
question. Kos et al.[19] made a significant advancement
in this direction by deriving the SFF up to two lead-
ing orders in time. They considered a one-dimensional
(1D) system of qubits with long-range interactions and a
periodically kicked magnetic field in a transverse direc-
tion. Following the random phase approximation (RPA),
they could express the leading-order contribution of SFF
in terms of a partition function of a classical 1D Ising
model (on a ring of circumference t), which can be cal-
culated via a 2 × 2 transfer matrix. It was plausible as
the transverse field does not lead to any coupling among
qubits in the driving Hamiltonian. This calculation was
further generalized for the generic driving Hamiltonian
in [26] to derive the SFF only in leading order in time.
The higher-order terms of SFF for generic many-body
quantum systems remain yet to be found. Furthermore,
the models studied in [19, 26, 30, 37] have T invariance.
From a technical point of view, it is not clear how the
formalism can be extended to systems in the absence of
T -symmetry or half-integer spin systems with T invari-
ance where T satisfies T 2 = −1. In particular, while the
number of diagrams that contribute in the first and sec-
ond order in t for T -invariant systems with T 2 = 1 and
in the absence of T -symmetry is finite, the number of
such diagrams is exponentially large in t for T -invariant
systems with T 2 = −1. Thus, one must find an alterna-
tive scheme to evaluate the SFF for T -invariant systems
with T 2 = −1. We have achieved this goal in this work,
which is one of the main highlights of this paper.

This work calculates the SFF up to two leading orders
in t for generic periodically kicked interacting many-body
quantum systems with or without T -symmetry, which al-
lows us to investigate all three Dyson’s circular ensem-
bles [9, 10]. A recent study computed the exact SFF
of non-interacting fermions with Dyson statistics [39].
Our approach involves the RPA to perform ensemble
average, which has been checked to work very well for
such systems in the presence of random onsite potentials
and long-range interactions [26, 30, 37]. We show the
emergence of universal RMT SFF for Dyson’s symmetry
classes, namely, circular orthogonal ensemble (COE) for
T 2 = 1, circular unitary ensemble (CUE) in the absence
of T -symmetry, and circular symplectic ensemble (CSE)
for T 2 = −1. The RMT predictions for the SFF of these
ensembles are

KCOE(t) = 2t− t ln

(
1 +

2t

N

)
, (2)

KCUE(t) = t, (3)

KCSE(t) = 2t− t ln
∣∣1− 2t

N
∣∣, (4)

for 0 < t < N [9, 10, 39, 40]. The SFF KCSE(t) dif-
fers from the CSE SFF in Refs. [9, 40] by a factor of

1/4 because CSE SFF in these references is defined with
an extra factor of 1/4. However, we exclude this fac-
tor in our derivation for a unified description. Our ex-
plicit derivation of SFF is crucial because it explains how
(e.g., the mechanism, nonuniversal behavior) and when
(timescales) many-body quantum systems acquire a uni-
versal RMT form. For T -invariant systems with T 2 = 1,
the leading order in t contribution to the SFF can be in-
terpreted as a return probability Pt(n) to an initial state
|n⟩ after t time steps. The diagrams contributing to the
second order in t of the SFF resemble the Sieber-Richter
pairs of semiclassical periodic orbit theory [12, 13]. Most
importantly, our results for the SFF not only give the
universal SFF at longer time but also the nonuniversal
part of SFF at short time, which goes beyond the RMT
predictions. We particularly notice that the nonuniversal
part of SFF at shorter times mainly comes from leading
order in the t contributions of the SFF. We also deter-
mine the system-size scaling of the Thouless timescales
t∗ beyond which the SFF takes the universal RMT form
in chains of spinless or spinful interacting fermions in
the presence or absence of a U(1) symmetry. We ob-
serve Pt(n) ∼ 1 when t ≪ t∗ and Pt(n) ∼ 1/N when
t ≥ t∗. While 1D long-range models require more control
to probe our predictions, checking them in higher dimen-
sions experimentally would be easier. Our calculation of
SFF is also applicable to higher space dimensions. We
specifically notice the validity of the RPA for a shorter
range of interactions with increasing coordination num-
bers that are easily feasible in higher dimensions. This
work is highly significant as it explains the emergence of
RMT behavior in generic many-body quantum systems.
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,

we present the basic models, the RPA used to perform
ensemble average, and the key technical developments
as four theorems in computing K(t). We summarize the
main findings in Sec. III. In Secs. IV-IX, we prove all the
main technical steps. In Sec. X, we derive the leading-
order SFF and the system-size scaling of t∗ for each case
of T -symmetry. In Sec. XI, we explain the second order
in time terms of the RMT SFF. In Sec. XII, we extend
our K(t) calculation to higher spatial dimensions with
an example showing identical system-size scaling of t∗ as
in lower dimension. Finally, we present our conclusion in
Sec. XIII. Further technical details are presented in five
appendices.

II. MODELS AND OBSERVABLES OF
INTEREST

The main goal of this paper is to provide an expla-
nation for the emergence of RMT behavior in generic
strongly interacting quantum systems. Thus, we study a
general class of periodically kicked systems, described by
the Hamiltonian

Ĥ(t) = Ĥ0 + τpĤ1

∑
n∈Z

δ(t− nτp), (5)
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where Z is the set of integers, δ(t) is the Dirac delta func-

tion, Ĥ0 and Ĥ1 are two non-commuting Hermitian op-
erators, and τp is the period of kicking. We set τp = 1 for

the rest of the discussion. We take Ĥ0 to be T -invariant,
and Ĥ1 with or without T -symmetry. In Tab. I, we sum-
marize the constraints imposed by these symmetries on
relevant quantities related to Ĥ0 and Ĥ1. To study the
emergence of RMT behavior in such systems we study
the SFF, which is defined as the Fourier transform of a
connected two-point correlation function of spectral den-
sity [19, 40]. For periodically driven systems, the spectral
density is defined as

ρ(ϕ) =
2π

N
N∑

n=1

δ(ϕ− ϕn), (6)

where ϕn for n = 1, ...,N are eigenphases of the Flo-
quet operator, Û . The connected two-point correlation
function of ρ(ϕ) is defined as

C(θ) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dϕ ρ(ϕ+ θ/2)ρ(ϕ− θ/2)− 1. (7)

We obtain the SFF by taking its Fourier transform:

K(t) =
N 2

2π

∫ 2π

0

dθ C(θ)e−iθt = [trÛ t][trÛ−t]−N 2δt,0.

(8)

Since K(t) is not self averaging, we perform additional
ensemble averaging denoted by ⟨...⟩ and explained later
in this section. Thus, the SFF takes the final form:

K(t) = ⟨[trÛ t][trÛ−t]⟩ − N 2δt,0. (9)

For the Hamiltonian in Eq. (5), the operator Û can be

expressed in terms of operators Ĥ0 and Ĥ1 as

Û = Te−i
∫ 1
0
dtĤ(t) = V̂ Ŵ , (10)

where T represents time ordering, V̂ = e−iĤ1 , and

Ŵ = e−iĤ0 . We choose the eigenstates of Ĥ0, denoted
by |n⟩, as the basis states to compute the SFF. Thus, the

operators Ĥ0 and Ŵ act as

Ĥ0|n⟩ = En|n⟩, (11)

Ŵ |n⟩ = e−iθn |n⟩, (12)

where the eigenvalues of Ĥ0 and the eigenphases of Ŵ
are related by θn = En mod 2π. Inserting identities∑

nτ
|nτ ⟩⟨nτ | = 1N in trÛ t and

∑
n′
τ
|n′

τ ⟩⟨n′
τ | = 1N in

trÛ−t for τ = 1, ..., t, we obtain

K(t) =
∑

n1,...,nt

∑
n′
1,...,n

′
t

⟨e−i
∑t

τ=1

(
θnτ

−θn′
τ

)

×
t∏

τ=1

Vnτ ,nτ+1
V ∗
n′
τ ,n

′
τ+1

⟩, (13)

where the trace in Eq. (9) forces periodic boundary con-
dition (PBC) in time, t+1 ≡ 1, and V denotes the matrix

representation of V̂ in the computational basis with ele-
ments Vn,n′ = ⟨n|V̂ |n′⟩. We assume that the phases θn
are independent and uniformly distributed over the inter-
val [0, 2π) apart from the case when T 2 = −1, where the
Kramers’ degeneracy leads to doubly degenerate phases,
but still, uniformly distributed. The assumption of in-
dependent and uniformly distributed phases has been
tested numerically to success in the presence of random
onsite potentials and long-range interactions in Ĥ0 for
1D lattices [19, 26, 30, 37]. We shall later discuss that
it works better in higher spatial dimensions, even for rel-
atively shorter-range interactions. Therefore, we get by
averaging over the phases:

⟨e−i
∑t

τ=1

(
θnτ

−θn′
τ

)
⟩ =

∑
π

t∏
τ=1

δθn′
τ
,π(θnτ

), (14)

where π is a permutation over t phases {θn1
, ..., θnt

}. In
general, one or more phases appear multiple times, thus,
the collection of phases, {θn1

, ..., θnt
}, forms a multiset.

If there are l distinct phases of multiplicity p1, ..., pl, sat-

isfying
∑l

i=1 pi = t, the permutations π belong to the
group St/(Sp1

× ... × Spl
), where Sx is the symmetric

group of degree x for x = t, p1, ..., pl. For T -invariant
systems with T 2 = 1 and systems without T -symmetry,
all the phases are non-degenerate, which implies that the
permutation of phases is equivalent to the permutation
of states nτ . Thus,

π(θnτ
) = θnπ(τ)

. (15)

For T -invariant systems with T 2 = −1, the phases are
doubly degenerate, e.g., θn = θT n. Thus,

π(θnτ
) = θnπ(τ)

, θT nπ(τ)
, (16)

where the subscript T nπ(τ) represents the time-reversed

state |T nπ(τ)⟩ of a state |nπ(τ)⟩. Substituting

Eqs. (14,15) in Eq. (13) gives the SFF, K1(t) and K0(t),
respectively, for COE and CUE as

K1(t) =
∑

n1,...,nt

∑
π

t∏
τ=1

Vnτ ,nτ+1
V ∗
nπ(τ),nπ(τ+1)

, (17)

K0(t) =
∑

n1,...,nt

∑
π

t∏
τ=1

Vnτ ,nτ+1
V ∗
nπ(τ),nπ(τ+1)

. (18)

We stress that while the Eqs. (17,18) seem to have iden-
tical expressions on the right-hand side, the V matrix is
symmetric in Eq. (17) and non-symmetric in Eq. (18).
Substituting Eqs. (14,16) in Eq. (13) gives the SFF,
K−1(t) for CSE:

K−1(t) =
∑

n1,...,nt

∑
π

∑
σ⃗

t∏
τ=1

Vnτ ,nτ+1
V ∗
n
(στ )

π(τ)
,n

(στ+1)

π(τ+1)

, (19)
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Basis states
under time reversal

Phases θn Ĥ1 matrix V̂ (≡ e−iĤ1) matrix

T 2 = 1 |T n⟩ = |n⟩ non-degenerate real symmetric symmetric unitary
Absence of
T -symmetry

|T n⟩ = |n⟩ non-degenerate complex Hermitian non-symmetric unitary

T 2 = −1 ⟨n|T n⟩ = 0
doubly degenerate,

θT n = θn

complex Hermitian with

⟨T n|Ĥ1|T n′⟩ = ⟨n|Ĥ1|n′⟩∗,
⟨n|Ĥ1|T n′⟩ = −⟨T n|Ĥ1|n′⟩∗,
⟨T n|Ĥ1|n′⟩ = −⟨n|Ĥ1|T n′⟩∗

non-symmetric unitary with

⟨T n|V̂ |T n′⟩ = ⟨n′|V̂ |n⟩,
⟨n|V̂ |T n′⟩ = −⟨n′|V̂ |T n⟩,
⟨T n|V̂ |n′⟩ = −⟨T n′|V̂ |n⟩

TABLE I: Constraints imposed on relevant quantities related to Ĥ0 and Ĥ1 by the presence or absence of time reversal (T )
symmetry.

where σ⃗ = (σ1, ..., σt) and στ = 0, 1 for τ = 1, ..., t such

that n
(0)
π(τ) = nπ(τ) and n

(1)
π(τ) = T nπ(τ). Since the sub-

groups of permutations π depend on the multiplicity of
different phases in the multiset {θn1

, ..., θnt
}, the sum-

mations
∑

n1,...,nt
and

∑
π in Eqs. (17), (18), and (19)

can not be performed independently. To make further
progress, it is necessary to decouple the two summations.
We introduce the following procedure to achieve this.
Step 1: We first take π ∈ St, irrespective of multiplic-
ity of phases in the multiset {θn1

, ..., θnt
}. For a multi-

set containing l distinct phases of multiplicity p1, .., pl,
this leads to each distinct permutation being considered∏l

i=1 pi! times. Therefore, all the extra appearances of
each distinct permutation must be removed. The follow-
ing step explains how this can be achieved.
Step 2: We start by fixing the minimal case of repetition,
where a phase appears twice in the multiset, θnτ1

= θnτ2
.

Each distinct permutation of such a multiset appears
twice. We remove the contributions of such extra ap-
pearances by explicitly calculating and then subtracting
their contributions as below:

K1(t) =
∑
π∈St

Xπ −
∑

π∈St/S2

X {n,n}
π + ..., (20)

K0(t) =
∑
π∈St

Yπ −
∑

π∈St/S2

Y{n,n}
π + ..., (21)

K−1(t) =
∑
π∈St

∑
σ⃗

Zπ,σ⃗ −
∑

π∈St/S2

∑
σ⃗

Z{n,n}
π,σ⃗

−
∑

π∈St/S2

∑
σ⃗

Z{n,T n}
π,σ⃗ + ..., (22)

where

Xπ =
∑
{n}

t∏
τ=1

Vnτ ,nτ+1
V ∗
nπ(τ),nπ(τ+1)

, (23)

X {n,n}
π =

∑
{n}

∑
τ1<τ2

δnτ1
,nτ2

t∏
τ=1

Vnτ ,nτ+1
V ∗
nπ(τ),nπ(τ+1)

,

(24)

Yπ =
∑
{n}

t∏
τ=1

Vnτ ,nτ+1
V ∗
nπ(τ),nπ(τ+1)

, (25)

Y{n,n}
π =

∑
{n}

∑
τ1<τ2

δnτ1
,nτ2

t∏
τ=1

Vnτ ,nτ+1
V ∗
nπ(τ),nπ(τ+1)

,

(26)

Zπ,σ⃗ =
∑
{n}

t∏
τ=1

Vnτ ,nτ+1
V ∗
n
(στ )

π(τ)
,n

(στ+1)

π(τ+1)

, (27)

Z{n,n}
π,σ⃗ =

∑
{n}

∑
τ1<τ2

δnτ1
,nτ2

t∏
τ=1

Vnτ ,nτ+1
V ∗
n
(στ )

π(τ)
,n

(στ+1)

π(τ+1)

,

(28)

Z{n,T n}
π,σ⃗ =

∑
{n}

∑
τ1<τ2

δnτ1
,T nτ2

t∏
τ=1

Vnτ ,nτ+1
V ∗
n
(στ )

π(τ)
,n

(στ+1)

π(τ+1)

,

(29)

where
∑

{n} =
∑

n1,...,nt
. The symbols Xπ and Yπ de-

note, respectively, the total contribution to SFFs K1(t)
and K0(t) of a permutation π ∈ St of all the multisets

of states {n1, ..., nt}. The symbols X {n,n}
π and Y{n,n}

π

represent, respectively, the correction for a permutation
π ∈ St/S2 of all the multisets {n1, ..., nt}, where at least
one state appears two times. These terms fix the double
counting of permutation π of such multisets in Xπ and
Yπ. However, the overcounting resulting from a higher
number of repetitions is still present and requires further
correction terms. In this paper, we restrict ourselves to
double repetitions only. Similarly, the symbol Zπ,σ⃗ de-
notes a contribution to the SFF, K−1(t), of a permu-
tation π ∈ St and configuration σ⃗ of all the multisets of
states {n1, ..., nt}. In this case, when a phase repeats two
times in {θn1

, ..., θnt
}, due to the Kramers’ degeneracy,

either a state appears two times in {n1, ..., nt} or a state
and its time-reversed state appear in {n1, ..., nt}. Thus,

there are two correction terms, denoted by Z{n,n}
π,σ⃗ and

Z{n,T n}
π,σ⃗ .
Calculating the SFF for each case of T -symmetry re-

quires a procedure to calculate Xπ, X {n,n}
π , Yπ, Y{n,n}

π ,

Zπ,σ⃗, Z{n,n}
π,σ⃗ , and Z{n,T n}

π,σ⃗ for different permutations π

and configurations σ⃗. Based on a diagrammatic repre-
sentation of π and σ⃗ (e.g., Fig. 1), we present rules to
calculate the contribution of each permutation in Sec.
IV-VI.
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1 t

τ1 τ2

(a)

1 t

τ1 τ2

(b)

FIG. 1: (a) A diagrammatic representation of a trans-
position for systems with T 2 = 1 and without T -
symmetry, where states nτ1

and nτ2
are interchanged. The

dashed blue circle represents initial configuration of states,
{n1, ..., nτ1

, ..., nτ2
, ..., nt}. The subscripts (1, ..., t) are in in-

creasing order along the counterclockwise direction on the
blue circle. The red curve represents the configuration of
states after transposition {n1, ..., nτ2

, ..., nτ1
, ..., nt}. (b) A

diagrammatic representation of a transposition for T 2 = −1
case, where states nτ1

and nτ2
are interchanged and στ1 =

στ2 = 1, στ = 0 for τ = 1, . . . , t excluding τ1, τ2. The in-
ner black dashed circle represent time reversed version of the
states on the outer circle.

We further find that, unlike the T 2 = 1 and in
the absence of T -symmetry cases, the matrix V has
a richer structure for T 2 = −1 as given in Tab. I.
More specifically, the property ⟨T n|V̂ |T n′⟩ = ⟨n′|V̂ |n⟩
immediately leads to the following theorem for such
systems:

Theorem 1: For a permutation π and a configu-
ration σ⃗ = (σ1, ..., σt), there exists another configuration
σ⃗′ = (1− σt, ..., 1− σ1), such that

Zπ,σ⃗ = ZRπ,σ⃗′ , (30)

where R is a reflection/anticyclic permutation, which
reverses the order of all states in {n1, ..., nt}. Therefore,
collectively, permutation Rπ changes the order of states
to {nπ(t), ..., nπ(1)}.

Proof : From Eq. (27), we write

Zπ,σ⃗ =
∑

n1,...,nt

t∏
τ=1

Vnτ ,nτ+1
V ∗
n
(στ )

π(τ)
,n

(στ+1)

π(τ+1)

=
∑

n1,...,nt

t∏
τ=1

Vnτ ,nτ+1
V ∗
T n

(στ+1)

π(τ+1)
,T n

(στ )

π(τ)

=
∑

n1,...,nt

t∏
τ=1

Vnτ ,nτ+1
V ∗
n
(1−στ+1)

π(τ+1)
,n

(1−στ )

π(τ)

= ZRπ,σ⃗′ . (31)

Following the rules in Sec. IV-VI, the leading-order
SFF determining the linear ramp can be easily derived

for the T 2 = 1 and without T -symmetry cases by study-
ing the t cyclic and t anticyclic variants of identity per-
mutation, I,

K
(1)
1 (t) =

t−1∑
l=0

(XClI + XRClI) , (32)

K
(1)
0 (t) =

t−1∑
l=0

(YClI + YRClI) , (33)

where the superscript (1) represents that the above
expressions only contain the leading-order SFF, and Cl

denotes cyclic permutation, whose action is defined as
nCl(τ) = nτ+l for τ = 1, ..., t. We explicitly evaluate

K
(1)
1 (t) and K

(1)
0 (t) in Sec. X. However, for the T 2 = −1

case, each permutation π has further 2t variants due to
configurations σ⃗ in Eq. (22). Therefore, a brute-force
calculation based on the rules in Sec. VI is practically
impossible. Instead, a new approach is required. Our
new approach starts with a general analysis of arbitrary
diagrams in Sec. VII, which we formulate into the
following theorem.

Theorem 2: Contributions Xπ, X {n,n}
π , Yπ, Y{n,n}

π ,

Zπ,σ⃗, Z{n,n}
π,σ⃗ , and Z{n,T n}

π,σ⃗ can be expressed as a sum of
three kinds of terms, namely, Type I, Type II, and Type
III. Type I term is 1/N µ, where µ is a non-negative
integer. This term is universal since it is independent of
Hamiltonian parameters. Type II and Type III terms
are nonuniversal because they depend on Hamiltonian
parameters. Furthermore, Type III terms decay expo-
nentially with time, while Type II terms remain finite at
long times.

Theorem 2 implies that only Type I and Type II
terms are significant in determining SFF at long time.
More specifically, when the contribution of all the
permutations is added, Type I terms must add up to
give a universal RMT form of SFF, whereas Type II
terms must cancel each other out. Type III terms only
contribute to the nonuniversal part of SFF and vanish
beyond t∗. Theorem 2 also suggests that Type III
terms are insignificant when the goal is to understand
the emergence of RMT behavior. Thus, eliminating
some Type III terms, we define reduced diagrams
(see, for example, Fig. 2) in Sec. VIII. The reduced

1
N ×

FIG. 2: A reduced diagram obtained by inserting a factor
1/N for a red arc in a diagram representing a transposition.

diagrams provide further analytical control. Performing
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a general analysis of reduced diagrams, we discovered
a meaningful pattern, which we formulated into the
following theorems. For systems with T 2 = 1 and in the
absence of T -symmetry, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 3: For each reduced diagram, there ex-
ists a diagram with minimal repetition of states that has
an identical reduced diagram.

Theorem 3 implies that for a given permutation
π, there exists a permutation π′ such that Type I and

Type II contribution of Xπ and X {n,n}
π′ (or Yπ and

Y{n,n}
π′ ) are identical as in Fig. 3.

(a) (b)

FIG. 3: Reduced diagrams of (a) and (b) are identical. The
green circles in diagram (b) indicate that the states at those
time steps are identical.

For T -invariant systems with T 2 = −1, we have the
following theorem:

Theorem 4: For each reduced diagram, there ex-
ists either a diagram with minimal repetition of states or
a diagram with two states at different time steps related
by time reversal. These diagrams also have an identical
reduced diagram.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

FIG. 4: Reduced diagrams of (a) and (c) are identical. Re-
duced diagrams of (b) and (d) are identical. The green circles
in (c) indicate that the states at those time steps are identical.
The green and white circle in (d) indicate that the states at
those time steps are related by time reversal.

Theorem 4 implies that for a given permutation π
and configuration σ⃗, there exists another permutation π′

such that Type I and Type II contribution of either Zπ,σ⃗

and Z{n,n}
π′,σ⃗ or Zπ,σ⃗ and Z{n,T n}

π′,σ⃗ are identical as in Fig. 4.
Following Theorem 3 and Theorem 4, we identify di-
agrams whose reduced diagrams are not cancelled. Such
diagrams give universal RMT form of SFF. We identify
such diagrams determining SFF up to second order in t
as shown in Sec. X-XI.
The SFF of physical chaotic systems takes the RMT

SFF form only beyond t∗. To find the system-size scaling
of t∗, we study strongly interacting fermionic chains with
or without T -symmetry in Sec. X. To study systems with
T 2 = 1 and in the absence of T -symmetry, we consider
a chain of spinless fermions described by

Ĥ0
0 =

L∑
x=1

ϵxn̂x +
∑
x<y

U0

|x− y|α n̂xn̂y, (34)

Ĥ0
1 =

∑
x<y

−Jxy ĉ
†
xĉy +∆xyc

†
xc

†
y + h.c., (35)

where the superscript 0 represents spinless fermions,
n̂x ≡ ĉ†xĉx, ĉx and ĉ†x are, respectively, fermion occupa-
tion number, annihilation, and creation operators at site
x. We take onsite energies ϵ1, ..., ϵL as Gaussian random
numbers with zero mean and finite standard deviation of
∆ϵ. The hopping amplitude, denoted by Jxy, takes real
or imaginary values according to the presence or absence
of T -symmetry. The pairing amplitude ∆xy takes only
real values.
For T -invariant systems with T 2 = −1, we take a chain

of interacting spin-1/2 fermions given as

Ĥ
1/2
0 =

L∑
x=1

ϵx (n̂x↑ + n̂x↓) +
∑
x<y

∑
σσ′

Uσσ′

xy

|x− y|α n̂xσn̂yσ′

+

L∑
x=1

Uxn̂x↑n̂x↓, (36)

Ĥ
1/2
1 =

L∑
x=1

∑
σσ′

Jσσ′ ĉ†xσ ĉx+1σ′ +∆σσ′ ĉ†xσ ĉ
†
x+1σ′ + h.c.,

(37)

where the superscript 1/2 stands for spin-1/2 fermions,
σ =↑, ↓ represent the spin state along the z-axis, n̂x↑ ≡
ĉ†x↑ĉx↑ and n̂x↓ ≡ ĉ†x↓ĉx↓ are fermion occupation number

operators at site x for spin states | ↑⟩ and | ↓⟩, respec-
tively. The operators ĉxσ and ĉ†xσ are annihilation and
creation operators of fermions at site x with spin σ. The
long-range interaction parameters Uσσ′

ij are all chosen as
Gaussian random numbers with mean U0 and standard
deviation ∆U0 to ensure phases are only doubly degener-
ate due to the Kramers’ degeneracy. The particle-particle
repulsion Ux at a site x is also chosen as Gaussian random
numbers with mean Ū and standard deviation ∆Ū . Ad-
ditionally, the annihilation operators of spin-1/2 fermions
transform under T as

T ĉx↑T −1 = −ĉx↓, T ĉx↓T −1 = ĉx↑. (38)
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Thus, Ĥ
1/2
0 and Ĥ

1/2
1 are invariant under T when U↑↑

ij =

U↓↓
ij , U

↑↓
ij = U↓↑

ij , J↓↓ = J∗
↑↑, J↑↓ = −J∗

↓↑, ∆↓↓ = ∆∗
↑↑,

and ∆↑↓ = −∆∗
↓↑. We also take PBC on real space for

all the models by imposing ĉx+L ≡ ĉx, ĉx+Lσ ≡ ĉxσ, and
replacing |x−y| by min(|x−y|, L−|x−y|) in long-range
interactions.

III. OUTLINE OF THE RESULTS

We have identified the diagrams determining the uni-
versal RMT form of SFF up to two leading orders in time
for all three Dyson’s circular ensembles [9, 10]. Different
system-size scaling of t∗ have been found in recent years
for various systems of COE and CUE classes with or
without a U(1) symmetry [19, 21, 25, 26, 30, 37, 41].
There is hardly any result on interacting many-body
quantum chaos of CSE class. We here provide a uni-
fied description of system-size scaling of t∗ for all three
Dyson’s statistics in the presence or absence of a U(1)
symmetry, which we summarize in Tab. II.

A. Leading-order SFF: Linear Ramp

The leading-order SFF is determined by the identity
permutation and its variants. For T -invariant systems
with T 2 = 1, there are t cyclic and t anticyclic permu-
tations as variants of identity permutation. All these
variants have identical contributions due to the symmet-
ric nature of the matrix V as summarized in Tab. I, and
PBC in time. Therefore, we find the leading-order SFF
for the COE class by applying the rules in Sec. IV as

K
(1)
1 (t) = 2t trMt

= 2t
(
1 + λt

1 + ...+ λt
N−1

)
. (39)

Here, M is a doubly stochastic (Markov) matrix given by
M = V •V ∗, where “•” represents the Hadamard product
defined as (A •B)i,j = Ai,jBi,j . The largest eigenvalue

(λ0) of M is one whereas other eigenvalues λ1, ..., λN−1

have magnitude less than one. The leading order in t
contributions to the SFF can be physically interpreted
using the Markov matrix as a return probability Pt(n) =
⟨n|Mt|n⟩ to an initial state |n⟩ after t time steps. Thus,

we can write K
(1)
1 (t) = 2t

∑
n Pt(n).

For systems in the absence of T -symmetry, the contri-
bution of cyclic variants differs from the anticyclic vari-
ants due to the non-symmetric nature of the matrix V .
We thus get the leading-order SFF for the CUE class by
applying the rules in Sec. V as

K
(1)
0 (t) = t

(
trMt + trM̃t

)
= t

(
1 + λt

1 + ...+ λt
N−1 + χt

0 + ...+ χt
N−1

)
,

(40)

where M̃ is a complex Hermitian matrix defined by
M̃ = V • V †. The eigenvalues of M̃, χ0, ..., χN−1, have
magnitude less than one.

For T -invariant systems with T 2 = −1, each of the
cyclic and anticyclic variant have further 2t variants cor-
responding to different configurations σ⃗ = (σ1, ..., σt).
Analyzing their reduced diagrams, we find that only di-
agrams with σ⃗ = (0, ..., 0) or σ⃗ = (1, ..., 1) have non-
vanishing contribution at long times leading to the SFF
for the CSE class at leading order in t as

K
(1)
−1 (t) = 2t

(
trMt + trM̃t

)
= 2t

(
1 + λt

1 + ...+ λt
N−1 + χt

0 + ...+ χt
N−1

)
.

(41)

The Thouless time t∗ is determined by the second-
largest eigenvalue λ1 of a doubly stochastic matrix M
for all three classes. Beyond t∗, we have K

(1)
1 ≃ 2t,

K
(1)
0 ≃ t, and K

(1)
−1 (t) ≃ 2t, which are identical to the

RMT predictions for these classes up to first order in t,
Eqs. (2-4). We find that t∗ is related to eigenvalue λ1

and its degeneracy d1 through

t∗ ≃ ln(d1) + 1

| lnλ1|
. (42)

We determine the system-size of scaling of t∗ in the pres-
ence or absence of a U(1) symmetry by studying the
Hamiltonians Eqs. (34,35) for systems with T 2 = 1 and
in the absence of T -symmetry. To study the former case,
we choose the hopping and pairing parameters as

Jxy =

{
J , if |x− y| = 1,

0, otherwise
(43)

∆xy =

{
∆, if |x− y| = 1,

0, otherwise
(44)

where J and ∆ are real valued parameters. We break T -
symmetry by adding an imaginary next-nearest-neighbor
hopping. So we consider the following parameters to in-
vestigate t∗ for systems in the absence of T -symmetry.

Jxy =


J , if |x− y| = 1,

ig, if |x− y| = 2,

0, otherwise

(45)

∆xy =


∆, if |x− y| = 1,

∆′, if |x− y| = 2,

0, otherwise

(46)

where J, g,∆ and ∆′ are real valued parameters. We ex-
plore a chain of strongly interacting spin-1/2 fermions in
Eqs. (36,37) to determine t∗ for T -invariant systems with
T 2 = −1. We obtain different system-size scaling of t∗

for various choices of parameters in all three classes as
summarized in Tab. II. While the second-largest eigen-
value λ1 of M determines when the universal RMT SFF
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Parameters (β) Symmetry λ1 in thermodynamic limit Degeneracy, d1 Thouless time, t∗

T 2 = 1

J ̸= 0,∆ = 0 [Ĥ(t), N̂ ] = 0 1− cβ/L
2 O(L0) O(L2)

J ̸= ∆ ̸= 0 [Ĥ(t), N̂ ] ̸= 0 O(L0) O(L0) O(L0)

|J | = |∆| ̸= 0 [Ĥ(t), N̂ ] ̸= 0 O(L0) O(L2) O(lnL)

J = 0,∆ ̸= 0 [Ĥ(t), N̂s] = 0 1− cβ/L
2 O(L0) O(L2)

Absence of
T -symmetry

J, g ̸= 0;∆,∆′ = 0 [Ĥ(t), N̂ ] = 0 1− cβ/L
2 O(L0) O(L2)

J, g ̸= 0;∆,∆′ ̸= 0 [Ĥ(t), N̂ ] ̸= 0 O(L0) O(L0) O(L0)

|J | = |∆|, |g| = |∆′| [Ĥ(t), N̂ ] ̸= 0 O(L0) O(L) O(lnL)

T 2 = −1
Jσσ′ ̸= 0;∆σσ′ = 0 [Ĥ(t), N̂t] = 0 1− cβ/L

2 O(L0) O(L2)

Jσσ′ ̸= 0,∆σσ′ ̸= 0 [Ĥ(t), N̂t] ̸= 0 O(L0) O(L0) O(L0)

|Jσσ′ | = |∆σσ′ | [Ĥ(t), N̂t] ̸= 0 O(L0) O(L) O(lnL)

TABLE II: System-size scaling of Thouless time (t∗) for periodically kicked strongly interacting fermionic chains of length L

with or without time reversal (T ) symmetry. The operators N̂ =
∑L

x=1 n̂x and N̂t =
∑L

x=1

∑
σ n̂xσ denote the total fermion

number for spinless and spinful model, respectively, and N̂s =
∑L

x=1(−1)xn̂x is the staggered fermion number for even L. The

presence or absence of a U(1) symmetry can be found by their commutation with the chain’s Hamiltonian Ĥ(t).

form would emerge for all three classes, the other eigen-
values of M and M̃ fix the nonuniversal behavior of the
SFF at short timescales for any physical systems. We
have shown a nice comparison between the SFF obtained
within the RPA and that from direct numerics in Fig. 28
both at short and long times for a T -invariant model with
T 2 = 1.

B. Second-order correction

The second-order term in the RMT SFF is inversely
proportional to the Hilbert space dimension N for T 2 =
±1 and such term is absent in the absence of T -
symmetry. From the Type I term for different permuta-
tions, we find that the following permutations and their
variants contribute to the second-order correction in the
SFF. These are (1) single transpositions (T ) defined as
the interchange of any two states in {n1, ..., nt}, (2) sub-
sequence reversal (S) defined as reversal of the order of
states between two-time steps, (3) identity permutation
with a state repeated twice (R) and (4) sub-sequence
reversal with a state repeated twice (SR). The last per-
mutation reverses the order of states between the two
appearances of the repeated state.

Analyzing reduced diagrams for these permutations,
we find that the reduced diagrams of T and R are ex-
actly identical for all three Dyson classes. This implies
that the Type I and Type II contributions of these permu-
tations exactly cancel each other. Similarly, the reduced
diagrams of S are canceled by the reduced diagrams of
SR. However, there are two extra SR diagrams with long
red arcs. Computing all the variants of these diagrams,
we obtain the second-order RMT correction to the SFF
for all three Dyson classes:

K
(2)
1 (t) = −2t2

N +O(λt
1), (47)

K
(2)
0 (t) = O(λt

1, χ
t
0), (48)

K
(2)
−1 (t) =

2t2

N +O(λt
1, χ

t
0). (49)

In an alternative diagrammatic representation, the extra
SR diagrams resemble the Sieber-Richter pairs of near-
miss and self-crossing orbits [12, 13]. Nevertheless, there
are specific differences in these diagrams as we are study-
ing quantum systems here on a discrete Hilbert space
compared to semiclassical periodic orbit theory on con-
tinuous phase space. We further notice that the nonuni-
versal terms at second order in t of our calculated SFF do
not contribute significantly to the short-time nonuniver-
sal behavior of SFF when we compare the SFF computed
within the RPA and that from direct numerics, Fig. 28.

IV. RULES TO CALCULATE Xπ AND X {n,n}
π

We now enumerate some rules, which can be applied to

find Xπ and X {n,n}
π for T -invariant systems with T 2 = 1.

The rules are:
(i) First draw a diagram representing a permutation π
(e.g., a sub-sequence reversal shown in Fig. 5).

a

b c

d

FIG. 5: A diagram representing a sub-sequence reversal
which reverses the order of states from τ1 to τ2. States
at time steps τ1 and τ2 are denoted by the labels b and c,
b ≡ nτ1

, c ≡ nτ2
. The other labels a and d denote states at

the corresponding time steps, a ≡ nτ1−1, d ≡ nτ2+1.

(ii) Denote a state repeated twice by green circles, “ ”,
at the corresponding time steps (e.g., Fig. 3b).
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(iii) For a red arc of length n time steps, insert a factor
as

ab

n time steps

≡
ab

n time steps

≡ (Mn)a,b. The

matrix M is symmetric due to the symmetric unitary
property of the matrix V . Thus, performing eigende-
composition of M, we obtain

(Mn)a,b =

N−1∑
i=0

λn
i M(i)

a,b, (50)

where λi are eigenvalues of M, such that λ0 = 1 ≥ |λ1| ≥
... ≥ |λN−1|, [26], and M(i) = |λi⟩⟨λi|. The state |λi⟩ is
an eigenvector of M corresponding to eigenvalue λi.
(iv) ba ≡ ba ≡ Va,b.

(v) ba ≡ ba ≡ V ∗
a,b.

(vi) Take a sum over all the matrix indices repeated twice
or more.
We derive the above rules in App. A. Applying the above
rules, we evaluate the contribution XS of a sub-sequence
reversal described in Fig. 5 as

XS =

(N−1∑
i=1

λν1
i M(i)

d,a

)N−1∑
j=0

λν2
j M(j)

b,c


× Va,bVc,dV

∗
a,cV

∗
b,d,

=

N−1∑
i,j=0

λν1
i λν2

j Qij
S , (51)

where Qij
S = M(i)

d,aM
(j)
b,cVa,bVc,dV

∗
a,cV

∗
b,d, and ν1 = t−τ2+

τ1−2 and ν2 = τ2−τ1 are the lengths of upper and lower
red arcs of Fig. 5 measured in units of the kicking period
τp.

V. RULES TO CALCULATE Yπ AND Y{n,n}
π

We here list the rules for finding Yπ and Y{n,n}
π for

systems in the absence of T -symmetry.

(i) First draw a diagram representing a permutation π
(e.g., a sub-sequence reversal shown in Fig. 5).
(ii) Represent a state repeated twice by green circles, “ ”,
at the corresponding time steps (e.g., Fig. 3b).
(iii) For a red arc of length n time steps with a counter-
clockwise arrow, insert a factor as

ab

n time steps

≡ (Mn)a,b =
∑N−1

i=0 λn
i M

(i)
a,b. The dou-

bly stochastic matrix M is non-symmetric due to the
non-symmetric nature of the matrix V , thus, M(i) =

R|λi⟩⟨λi|L, where R|λi⟩ and ⟨λi|L are the right and left
eigenvectors of M with an eigenvalue λi.
(iv) For a red arc of length n time steps with a clockwise
arrow insert

ab

n time steps

≡
(
M̃n

)
a,b

=
∑N−1

i=0 χn
i M̃

(i)
a,b. The

matrix M̃ is complex Hermitian with eigenvalues,
χ0, χ1, ..., χN−1, satisfying 1 > |χ0| ≥ |χ1| ≥ ... ≥ |χN−1|
(following the Geršgorin circle theorem as we explain in

App. B), and M̃(i) = |χi⟩⟨χi|, where |χi⟩ is an eigenvec-

tor of M̃ corresponding to eigenvalue χi.
(v) ba ≡ Va,b, ba ≡ Vb,a.

(vi) ba ≡ V ∗
a,b, ba ≡ V ∗

b,a.

(vii) Take sum over all the matrix indices, which are re-
peated twice or more.
We give a derivation of the above rules in App. C. We
can apply the above rules to evaluate the contribution
YS of a sub-sequence reversal described in Fig. 5 as

YS =

N−1∑
i,j=0

λν1
i χν2

j Qi;j
S , (52)

where Qi;j
S = M(i)

d,aM̃
(j)
b,cVa,bVc,dV

∗
a,cV

∗
b,d, and ν1, ν2 are

the same as in Sec. IV. As mentioned in the rules above,
the contribution of red arcs with counterclockwise and
clockwise arrows is different when T -symmetry is absent,
therefore, we separate their indices by a semicolon, as in
Qi;j

S .

VI. RULES TO CALCULATE Zπ,σ⃗,Z{n,n}
π,σ⃗ , AND

Z{n,T n}
π,σ⃗

We give the rules for evaluating Zπ,σ⃗,Z{n,n}
π,σ⃗ , and

Z{n,T n}
π,σ⃗ for T -invariant systems with T 2 = −1. The

rules are:

(i) Draw a dashed blue circle representing initial states
{n1, ..., nt} and a concentric dashed black circle of smaller
radius denoting the time-reversed states {T n1, ..., T nt}.
Draw next the red curve representing a permutation π
and a configuration σ⃗ (e.g., Fig. 6).
(ii) Draw green circles, “ ”, for a state repeated twice at
the corresponding time steps (e.g., Fig. 4c). Draw green
and white circles, “ ”, for two states related by T at the
corresponding time steps (e.g., Fig. 4d).
(iii) For a red arc of length n time steps with a counter-
clockwise arrow on the outer circle, insert a factor as

ab

n time steps

≡ (Mn)a,b =
∑N−1

i=0 λn
i M

(i)
a,b. The dou-

bly stochastic matrix M is non-symmetric due to the
non-symmetric nature of the matrix V , thus, M(i) =

R|λi⟩⟨λi|L, where R|λi⟩ and ⟨λi|L are respectively the
right and left eigenvectors of M corresponding to eigen-
value λi.
(iv) For a red arc of length n time steps with a clockwise
arrow on the outer circle, insert a factor as
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ab

n time steps

≡
(
M̃n

)
a,b

=
∑N−1

i=0 χn
i M̃

(i)
a,b. The

matrix M̃ is complex Hermitian with eigenvalues
χ0, ..., χN−1 satisfying 1 > |χ0| ≥ |χ1| ≥ ... ≥ |χN−1|
(again following the Geršgorin circle theorem as discussed

in App. B), and M̃(i) = |χi⟩⟨χi|, where |χi⟩ is an eigen-

vector of M̃ corresponding to eigenvalue χi.
(v) For a red arc with a clockwise arrow on the inner
circle, insert a factor as

ab

n time steps

≡ (Mn)a,b =
∑N−1

i=0 λn
i M

(i)
a,b.

(vi) For a red arc with a counterclockwise arrow on the
inner circle, insert a factor as

ab

n time steps

≡
(
M̃n

)
a,b

=
∑N−1

i=0 χn
i M̃

(i)
a,b.

(vii) a b ≡ Va,b, a b ≡ Vb,a.

(viii) a b ≡ V ∗
a,b, a b ≡ V ∗

b,a.

(ix) Take sum over all the matrix indices, which are re-
peated twice or more.
Since the matrix V is non-symmetric in the computa-
tional basis, the rules here are identical to those in Sec. V
for systems in the absence of T -symmetry except the
rules (v) and (vi), which follow naturally from the The-
orem 1. Following the above rules, the contribution ZT,σ⃗

of a transposition with configuration σ⃗ as shown in Fig. 6
can be expressed as

ZT,σ⃗ =

N−1∑
i,j=0

λν1
i χν2

j Qi;;j;
T , (53)

where

Qi;;j;
T = M(i)

f,aM̃
(j)
c,dVa,bVb,cVd,eVe,fV

∗
aeV

∗
e,T cV

∗
T d,bV

∗
b,f ,

(54)

and ν1, ν2 are the same as in Sec. IV. In general, i1, i2, i3
and i4 in the superscript of Qi1;i2;i3;i4

π represent, respec-
tively, the indices coming from red arcs with counter-
clockwise arrow on the outer circle, the indices coming
from red arcs with clockwise arrow on the outer circle,
the indices coming from red arcs with counterclockwise
arrow on the inner circle, and the indices coming from red
arcs with clockwise arrow on the inner circle. Since, Fig.
53 does not contain arcs with clockwise arrow on the in-
ner or outer circle, Qi;;j;

T contains empty slots, separated
by semicolon, for such arcs.

VII. PROOF OF THEOREM 2

We now prove the Theorem 2 in Sec. II for all three
cases of T -symmetry.

a

b

c d

e

f

FIG. 6: A diagram representing a transposition of states at
time steps τ1 and τ2 with σ⃗ = (σ1, ..., σt) such that στ = 1 for
τ ∈ [τ1+1, τ2−1] and στ = 0 for τ /∈ [τ1+1, τ2−1]. The labels
at the vertices denote states on the blue circle at those time
steps, a ≡ nτ1−1, b ≡ nτ1

, c ≡ nτ1+1, d ≡ nτ2−1, e ≡ nτ2
, f ≡

nτ2+1. The labels b and e represent the transposed states.

A. T 2 = 1

We first consider a permutation π, whose diagram con-
tains number r of red arcs of lengths ν1, ..., νr with no
repetition of states. Following the rules in Sec. IV, the
contribution to SFF can be written similar to Eq. (51)
as

Xπ =
∑
{iq}

(
r∏

q=1

λ
νq

iq

)
Qi1...ir

π , (55)

where
∑

{iq} =
∑

i1,...,ir
with iq = 0, ...,N − 1, ∀q. For a

nontrivial permutation, such as the one shown in Fig. 5,
some of the red line segments do not overlap with the
blue circle. Let δ be the total number of such red line
segments. Then, we have∑

q

νq = t− δ. (56)

In Eq. (55), the factor
(∏r

q=1 λ
νq

iq

)
determines the be-

havior of different terms at long time as |λiq | < 1 when
iq ̸= 0 and λiq = 1 when iq = 0. Thus, all the terms in
Eq. (55) can be divided into three different categories as
following.
Case 1: iq = 0,∀q. Since λ0 = 1, the right side of
Eq. (55) gives the term Q0...0

π , which is a function of
M(0), V and V ∗. Since M is a doubly stochastic ma-
trix, we have ⟨λ0| ≡ (1/

√
N )(1 . . . 1). Therefore, all

the matrix elements of M(0) are 1/N . A study of dif-
ferent permutations reveals that Q0...0

π can typically be
simplified to the form 1/N µ (check App. D), where µ
is a non-negative integer. The absence of Hamiltonian
parameters implies that this is a universal term. This is
the Type I term in the Theorem 2. If Q0...0

π can not be
simplified to a form independent of Hamiltonian param-
eters, the term is nonuniversal and considered as a Type
II term because it remains finite at long times.
Case 2: iq ̸= 0,∀q. In this case, |λiq | < 1,∀q, so∏r

q=1 λ
νq

iq
can be interpreted as a product of (t − δ) real

numbers of magnitude less than one. Thus, it decays ex-
ponentially with t. Therefore, such terms are Type III.
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Case 3: All the remaining terms involve at least one
iq′ = 0 and at least one iq′′ ̸= 0. Thus, we can divide
the set {1, ..., r} into two subsets Q1 = {q′1, ..., q′r1} and
Q2 = {q′′1 , ..., q′′r2} with r1, r2 ≥ 1 and r1 + r2 = r, such
that, iq = 0,∀q ∈ Q1 and iq ̸= 0,∀q ∈ Q2. Therefore,

r∏
q=1

λ
νq

iq
=

 ∏
q∈Q1

λ
νq

0

 ∏
q∈Q2

λ
νq

iq

 =
∏
q∈Q2

λ
νq

iq
. (57)

Since
∑r

q=1 νq = t − δ,
∑r

q=1 νq diverges with increas-

ing time. We can further write
∑r

q=1 νq =
∑

q∈Q1
νq +∑

q∈Q2
νq. Therefore,

∑
q∈Q2

νq exhibits two possible be-

haviors in the long time limit: (a) it diverges, or (b) it
remains finite. Consequently,

∏r
q=1 λ

νq

iq
falls exponen-

tially at long times for case (a), and it remains finite in
case (b). We substitute the long-time form of

∏r
q=1 λ

νq

iq

in Eq. (55) to find that the terms with case (a) behav-
ior fall exponentially with time, and the terms with case
(b) behavior diverge. Therefore, the case (a) terms are
Type III and the case (b) terms, as they depend on the
Hamiltonian parameters, are Type II.

Therefore, Xπ can be expressed as a sum of Type I,
Type II, and Type III terms in accordance with Theo-
rem 2. A similar analysis can be performed to show that

Theorem 2 is also valid for X {n,n}
π .

B. Absence of T -symmetry

We now consider a permutation π, whose diagram con-
tains r number of red arcs with counterclockwise arrows
and lengths ν1, ..., νr, and r̃ number of red arcs with
clockwise arrows and lengths ν̃1, ..., ν̃r̃. Following the
rules in Sec. V, the contribution to SFF can be written
similar to Eq. (52):

Yπ =
∑
{iq}

∑
{ĩq}

(
r∏

q=1

λ
νq

iq

)(
r̃∏

q=1

χ
ν̃q

ĩq

)

×Qi1...ir ;̃i1...̃ir̃
π , (58)

where

r∑
q=1

νq +

r̃∑
q=1

ν̃q = t− δ. (59)

Since |χi| < 1 for i = 0, ...,N − 1, |λi| < 1 for i =
1, ...,N − 1, and λ0 = 1, all the terms in Eq. (58) can be
categorized as following.
Case 1: r̃ = 0 and iq = 0,∀q. The right-hand side of
Eq. (58) gives the term Q0...0;

π . Like the T 2 = 1 case,
typically, Q0...0;

π = 1/N µ, where µ is a non-negative inte-
ger and thus it leads to a Type I term. If Q0...0;

π can not
be simplified to a form independent of the Hamiltonian
parameters, it is a Type II term.

Case 2: iq ̸= 0,∀q or r = 0. In this case, the fac-

tor
(∏r

q=1 λ
νq

iq

)(∏r̃
q=1 χ

ν̃q

ĩq

)
in Eq. (58) is a product of

(t − δ) real or complex numbers of magnitude less than
one. Therefore, the corresponding terms fall exponen-
tially with time. Such terms are Type III.
Case 3: All the remaining terms have at least one iq = 0,
and if r̃ = 0, then at least one iq ̸= 0. Therefore, the set
{1, ..., r} can be divided into two subsets Q1 = {q|iq = 0}
and Q2 = {q|iq ̸= 0}. We have

r∑
q=1

νq +

r̃∑
q=1

ν̃q =
∑
q∈Q1

νq +
∑
q∈Q2

νq +

r̃∑
q=1

ν̃q = t− δ,

(60)

and(
r∏

q=1

λ
νq

iq

)(
r̃∏

q=1

χ
ν̃q

ĩq

)
=
( ∏

q∈Q1

λ
νq

0

∏
q∈Q2

λ
νq

iq

)( r̃∏
q=1

χ
ν̃q

ĩq

)

=

 ∏
q∈Q2

λ
νq

iq

( r̃∏
q=1

χ
ν̃q

ĩq

)
. (61)

Thus,
(∏r

q=1 λ
νq

iq

)(∏r̃
q=1 χ

ν̃q

ĩq

)
can be interpreted as a

product of (
∑

q∈Q2
νq +

∑r̃
q=1 ν̃q) real or complex num-

bers of magnitude less than one. Therefore, when∑
q∈Q2

νq +
∑r̃

q=1 ν̃q diverges with time, the correspond-

ing terms in Eq. (58) decay exponentially with time.

When
∑

q∈Q2
νq +

∑r̃
q=1 ν̃q remains finite at long times,

the corresponding terms in Eq. (58) also remain finite.
Thus, this case includes both Type II and Type III terms.
The above analysis can be extended to demonstrate that

Theorem 2 is also valid for Y{n,n}
π .

C. T 2 = −1

We here take a permutation π and a configuration σ⃗,
whose diagram contains ro number of red arcs on the
outer circle with counterclockwise arrows and lengths
ν1, ..., νro , r̃o number of red arcs on the outer circle with
clockwise arrows and lengths ν̃1, ..., ν̃r̃o , ri number of red
arcs on the inner circle with counterclockwise arrows and
lengths ξ1, ..., ξri , and r̃i number of red arcs on the inner

circle with clockwise arrows and lengths ξ̃1, ..., ξ̃r̃i . Fol-
lowing the rules in Sec. VI, the contribution to SFF can
be written following Eq. (53) as

Zπ,σ⃗ =
∑
{iq}

∑
{ĩq}

∑
{jq}

∑
{j̃q}

×
(

ro∏
q=1

λ
νq

iq

)(
r̃o∏
q=1

χ
ν̃q

ĩq

)(
ri∏

q=1

χ
ξq
jq

)(
r̃i∏

q=1

λ
ξ̃q

j̃q

)

×Q
i1...iro ;̃i1...̃ir̃o ;j1...jri ;j̃1...j̃r̃i
π , (62)



12

where the sum of lengths of all the red arcs satisfy

ro∑
q=1

νq +

r̃o∑
q=1

ν̃q +

ri∑
q=1

ξq +

r̃i∑
q=1

ξ̃i = t− δ. (63)

Similar to the case without T -symmetry in Eq. (58), the
different terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (62) can be
categorized as follows:
Case 1: r̃o = 0, ri = 0, and iq = 0 and jq = 0, ∀q. The
right-hand side of Eq. (62) gives the term Q0...0;;;0...0

π .
Similar to T 2 = 1 and without T -symmetry cases, typ-
ically Q0...0;;;0...0

π = 1/N µ, where µ is a non-negative in-
teger. Therefore, this is a Type I term. If Q0...0;;;0...0

π can
not be simplified to a form independent of Hamiltonian
parameters, it is a Type II term.
Case 2: iq ̸= 0 and jq ̸= 0, ∀q or ro = r̃i = 0. The fac-

tor
(∏ro

q=1 λ
νq

iq

)(∏r̃o
q=1 χ

ν̃q

ĩq

)(∏ri
q=1 χ

ξq
jq

)(∏r̃i
q=1 λ

ξ̃q

j̃q

)
can

be interpreted as a product of (t − δ) real or complex
numbers of magnitude less than one. Therefore, the cor-
responding terms fall exponentially with time. Conse-
quently, such terms are Type III.
Case 3: All the remaining terms have at least one iq = 0

or at least one j̃q = 0, and if r̃o = ri = 0 then at least one

iq ̸= 0 or at least one j̃q ̸= 0. Therefore, the set {1, ..., ro}
can be divided into two subsets Qo,1 = {q|iq = 0} and
Qo,2 = {q|iq ̸= 0}. Similarly, the set {1, ..., r̃i} can

be divided into two subsets Qi,1 = {q|j̃q = 0} and

Qi,2 = {q|j̃q ̸= 0}. Thus, we have(
ro∏
q=1

λ
νq

iq

)(
r̃o∏
q=1

χ
ν̃q

ĩq

)(
ri∏

q=1

χ
ξq
jq

)(
r̃i∏

q=1

λ
ξ̃q

j̃q

)

=

 ∏
q∈Qo,1

λ
νq

0

∏
q∈Qo,2

λ
νq

iq

( r̃o∏
q=1

χ
ν̃q

ĩq

)(
ri∏

q=1

χ
ξq
jq

)

×

 ∏
q∈Qi,1

λ
ξ̃q
0

∏
q∈Qi,2

λ
ξ̃q

j̃q


=

 ∏
q∈Qo,2

λ
νq

iq

( r̃o∏
q=1

χ
ν̃q

ĩq

)(
ri∏

q=1

χ
ξq
jq

) ∏
q∈Qi,2

λ
ξ̃q

j̃q

 .

(64)

The right-hand side in Eq. (64) can be interpreted as a
product of t′ real or complex numbers of magnitude less
than one, where

t′ =
∑

q∈Qo,2

νq +

r̃o∑
q=1

ν̃q +

ri∑
q=1

ξq +
∑

q∈Qi,2

ξ̃q. (65)

According to Eq. (63), t′ can either diverge or remain
finite at long times, resulting in Type III and Type II
terms, respectively. Thus, Zπ,σ⃗ can be expressed as sum
of Type I, Type II, and Type III terms in accordance with
Theorem 2. A similar analysis indicates that Theorem

2 is also valid for Z{n,n}
π,σ⃗ and Z{n,T n}

π,σ⃗ .

The above analysis for all three cases of T -symmetry
provides further insights into the contribution of differ-
ent diagrams. More specifically, red arcs whose length
diverges with increasing time lead to Type III terms,
whereas red arcs whose length remains finite with in-
creasing time lead to Type II terms.

VIII. REDUCED DIAGRAMS

Computing Xπ, X {n,n}
π , Yπ, Y{n,n}

π , Zπ,σ⃗, Z{n,n}
π,σ⃗ ,

and Z{n,T n}
π,σ⃗ for all permutations using the rules in

Secs. IV, V, and VI is practically impossible. However,
Theorem 2 has shown a general pattern in each of
them. More specifically, each of them can be expressed
as a sum of a universal Type I term, and nonuniversal
Type II and Type III terms. Since Type III terms
decay exponentially with time, they don’t determine
the SFF beyond t∗. Therefore, the Type I and Type
II terms are only significant for studying emergence of
RMT behavior beyond t∗. With this motivation, we now
define a reduced diagram. In the proof of Theorem 2
in Sec. VII, Case 2 terms are all Type III in each case
of T -symmetry. A reduced diagram eliminates Case
2 terms. A precise definition of a reduced diagram is
different for T 2 = 1, in the absence of T -symmetry, and
T 2 = −1 cases. Thus, we present them explicitly for
each case.

T 2 = 1: In Eq. (55), Case 2 terms can be elim-
inated by fixing any one of iq′ = 0 while allowing
iq ∈ {0, 1, ...,N − 1} when q ̸= q′. This is dia-
grammatically equivalent to inserting a factor of

λ
νq′

0 M(0)
a,b(= 1/N ) for a red arc of length νq′ as in Fig. 7,

instead of
∑

iq′
λ
νq′

iq′
M(iq′ )

a,b as mentioned in Sec. IV.

1
N ×

FIG. 7: A diagram and the corresponding reduced diagram
obtained by inserting a factor of 1/N for the upper arc. The
reduced diagram eliminates some of the Type III terms, which
do not contribute to the SFF beyond t∗.

Absence of T -symmetry: In Eq. (58), Case 2 terms
can be eliminated by fixing any one of iq′ = 0 while
allowing iq ∈ {0, 1, ...,N − 1} when q ̸= q′. This is
diagrammatically equivalent to inserting a factor of

λ
νq′

0 M(0)
a,b(= 1/N ) for a red arc with a counterclock-

wise arrow and length νq′ as in Fig. 8, instead of∑
iq′

λ
νq′

iq′
M(iq′ )

a,b as given in Sec. V.

T 2 = −1: In Eq. (62), Case 2 terms can be elim-
inated by fixing any one of iq′ = 0 while allowing
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1
N ×

FIG. 8: A diagram and the corresponding reduced diagram
obtained by inserting a factor of 1/N for the upper arc with a
counterclockwise arrow. The lower arc has a clockwise arrow
and can not be removed to get a reduced diagram.

iq ∈ {0, 1, ...,N − 1} when q ̸= q′ or fixing any one

of j̃q′ = 0 while allowing j̃q ∈ {0, 1, ...,N − 1} when
q ̸= q′. This is diagrammatically equivalent to inserting

a factor of λ
νq′

0 M(0)
a,b(= 1/N ) for a red arc with a

counterclockwise arrow and length νq′ on the outer

circle or λ
ξ̃q′
0 M(0)

a,b(= 1/N ) for a red arc with a clockwise

arrow and length ξ̃q′ on the inner circle as shown in

Fig. 9, instead of
∑

iq′
λ
νq′

iq′
M(iq′ )

a,b and
∑

j̃q′
λ
ξ̃q′

j̃q′
M(j̃q′ )

a,b ,

respectively, as mentioned in Sec. VI.

1
N ×

FIG. 9: A diagram and a corresponding reduced diagram
obtained by inserting a factor of 1/N for the upper arc with
counterclockwise arrow on the outer circle. The lower arc is
present on the inner circle and has a clockwise arrow, there-
fore, unlike the T absent case, Fig. 8, a reduced diagram can
be obtained by removing this arc as well.

The reduced diagrams have some natural properties as
follows:
Property 1: When T 2 = 1, a diagram containing r
number of red arcs has r different reduced diagrams. In
the absence of T -symmetry, a diagram containing r num-
ber of red arcs with counterclockwise arrows has r dif-
ferent reduced diagrams. When T 2 = −1, a diagram
containing ro number of red arcs with counterclockwise
arrows on the outer circle and r̃i number of red arcs with
clockwise arrows on the inner circle has ro + r̃i different
reduced diagrams.
Property 2: If Type I term exists then each reduced di-
agram gives the same Type I term when evaluated using
the rules in Secs. IV-VI.
Property 3: A reduced diagram does not give Type II
terms if the size of each arc increases with time.

When T 2 = −1, the basis states related by time
reversal are orthogonal to each other as described in
Tab. I. This property results in the following theorem
for the corresponding reduced diagrams.

Theorem 5: For a diagram, containing a red arc
with a counterclockwise arrow on the outer circle or a
clockwise arrow on the inner circle such that the arc
makes a jump to the other circle at one end, the reduced
diagram with respect to the same arc has a vanishing
contribution.

Proof : Fig. 10a shows a portion of an arbitrary
diagram containing a red arc with a counterclockwise
arrow on the outer circle. The arc follows the outer circle
until state a, then instead of connecting the next state
b on the same circle, it connects to the time reversed
state T b on the inner circle. A reduced diagram can be
obtained by removing this arc and inserting a factor of
1/N as in Fig. 10b. Applying the rules in Sec. VI to the
blue and red line segments connected to the state a and
summing over a implies that the reduced diagram has a
vanishing contribution.

a

b T b

(a)

a

b T b
1
N × ∝ δb,T b = 0

(b)

FIG. 10: (a) Portion of an allowed diagram containing a red
arc with a counterclockwise arrow on the outer circle and a
jump to the inner circle at one end of the arc. (b) The reduced
diagram with respect to this arc has a vanishing contribution
since b and T b are orthogonal.

In the other case, when arc is on the inner circle, it can
be pushed to the outer circle by applying Theorem 1
as in Fig. 11. Following the arguments presented above,
the reduced diagram vanishes once again.

a

b T b

Theorem 1

a

b T b

FIG. 11

IX. EXACT CANCELLATION OF REDUCED
DIAGRAMS

In Eq. (20), Xπ denotes the contribution of a diagram,
where the states at different time steps are considered
different even though there is an implicit repetition of

states. However, X {n,n}
π represents the contribution of a

diagram, where we explicitly consider a state appearing
at two different time steps. We find that the two kinds of
diagrams have identical reduced diagrams. The same is
true for the other two cases of T -symmetry. Since K1(t)
in Eq. (20) is a difference between the contribution of

these two kinds of diagrams (Xπ,X {n,n}
π ), the identical

reduced diagrams cancel each other. Consequently, their
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Type I and Type II contributions also cancel. This is
a crucial detail for finding the diagrams responsible for
the universal RMT behavior. We already presented the
precise statement for cancellation of reduced diagrams as
Theorem 3 and Theorem 4 in Sec. II. In the following
subsections, we present their proofs.

A. T 2 = 1 and absence of T -symmetry

Proof of Theorem 3: In an arbitrary diagram, e.g.,
in Fig. 12, a red arc starts from a state d following the
blue circle up to another state a, and then connects to
a state c, other than the immediate next state b on the
blue circle. The rest of the red curve is irrelevant for the
proof. A reduced diagram can be obtained by removing
this arc and inserting a factor of 1/N as given in Fig. 12.
We apply the rules in Sec. IV or Sec. V to the blue and
red line segments, respectively, between the states a and
b and the states a and c, and sum over a to find

Xπ(reduced) ∝ Va,bV
∗
a,c = δb,c. (66)

Thus, the states b and c are identical in the reduced dia-
gram in Fig. 12. It suggests that an original diagram in
Fig. 13 with identical states b and c, whose contribution

is denoted by X {n,n}
π , also has a similar reduced diagram

with respect to the same arc. This diagram in the left of
Fig. 13 represents a permutation of t states, two of which
are identical.

a

b

c

d

(a)

a

b

c

d

1
N ×

(b)

FIG. 12: A diagram with only a portion of the red path
emphasizing the general structure at one end of a red arc
along with a reduced diagram. A sum over the state a implies
that the states b and c are identical in the reduced diagram.

a

b

b

d a

b

b

d

1
N ×

FIG. 13: A diagram with the states b and c of the diagram
in Fig. 12a being identical from the beginning. This diagram
also has a reduced diagram identical to that in Fig. 12b.

B. T 2 = −1

Proof of Theorem 4: In an arbitrary diagram, a red arc
with a counterclockwise arrow on the outer circle starts

from a state d following the blue path up to another
state a, and then connects to a state c on the outer circle
as in Fig. 14a or a state T c on the inner circle as in
Fig. 15a, other than the immediate next state b on the
outer circle. When state c is connected as in Fig. 14a, an
analysis similar to the proof of Theorem 3 implies that
there exists an identical diagram with the state c same as
the state b as shown in Fig. 14b. These two diagrams in
Figs. 14a,14b have identical reduced diagrams. When the
state T c is connected in the diagram in Fig. 15a, another
diagram with an identical reduced diagram has a state
and its time reversed state at two different time steps on
the outer circle as in Fig. 15b.

a

b

c

d

(a)

a

b

b

d

(b)

FIG. 14

a

b

c

d

(a)

a

b

T b

d

(b)

FIG. 15

X. LEADING-ORDER SFF: LINEAR RAMP

In all three cases of T -symmetry, the leading-order
SFF is determined by the identity permutation and its
variants.

A. T 2 = 1

For T -invariant systems with T 2 = 1, the identity per-
mutation has t cyclic and t anticyclic variants, all of
which have the same contribution due to PBC in time
and the symmetric nature of the matrix V . Therefore,

K
(1)
1 (t) =

t−1∑
l=0

XClI + XRClI = 2t XI , (67)

where the subscript I denotes the identity permutation,
which is described diagrammatically by overlapping blue
and red circles. Therefore, we find by applying the rules
in Sec. IV:

XI = trMt, (68)
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10 12 14 16
L

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0
|λ

1
|,χ

0

(a)

∆ = ∆′ = 0

|λ1|
χ0

10 12 14 16
L

0.40

0.45

0.50

0.55

0.60

|λ
1
|,χ

0

(b)

∆ = 0.4,∆′ = 0

|λ1|
χ0

FIG. 16: Second-largest eigenvalue λ1 of M and largest eigenvalue χ0 of M̃ for different system sizes L for a kicked strongly
interacting spinless fermionic chain in the absence of T -symmetry, and (a) with (∆ = ∆′ = 0) and (b) without (∆ = 0.4,∆′ = 0)
particle-number conservation. We use the Hamiltonian in Eq. (35) with parameters in Eqs. (45,46). We apply PBC in real
space, and take half filling for ∆ = ∆′ = 0. Here, J = 0.5 and g = 0.25.

which gives the leading-order SFF:

K
(1)
1 (t) = 2t trMt = 2t(1 + λt

1 + ...+ λt
N−1). (69)

Since |λi| < 1 for i = 1, ...,N − 1, we find at long times

K
(1)
1 (t) ≃ 2t, which is the COE result up to the first order

in time. We notice that all the Type III terms are expo-
nentially decaying in accordance with Theorem 2. The
last Type III term to vanish is λt

1. This term determines
t∗. We define t∗ as the solution of the equation:

d1λ
t∗

1 ≃ 1

e
, (70)

where d1 is the degeneracy of eigenvalue λ1. We find t∗

by solving Eq. (70):

t∗ ≃ ln(d1) + 1

| lnλ1|
. (71)

Following Roy and Prosen [26], we study a periodi-
cally kicked strongly interacting spinless fermion chain
in Eqs. (34,35) with the parameters in Eqs. (43,44) to
determine t∗ in the presence and absence of a U(1) sym-
metry. When ∆ = 0, the Hamiltonians in Eqs. (34,35)

commute with N̂ in Tab. II. Therefore, the model has
U(1) symmetry for ∆ = 0. Our numerical study reveals
that the matrix M is SU(2) invariant, which implies the
existence of SU(2) multiplets, with descendant states in
different particle-number sectors. The eigenvalue λ1 is
independent of the total number of particles. Therefore,
the corresponding eigenstate is a descendant state. We
can find λ1 numerically for very large system sizes L for
one-particle sector. In thermodynamic limit of L → ∞,
we have

λ1 ≃ 1− cβ
L2

, (72)

where cβ is a constant, which depends on hopping J (see
Tab. II). Substituting Eq. (72) and d1 = 2 (as our nu-
merical study reveals that λ1 is doubly degenerate) into
Eq. (71), we can find t∗ as [26, 30],

t∗ ∝ L2. (73)

We can find λ1 and d1 analytically by mapping the matrix
M to a many-body spin 1/2 Hamiltonian in the Trotter
regime of small parameters |J |, |∆| ≪ 1/τp = 1 [26, 30].

M ≃ (1− c1L)1N +

L∑
x=1

∑
ν

cνs
ν
xs

ν
x+1, (74)

where ν = 1, 2, 3, c1 = (|J |2 + |∆|2)/2, c2 = c3 =
(|J |2−|∆|2)/2, and sνx are the Pauli matrices at site x. In
the presence of U(1) symmetry when ∆ = 0, M becomes
an XXX-Heisenberg spin 1/2 chain, which gives λ1 ≃
1− 2π2J2/L2 for pseudo-momenta k = 2π/L, 2π− 2π/L
in the thermodynamic limit. Consequently, t∗ ∝ L2.
When ∆ ̸= 0, U(1) symmetry is absent and the Eq. (74)
becomes an XXZ-Heisenberg chain, which is well known
to have a gapped spectrum. Therefore, λ1 ≃ O(L0) and
d1 = 2 due to reflection symmetry. Thus, t∗ ∝ L0. The
above system-size scalings of t∗ following a similar anal-
ysis were studied in [26]. However, two other regimes
of parameters were missed in [26]. When |J | = |∆|,
the Eq. (74) becomes an Ising Hamiltonian, leading to
λ1 = 1 − 4J2 and d1 = L(L + 1)/2. Thus, we have
t∗ ∝ ln(L), which matches with the system-size scalings
of t∗ for a local kicking model studied in Kos et al. [19].
Further, for J = 0 but ∆ ̸= 0, the Eq. (74) is equivalent
to an XXZ-Heisenberg Hamiltonian with an anisotropy
parameter −1. For even L, alternating site spins of such
Hamiltonian can be rotated to transform M back to an
XXX-Heisenberg Hamiltonian, which implies t∗ ∝ L2.
In this case, the conserved charge is N̂s in Tab. II. Thus,
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the model is still U(1) symmetric, and we expect t∗ ∝ L2.
The above findings suggest that the various L-scalings of
λ1 and its degeneracy d1 lead to different L-scaling of t∗.
We here provide a unified description of such scalings.

B. Absence of T -symmetry

In this case, the contribution of t cyclic variants and t
anticyclic variants are different due to the non-symmetric
nature of the matrix V . Therefore, the leading-order SFF
is

K
(1)
0 (t) =

t−1∑
l=0

YClI + YRClI = t [YI + YRI ] . (75)

Applying the rules in Sec. V to the cyclic and anticyclic
variants of the identity permutation, we obtain

YI = trMt, (76)

YRI = trM̃t. (77)

Substituting Eqs. (76, 77) in Eq. (75), we find

K
(1)
0 (t) = t

(
trMt + trM̃t

)
= t

(
1 + λt

1 + ...+ λt
N−1 + χt

0 + ...+ χt
N−1

)
.

(78)

Beyond t∗, determined by max(λ1, χ0), the SFF takes

form K
(1)
0 (t) ≃ t, which is the CUE prediction. We next

study the Hamiltonians in Eqs. (34,35) with the parame-
ters in Eqs. (45,46) to determine t∗ for a physical model
in the absence of T -symmetry. Our numerical study with
different parameters shows that λ1 of M is larger than
the largest eigenvalue χ0 of M̃ for longer system sizes as
shown in Figs. 16a, 16b. Thus, λ1 determines t∗. When
∆ = ∆′ = 0, the Hamiltonians in Eqs. (34,35) commute

with N̂ in Tab. II indicating a U(1) symmetry of the
model. We also numerically find that the matrix M is
SU(2) invariant for arbitrary J and g, which indicates
the existence of descendant states. Our numerical study
further reveals that λ1 is independent of total number of
particles, and the corresponding eigenstate is a descen-
dant state. We numerically determine λ1 for very long
system sizes from one-particle sector. In thermodynamic
limit of L → ∞, we find

λ1 ≃ 1− cβ
L2

, (79)

where cβ is a constant and it depends on hopping J and
g. Substituting Eq. (79) and d1 = 2 (as a numerical
study shows that λ1 is doubly degenerate) in Eq. (71),
we obtain

t∗ ∝ L2. (80)

We can find an analytical expression for λ1 by map-
ping the matrix M in the Trotter regime (J , g, ∆, ∆′

≪ 1/τp = 1), to an XXZ-Heisenberg spin 1/2 Hamil-
tonian with nearest-neighbor and next-nearest-neighbor
couplings as

M ≃ (1− (c1 + c′1)L)1N +

L∑
x=1

∑
ν

cνs
ν
xs

ν
x+1 + c′νs

ν
xs

ν
x+2,

(81)

where cν are the same as in the previous sub-section and
c′1 = (|g|2 + |∆′|2)/2, and c′2 = c′3 = (|g|2 − |∆′|2)/2.
For ∆ = ∆′ = 0, Eq. (81) becomes a SU(2) symmet-
ric XXX-Heisenberg chain with nearest-neighbor and
next-nearest-neighbor couplings, which leads to λ1 ≃
1− (2π2J2 + 8π2g2)/L2 in the thermodynamic limit. It
gives t∗ ∝ L2 [25]. When |∆| = |J | and |∆′| = |g|,
Eq. (81) becomes an Ising Hamiltonian with nearest-
neighbor and next-nearest-neighbor couplings, leading to
λ1 = 1 − 4|J |2 − 4|g|2 and d1 = L. Thus, we have
t∗ ∝ lnL, which matches with the system size scalings of
t∗ for a quantum circuit model in Chan et al. [21]. When
|∆| ≠ |J | or |∆′| ≠ |g|, our numerical study in Fig. 16b
shows that λ1 is a constant as L increases, and d1 = 1,
which gives t∗ ∝ L0. Therefore, the system size scalings
of t∗ do not change for systems without T -symmetry from
those T -invariant systems with T 2 = 1. We confirm our
analytical predictions of t∗ ∝ L2 in Figs. 17a,17b and
t∗ ∝ L0 in Fig. 17c by numerically computing the SFF
directly using Eq. (9) without the RPA.

C. T 2 = −1

Following Eq. (22), the leading-order SFF can be ex-
pressed as a sum of contributions of the variants of iden-
tity permutation as follows:

K
(1)
−1 =

∑
σ⃗

t−1∑
l=0

(
ZClI,σ⃗ + ZRClI,σ⃗

)
. (82)

Similar to the systems without T -symmetry, the matrix
V is also non-symmetric for T -invariant systems with
T 2 = −1. Further, due to PBC in time, the t cyclic
variants for each σ⃗ give identical contributions. Similarly,
the t anticyclic variants for each σ⃗ also give identical
contributions but differ from the cyclic variants due to
the non-symmetric nature of the matrix V . Therefore,

K
(1)
−1 = t

∑
σ⃗

(ZI,σ⃗ + ZRI,σ⃗) . (83)

To find which diagrams determine the leading-order SFF,
we consider the diagram of an arbitrary variant as shown
in Fig. 18. We notice that the diagram contains red arcs
on the inner or outer circle connected via jumps between
the two circles. Theorem 5 implies that all the reduced
diagrams of such variants have vanishing contributions.
Therefore, such diagrams do not contribute to the SFF in
the ergodic phase. Theorem 5 also implies that Type I
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FIG. 17: Spectral form factor K(t) for different system sizes L calculated numerically using Eq. (9) for a kicked strongly
interacting spinless fermionic chain in the absence of T -symmetry, and (a), (b) with (∆ = ∆′ = 0) and (c) without (∆ =
0.4,∆′ = 0) particle-number conservation. We use the Hamiltonians in Eqs. (34,35) with parameters in Eqs. (45,46). Here,
∆ϵ = 1, U0 = 15, α = 1.5, J = 0.5, g = 0.25. We apply PBC in real space, and take half filling N/L = 1/2 for ∆ = ∆′ = 0. In
(b), we show the data collapse in scaled time t/L2. An averaging over 400 realizations of disorder is performed in each case.

contribution can only come from diagrams with no jump
to the inner or outer circle as shown in Figs. 19a and
19b, which correspond to σ⃗ = (0, ..., 0) and σ⃗ = (1, ..., 1),
respectively. Thus, the leading-order SFF is

FIG. 18

(a) (b)

FIG. 19

K
(1)
−1 (t) = t

[
ZI,(0,...,0) + ZRI,(0,...,0) + ZI,(1,...,1)

+ ZRI,(1,...,1)

]
. (84)

Applying the rules in Sec. VI, we obtain

ZI,(0,...,0) = ZRI,(1,...,1) = trMt, (85)

ZRI,(0,...,0) = ZI,(1,...,1) = trM̃t. (86)

Substituting Eqs. (85,86) in Eq. (84), we find

K
(1)
−1 (t) = 2t

(
trMt + trM̃t

)

= 2t
(
1 + λt

1 + ...+ λt
N−1 + χt

0 + ...+ χt
N−1

)
.

(87)

The SFF becomes K
(1)
−1 ≃ 2t beyond t∗, which is de-

termined by max(λ1, χ0). This is the leading-order
CSE result in Eq. (4). We study the Hamiltonians in
Eqs. (36,37) to determine t∗ in a physical system. We
find numerically that λ1 > χ0 for longer L and differ-
ent parameters as shown in Fig. 21. So λ1 determines
t∗ in this case also. When ∆σσ′ = 0, the Hamiltonians
in Eqs. (36,37) commute with N̂t in Tab. II. Therefore,
the model has U(1) symmetry. Once again, we find that
the matrix M is SU(2) invariant for arbitrary values of
Jσσ′ , which indicates the existence of descendant states.
Thus, λ1 is independent of total number of particles. We
obtain numerically λ1 for large L’s in the one-particle
sector. We find that in thermodynamic limit of L → ∞:

λ1 ≃ 1− cβ
L2

, (88)

where cβ is a constant, which depends on hopping Jσσ′ .
We substitute Eq. (88) and d1 = 2 (as our numerical
study reveals that λ1 is doubly degenerate) in Eq. (71)
to find

t∗ ∝ L2. (89)

We can analytically determine the eigenvalues of M
by mapping it to a spin 1/2 Hamiltonian in the Trot-
ter regime ( |Jσσ′ |, |∆σσ′ | ≪ 1/τp = 1):

M ≃ (1− L
∑
σσ′

cσσ
′

1 )1N +

L∑
x=1

∑
σσ′

∑
ν

cσσ
′

ν sνx,σs
ν
x+1,σ′ ,

(90)

where cσσ
′

1 = (|Jσσ′ |2 + |∆σσ′ |2)/2, cσσ
′

2 = cσσ
′

3 =
(|Jσσ′ |2 − |∆σσ′ |2)/2, ν = 1, 2, 3, and sνx,σ are the Pauli
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FIG. 20: Spectral form factor K(t) for different system sizes L calculated numerically using Eq. (9) for a kicked strongly
interacting spinful fermionic chain in the presence of T -symmetry (T 2 = −1), and particle-number conservation. We use the
Hamiltonians in Eqs. (36,37). Here, ∆ϵ = 1, U0 = 25,∆U0 = 3, α = 1.3, Ū = 20,∆Ū = 0.1, J↑↑ = 0.5 + 0.25i, J↑↓ = 0.5 + 0.25i.
We apply PBC in real space, and take a fixed total number of particles (Nt = 3). In (b), we show the data collapse in scaled
time t/L2. An averaging over 320 realizations of disorder is performed in each case.
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FIG. 21: Second-largest eigenvalue |λ1| of M and largest eigenvalue χ0 of M̃ for different system sizes L for a kicked spinful
T -invariant fermionic chain with T 2 = −1, and (a) with (∆σσ′ = 0) and (b) without (∆↑↑ = ∆↑↓ = 0.1) particle-number
conservation. We use the Hamiltonian in Eq. (37), and apply PBC in real space. In (a), we take J↑↑ = 0.5+0.25i, J↑↓ = 0.5+0.25i
and a fixed total number of particles (Nt = 5), and in (b), we take J↑↑ = 0.1 + 0.1i, J↑↓ = 0.1 + 0.05i.

matrices at site x for each σ. In the presence of U(1)
symmetry (∆σσ′ = 0), M is a SU(2) invariant spin
1/2 ladder Hamiltonian. The doubly-degenerate second-
largest eigenvalue calculated from the one-excitation sec-
tor reads as λ1 ≃ 1− 4π2(|J↑↑|2 + |J↑↓|2)/L2 in the limit
of L → ∞. Thus, t∗ ∝ L2. We confirm our analyti-
cal predictions of t∗ ∝ L2 in Fig. 20 for the systems of
CSE class by numerically computing the SFF directly us-
ing Eq. (9) without the RPA. When |Jσσ′ | = |∆σσ′ |, M
becomes a spin ladder with Ising-type interaction, which
gives λ1 = 1−4|J↑↑|2−4|J↑↓|2 with a degeneracy d1 ≃ L.
Therefore, t∗ ∝ ln(L). When |Jσσ′ | ̸= |∆σσ′ | ̸= 0, a nu-
merical study of the spectra of the matrix M reveals
that λ1 remains constant as L increases, as shown in
Fig. (21)b, and d1 = 1. Therefore, t∗ ∝ L0. The above

L-scalings of t∗ for strongly interacting systems of the
CSE class have not been explored earlier.

XI. SECOND-ORDER CORRECTION

As discussed in Sec. III B, the second-order correction
to the SFF is determined by the permutations, whose
contributions contain Type I term of form 1/N . In
Sec. III B, we introduce these permutations contributing
to the second-order term of SFF. In the following sub-
sections, we compute their contribution for each case of
T -symmetry.



19

A. T 2 = 1

Following Eq. (20), the second-order correction can be
expressed in terms of the contributions of these permu-
tations, along with their cyclic and anticyclic variants as
follows:

K
(2)
1 =

t−1∑
l=0

[∑
T

(XClT + XRClT ) +
∑
S

(XClS + XRClS)

−
∑
R

(X {n,n}
ClI

+ X {n,n}
RClI

)−
∑
SR

(X {n,n}
ClS

+ X {n,n}
RClS

)
]
.

(91)

Since, the cyclic and anticyclic variants give identical con-
tribution due to PBC in time and the symmetric nature
of the matrix V for systems with T 2 = 1, we obtain

K
(2)
1 = 2t

[∑
T

XT +
∑
S

XS −
∑
R

X {n,n}
I −

∑
SR

X {n,n}
S

]
.

(92)

The right-hand side terms in Eq. (92) can be explicitly
calculated using the rules in Sec. IV (check App. D).
However, we proceed with a much insightful approach
based on the reduced diagrams, since, only Type I and
Type II terms can contribute to the SFF at long times.
We begin by analyzing transpositions. We observe that
single transpositions can be further classified into three
distinct categories based on the different shapes of the di-
agrams representing them: (a) nearest-neighbor transpo-
sition (T (1)), where the interchanged states are adjacent
on the blue circle, (b) next-nearest-neighbor transposi-
tion (T (2)), where the interchanged states are separated
by two time steps on the blue circle, and (c) all other
transpositions (T ′). All these transpositions are shown
diagrammatically in Fig. 22. From Theorem 3, we find

τ1 τ1 + 1

(a) T (1)

τ1 τ1 + 2

(b) T (2)

τ1 τ2

(c) T ′

FIG. 22: Transposition (T ) diagrams of : (a) two nearest-
neighbor states at time steps τ1 and τ1 + 1, (b) two next-
nearest-neighbor states at time steps τ1 and τ1 + 2, and (c)
two states at time steps τ1 and τ2, where τ2 − τ1 > 2.

that the reduced diagrams of the diagrams with a state
repeated twice in Figs. 23a, 23b, and 23c are idenitical to
the reduced diagrams of the diagrams in Figs. 22a, 22b,
and 22c, respectively. Since the diagrams in Figs. 23a,
23b, and 23c represent the transposition of a repeated
state, they are identical to the identity permutation with
a state repeated twice. Therefore, these are the R dia-
grams in Fig. 24. Since there are equal numbers of T and

τ1 τ1 + 1

(a) R(1)

τ1 τ1 + 2

(b) R(2)

τ1 τ2

(c) R′

FIG. 23: Diagrams whose reduced diagrams are identical to
the reduced diagrams of transpositions in Fig. 22: (a) the

reduced diagram of R(1) obtained by removing the upper arc
cancels the reduced diagram of T (1) obtained by removing
the same arc, (b) the reduced diagram of R(2) obtained by

removing the upper arc cancels the reduced diagram of T (2)

obtained by removing the same arc, and (c) both the reduced
diagrams of R′ obtained by removing either the upper or the
lower arc cancel the corresponding reduced diagrams of T ′.

R diagrams, as we need to choose two states from t states
for both operations, and since the reduced diagrams of T
and R diagrams exactly cancel, we obtain∑

T

XT −
∑
R

X {n,n}
I = Type III terms. (93)

Because Type III terms decay exponentially in time, we
conclude that the T and R diagrams together do not con-
tribute to the SFF in the universal regime. Now, we con-

τ1 τ1 + 1

(a) R(1)

τ1 τ1 + 2

(b) R(2)

τ1 τ2

(c) R′

FIG. 24: Diagrams representing an identity permutation
with (a) a repeated state at time steps τ1 and τ1 + 1, (b)
a repeated state at time steps τ1 and τ1 + 2, and (c) a re-
peated state at time steps τ1 and τ2.

sider an S diagram with the order of states reversed from
τ1 to τ2 in Fig. 25a. When a reduced diagram is obtained
by removing the upper arc, Theorem 3 implies that an
SR diagram with a repeated state at time steps τ1 and
τ2 (see Fig. 25b) also has an identical reduced diagram
after the upper arc is removed. However, when a reduced
diagram is obtained by removing the lower arc of the S
diagram in Fig. 25a, a different SR diagram results in
an identical reduced diagram. This SR diagram, shown
in Fig. 26, has identical states at time steps τ1 − 1 and
τ2 + 1. Unlike the T and R diagrams, the total number
of SR diagrams is two more than that of S diagrams. It
can be understood by noticing that the minimum value of
τ2−τ1 for an S diagram is 3 to avoid overlap with nearest-
neighbor and next-nearest-neighbor transpositions, and
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τ1 τ2

(a) S

τ1 τ2

(b) SR

FIG. 25: Diagrams representing (a) a sub-sequence reversal
(S), and (b) a sub-sequence reversal with a state repeated
twice (SR).

τ1 − 1 τ2 + 1
≡

τ1 − 1 τ2 + 1

FIG. 26

its maximum value is t − 5 as the minimum length of
the upper arc is also 3 for the same reason. However,
for an SR diagram in Fig. 25b, the minimum value of
τ2 − τ1 is 3 as a repeated state must be at least three
time steps far for a sub-sequence reversal to give a dif-
ferent permutation (aa → aa, aba → aba, abca → acba)
and its maximum value is t − 3 as the minimum length
of the upper arc can be 1. Thus, there are two extra
SR diagrams compared to S diagrams. These extra SR
diagrams must determine the second-order correction to
the SFF in the universal regime. To calculate their con-
tributions, we must know the lengths of the red arcs in
these diagrams.
Statement: The lengths of both red arcs in the extra
two SR diagrams diverge with increasing time.
Proof : Consider the SR diagram in Fig. 25b. The sum
of the lengths of both red arcs is (t − 2). Therefore,
the length of at least one red arc diverges with increas-
ing time. Now, consider the case where the lower arc in
Fig. 25b has fixed length, i.e., (τ2 − τ1) remains constant
with respect to t. As mentioned at the end of Sec.VII,
only red arcs of finite length determine Type II terms,
while a Type I term is identical for each reduced dia-
gram, according to Property 1. Therefore, it suffices
to study a single reduced diagram of the SR diagram
in Fig. 25b, which contains the fixed length red arc. In
Fig. 25b, such a reduced diagram can be obtained by re-
moving the upper red arc. As explained previously, there
exists an S diagram, shown in Fig. 25a, with a lower red
arc of length (τ2 − τ1). The reduced diagram of this S
diagram, obtained by removing the upper red arc, can-
cels out the corresponding reduced diagram of the SR
diagram. Similarly, when length of the upper red arc,
(t − τ2 + τ1 − 2), of an SR diagram in Fig. 25b remains
constant with respect to time, there exists an S diagram
with the length of the upper red arc (t − τ2 + τ1). The
reduced diagrams of such S and SR diagrams, obtained
by removing the lower arc, cancel each other out.

We have shown that for each SR diagram containing at
least one red arc whose size remains finite with increasing
time, there exists an S diagram such that they cancel the
Type I and Type II terms in each other’s contributions
in Eq. (92). Therefore, the lengths of the red arcs in
the extra two SR diagrams must diverge with increasing
time.
Additionally, instead of representing a repeated state

as two separate points, we can denote it by a single point
by merging the points. This leads to an alternative di-
agrammatic representation. In this representation, the
two extra SR diagrams can be drawn as in Fig. 27a. We
draw the blue and red curves separately in Fig. 27b to
find that these curves, respectively, resemble near-miss
and self-crossing orbits of the Sieber-Richter pairs [12] of
a semiclassical analysis. Applying the rules in Sec. IV to
this diagram in Fig. 27a, we get

τ2−τ1
time steps

(a) (b)

FIG. 27: (a) An SR diagram in an alternative diagrammatic
representation, where the two points representing a repeated
state are merged. (b) Its blue and red curves are separated
to show resemblance with the Sieber-Richter pairs.

K
(2)
1 (t) = −2t

2

t∑
τ1=1

∑
τ2=τ1+ν,τ1+ν′

∑
a

Mτ2−τ1
a,a Mt−τ2+τ1

a,a

= −t2
∑
a

(
Mν

a,aMt−ν
a,a +Mν′

a,aMt−ν′

a,a

)
= −t2

∑
a

∑
ij

(
λν
i λ

t−ν
j + λν′

i λt−ν′

j

)
M(i)

a,aM(j)
a,a,

(94)

where a represents a repeated state. The factor 2t in
the first line accounts for the t cyclic and t anticyclic
variants, which contribute identically. Furthermore, the
extra factor 1/2 is included to avoid double counting in
summing over τ1, τ2 since a change in the order of τ1, τ2
does not lead to a new permutation when both cyclic and
anticyclic variants have been considered (check App. D).
As the arc sizes t− ν, t− ν′, ν, and ν′ diverge with time
for these extra SR diagrams, we obtain at long times

K
(2)
1 (t) = −t2(1 + 1)

∑
a

M(0)
a,aM(0)

a,a +O(λν
1)

= −2t2

N +O(λν
1). (95)

The first term on the right side of Eq. (95) only sur-
vives for t > t∗, which is the second-order correction
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for the COE class. We can further interpret this contri-

bution as K
(2)
1 (t) = −2t2

∑
n P

(2)
t (n), where P

(2)
t (n) ≡

trMνtrMt−ν is the probability of returning to an ini-
tial state |n⟩ twice in time t with the constraint that the
interval ν between two returns diverges with t. Fig. 28
shows a comparison between the SFF computed using
Eq. (9) and that obtained using the RPA up to the first-
and second-order universal terms along with all the Type
III terms (check App. D). It shows a good match beyond
t∗ upto a longer time when the second-order universal
term is included. The difference between the SFF com-
puted directly and that obtained using the RPA in the
nonuniversal regime of t < t∗ in Fig. 28 is due to the
RPA and the exclusion of all higher-order contributions
beyond second order.

100 101 102

t

101

102

103

K
(t

)

Direct SFF

RPA: Up to first order

RPA: Up to second order

FIG. 28: A comparison of directly calculated SFF, K(t), us-
ing Eq. (9) with that obtained using the RPA up to first and
second order in time including both the universal and nonuni-
versal terms for a kicked spinless fermionic chain with T 2 = 1
and particle-number conservation. We use the Hamiltonians
in Eqs. (34,35) with parameters in Eqs. (43,44). We take
L = 12, N = 6, J = 1, ⟨ϵ⟩ = 0,∆ϵ = 1, U0 = 22, α = 1.5. An
averaging over 400 realizations of disorder is performed for
the direct simulation of K(t).

B. Absence of T -symmetry

In the absence of T -symmetry, matrix V is not sym-
metric. Therefore, the cyclic and anticyclic variants con-
tribute differently. Consequently, the second-order cor-
rection can be expressed as follows:

K
(2)
0 = t

[∑
T

(YT + YRT ) +
∑
S

(YS + YRS)

−
∑
R

(Y{n,n}
I + Y{n,n}

RI )−
∑
SR

(Y{n,n}
S + Y{n,n}

RS )
]
.

(96)

We get Type I and Type II terms from a diagram only
if it has a reduced diagram, which can be figured out
from Eq. (58). Thus, the anticyclic variants of T and
R diagrams can only contribute Type III terms, as they
contain red arcs with clockwise arrows. Therefore,∑

T

YRT = Type III terms, (97)∑
R

Y{n,n}
RI = Type III terms. (98)

Furthermore, like the T 2 = 1 case, the cyclic variants of
T and R diagrams cancel out their corresponding reduced
diagrams. Therefore,∑

T

YT −
∑
R

Y{n,n}
I = Type III terms. (99)

In addition, all the reduced diagrams of the S diagrams
are canceled by the reduced diagrams of the SR dia-
grams. Once again, there are two extra SR diagrams
in which length of the red arcs diverges with increasing
time. Therefore, Eq. (96) gives the following expression
by ignoring the Type III terms:

K
(2)
0 (t) = −t

∑
extra SR
diagrams

(
Y{n,n}
S + Y{n,n}

RS

)
. (100)

Since one of the red arcs has a clockwise arrow and the
other has a counterclockwise arrow as in Fig. 27a, we find
following the rules in Sec. V:

∑
extra SR
diagrams

Y{n,n}
S =

1

2

t∑
τ1=1

∑
τ2=τ1+ν,
τ1+ν′

∑
a

M̃τ2−τ1
a,a Mt−τ2+τ1

a,a

=
t

2

∑
a

(
M̃ν

a,aMt−ν
a,a + M̃ν′

a,aMt−ν′

a,a

)
=

t

2

∑
a

∑
ij

(
χν
i λ

t−ν
j + χν′

i λt−ν′

j

)
M̃(i)

a,aM(j)
a,a. (101)

As the arc lengths ν, ν′, t−ν, t−ν′ diverge with increasing
time, we find that at long times:∑

extra SR
diagrams

Y{n,n}
S = O(λt−ν

1 , χν
0). (102)

Similarly,

∑
extra SR
diagrams

Y{n,n}
RS =

1

2

t∑
τ1=1

∑
τ2=τ1+ν,
τ1+ν′

∑
a

Mτ2−τ1
a,a M̃t−τ2+τ1

a,a

= O(λν
1 , χ

t−ν
0 ). (103)
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Substituting Eqs. (102) and (103) in Eq. (100), we obtain

K
(2)
0 (t) = O(λt−ν

1 , χν
0). (104)

In App. E, we show an exact calculation based on the
rules in Sec. V also leads to the same result. Therefore,
unlike the T 2 = 1 case, there is no universal term in
second order in time, which is identical to the result of
the CUE class.

C. T 2 = −1

In this case also, the matrix V is not symmetric. Thus,
the second-order correction to the SFF following Eq. (22)
reads as below:

K
(2)
−1 = t

∑
σ⃗

[∑
T

(ZT,σ⃗ + ZRT,σ⃗) +
∑
S

(ZS,σ⃗ + ZRS,σ⃗)

−
∑
R

(Z{n,n}
I,σ⃗ + Z{n,n}

RI,σ⃗ )−
∑
SR

(Z{n,n}
S,σ⃗ + Z{n,n}

RS,σ⃗ )

−
∑
R

(Z{n,T n}
I,σ⃗ + Z{n,T n}

RI,σ⃗ )

−
∑
SR

(Z{n,T n}
S,σ⃗ + Z{n,T n}

RS,σ⃗ )
]
. (105)

In Eq. (105), the sum over configurations σ⃗ leads to 2t

different variants for each permutation. We analyze the
diagrams of different variants using Theorem 1, The-
orem 4 and Theorem 5 to identify the diagrams re-
sponsible for the second-order correction. We start by
analyzing the T and R diagrams followed by the S and
SR diagrams.

1. T and R

An arbitrary variant of a transposition diagram is
shown in Fig. 29. A necessary requirement for a vari-

FIG. 29

ant to have Type I or Type II terms in its contribution is
the existence of non-vanishing reduced diagrams. From
the definition of reduced diagrams in Sec. VIII, a diagram
must contain either a red arc with a counterclockwise ar-
row on the outer circle or a red arc with a clockwise arrow
on the inner circle. We study the former case in Fig. 29,
as the latter case is related to the former by Theorem
1. Theorem 5 implies that the reduced diagrams of
such variants give a non-vanishing contribution when at

least one of the arcs does not have a jump to the inner
circle at its ends, as shown in Fig. 30a. We obtain the
reduced diagram in Fig. 30b by removing the lower red
arc from Fig. 30a. This reduced diagram has a vanishing
contribution due to the time reversal of one of the trans-
posed states. To ensure that the reduced diagram has a
non-vanishing contribution, either both of the transposed
states must be time-reversed, or neither should be time-
reversed. This is diagrammatically equivalent to keeping
both transposed states either on the outer circle or on the
inner circle, as shown in Fig. 31. Theorem 4 implies

(a)

1
N ×

a b

c d

∝ δc,T dδc,d = 0

(b)

FIG. 30

(a) (b)

FIG. 31

that the diagrams in Fig. 32 containing a state repeated
twice or a state and its time-reversed state cancel the re-
duced diagrams of the diagrams in Fig. 31. The diagrams
in Fig. 32 are equivalent to Fig. 33. We note that Fig. 33a
is a variant of identity permutation with a state repeated
twice, and Fig. 33b is a variant of identity permutation
with a state and its time-reversed state appearing at two
different time steps. We refer to Fig. 33a and Fig. 33b
collectively as variants of the R diagrams. Similarly to
the T 2 = 1 and absence of T -symmetry cases, the T and
R diagrams cancel the reduced diagrams of each other
in Eq. (22). Therefore, the T and R diagrams together
once again do not contribute to the SFF in the universal
regime,

∑
σ⃗

[∑
T

(ZT,σ⃗ + ZRT,σ⃗)−
∑
R

(
Z{n,n}

I,σ⃗ + Z{n,n}
RI,σ⃗

)
−
∑
R

(
Z{n,T n}

I,σ⃗ + Z{n,T n}
RI,σ⃗

) ]
= Type III terms.

(106)
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(a) (b)

FIG. 32

b b

(a)

b T b

(b)

FIG. 33

2. S and SR

As in the case of transposition, the variants of a S dia-
gram containing a red arc with a counterclockwise arrow
on the outer circle or a red arc with a clockwise arrow on
the inner circle can contribute Type I and Type II terms.
Also, both the endpoints of the reversed part should lie
on the same circle as in Fig. 34. Otherwise, the reduced
diagrams have vanishing contribution similar to a variant
of the T diagram in Fig. 30. Applying Theorem 4, the

a

b c

d

(a)

a

b c

d

(b)

FIG. 34

reduced diagram of the SR diagram in Fig. 35a obtained
by removing the upper red arc cancels out the reduced
diagram of the S diagram in Fig. 34a obtained by remov-
ing the upper red arc. Furthermore, the reduced diagram
of the SR diagram in Fig. 35b obtained by removing the
upper red arc cancels out the reduced diagram of the

S diagram in Fig. 34b obtained by removing the upper
red arc. As in the cases of T 2 = 1 and the absence of T -
symmetry, there are two additional SR diagrams for each
case in Fig. 35. According to Eq. (62), only diagrams
containing red arcs with counterclockwise arrows on the
outer circle or red arcs with clockwise arrows on the inner
circle can contribute in the ergodic phase. Therefore, all
red arcs with clockwise arrows in Fig. 35 must be pushed
to the inner circle. Further, in Fig. 35a, the endpoints of
the reversed parts must lie on the outer circle, whereas
in Fig. 35b, they must lie on the inner circle. Thus, only

b b

(a)

b T b

(b)

FIG. 35

the diagrams in Fig. 36 contribute to the SFF in the er-
godic phase. Due to jumps at the ends of the lower arc in
Fig. 36a, the reduced diagram obtained by removing the
lower arc vanishes according to Theorem 5. According
to Property 2 in Sec. VIII, all reduced diagrams of a
given diagram have identical Type I terms. Therefore, if
even one reduced diagram vanishes, the original diagram
does not contribute Type I term. Thus, Fig. 36a does not
contribute to the SFF in the ergodic phase. We evaluate
Fig. 36b by applying the rules in Sec. VI. The symbols
T c and c in Fig. 36b represent the states at time steps
τ1 and τ2. Therefore, Eq. 105 gives the below expression
by ignoring the Type III terms:

a a

(a)

T c c

de

(b)

FIG. 36

K
(2)
−1 (t) = − t

2

t∑
τ1=1

∑
τ2=τ1+ν,
τ1+ν′

∑
ij

λt−τ2+τ1−2
i λτ2−τ1

j M(i)
d,eM

(j)
T c,cVe,T cVc,dV

∗
e,T cV

∗
−c,d

= − t2

2

∑
ij

(
λt−ν−2
i λν

j + λt−ν′−2
i λν′

j

)
M(i)

d,eM
(j)
T c,cVe,T cVc,dV

∗
e,T cV

∗
−c,d
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= − t2

N 2
Ve,T cVc,dV

∗
e,T cV

∗
−c,d −

t2

2N
∑
i̸=0

((
λν
j + λν′

j

)
M(i)

T c,c +
(
λt−ν−2
i + λt−ν′−2

i

)
M(i)

d,e

)
Ve,T cVc,dV

∗
e,T cV

∗
−c,d

− t2

2

∑
i̸=0,
j ̸=0

(
λt−ν−2
i λν

j + λt−ν′−2
i λν′

j

)
M(i)

d,eM
(j)
T c,cVe,T cVc,dV

∗
e,T cV

∗
−c,d. (107)

We find by summing over matrix indices using the uni-
tary property of the matrix V :

Ve,T cVc,dV
∗
e,T cV

∗
−c,d = −N . (108)

We substitute Eq. (108) in Eq. (107) and use the fact
that all the arc sizes ν, ν′, t − ν − 2, and t − ν′ diverge
with increasing time to get

K
(2)
−1 (t) =

t2

N +O(λν
1). (109)

According to Theorem 1, each diagram has a time-
reversed counterpart that contributes identically. Thus,
we must include a factor of 2, which leads to

K
(2)
−1 (t) =

2t2

N +O(λν
1). (110)

The last result is the second-order correction to the SFF
for the CSE class of RMT in Eq. (4). Further, the ex-
tra SR diagrams for this case do not resemble near-miss
and self-crossing orbits of the Sieber-Richter pairs of a
semiclassical analysis [42]. Unlike T 2 = 1, we could not
give a simple probabilistic interpretation of the second-
order correction in this, which probably indicates a fully
quantum origin of this contribution.

XII. HIGHER DIMENSIONS

Previous studies using RPA have explored the emer-
gence of a universal RMT form of SFF, mainly in 1D
physical models of strongly interacting fermions, bosons,
qubits, and their mixtures [19, 26, 30, 37]. Neverthe-
less, as we mentioned in Sec. I, it would be easier to
experimentally probe our many results in higher dimen-
sions with less control. Further, higher dimensional mod-
els are abundant in nature contrary to strictly 1D mod-
els, which are more of a simplification. An example be-
low shows that the above formalism to derive SFF an-
alytically works in higher dimensions. Particularly, the
Eqs. (20)-(22) are equally valid for higher dimensional
many-body systems. We take a two-dimensional (2D)
version of the T -invariant system of interacting spinless
fermions with T 2 = 1 given in Eq. (35):

Ĥ0
0 =

∑
x⃗

ϵx⃗n̂x⃗ +
1

2

∑
x̸⃗=y⃗

U0

|x⃗− y⃗|α n̂x⃗n̂y⃗, (111)

Ĥ0
1 =

∑
⟨x⃗,y⃗⟩

−Jĉ†x⃗ĉy⃗ +∆ĉ†x⃗ĉ
†
y⃗ + h.c., (112)

where x⃗ ≡ (x1, x2) is the position of a site on the 2D
square lattice with 1 ≤ x1 ≤ L1, 1 ≤ x2 ≤ L2, and
⟨x⃗, y⃗⟩ denotes nearest-neighbor sites. We use PBC in
both directions of the lattice. Here, J and ∆ represent
hopping and pairing amplitude between nearest-neighbor
sites in both directions. We choose them to be real for
the COE class. Further, α denotes the range of particle-
particle interactions between different sites. We noticed
that the RPA works better for 2D models than 1D ones,
even for larger α values (e.g., α > 1.5). This is due to the
higher number of neighbors (coordination numbers) at a
fixed distance for 2D rather than 1D, which improves the
approximation of independent and uniformly distributed
eigenphases θn made of eigenvalues of Ĥ0.

We can again write the leading-order SFF for 2D model
by Eq. (69). The Markov matrix M now can be mapped
to a 2D XXZ-Heisenberg Hamiltonian in the Trotter
regime of small parameters (|J |, |∆| ≪ 1):

M = (1− c1L1L2)1N +
∑
⟨x⃗,y⃗⟩

∑
ν

cνs
ν
x⃗s

ν
y⃗ +O(J4,∆4),

(113)

where c1 = (|J |2 + |∆|2)/2, c2 = c3 = (|J |2 − |∆|2)/2
and sνx⃗, ν = 1, 2, 3 are Pauli matrices at site x⃗. In the
absence of pairing (∆ = 0), we have a SU(2) invariant
mapped Hamiltonian in Eq. 113, whose second-largest
eigenvalue λ1 is independent of total number of particles,
N̂ =

∑
x⃗ n̂x⃗. Thus, λ1 can be calculated analytically in

the single particle sector. We find λ1 ≈ 1− 2π2J2/L2 in
the thermodynamic limit, where L = max(L1, L2). This
leads to t∗ ∝ L2, which is similar to 1D case. For ∆ = J ,
the mapped Hamiltonian in Eq. 113 becomes a 2D Ising
Hamiltonian:

M = (1− J2L1L2)1N + J2
∑
⟨x⃗,y⃗⟩

s1x⃗s
1
y⃗ +O(J4,∆4).

(114)

The second-largest eigenvalue ofM for this case is 1−8J2

with a degeneracy of L1L2. Therefore, we then have
t∗ ∝ ln(L1L2), indicating a logarithmic system-size de-
pendence, which is again similar to the 1D case. While
we demonstrate that our formalism works for 2D systems
of the COE class, the above argument can be generalized
for all three Wigner-Dyson classes in both 2D and three-
dimensional systems.
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XIII. CONCLUSION

This work extends many recent efforts to analytically
calculate the spectral statistics in periodically kicked
interacting many-body quantum systems in chaotic
regimes to all three of Dyson’s circular ensembles. Our
work is the first study of such systems with a CSE class.
For this, we have developed an ingenious scheme to in-
clude contributions from many diagrams of different per-
mutations of basis states. We derived SFFs up to two
leading orders in time for generic periodically kicked sys-
tems supporting the RPA. We showed that leading-order
SFF is determined by identity permutation similar to the
diagonal approximation in semiclassical proof [11]. In
contrast, the diagrams leading to second-order correc-
tion for T -invariant systems with T 2 = 1 are identical
to the Sieber-Richter pairs [13], even in pure quantum
systems without classical limits. We provided general
rules to calculate the contribution of different diagrams
and discovered reduced diagrams that contain informa-
tion on the contribution to SFF in the ergodic phase.
Reduced diagrams allow more analytical control and can
play a significant role in deriving the complete SFF in
the ergodic phase. Our study also reveals an underly-
ing stochastic mechanism determining the emergence of
universal RMT behavior. More specifically, the general
properties of the doubly stochastic matrix M determine
the universal RMT form of SFF in all the three cases of
T -symmetry (T 2 = 1, absence of T , and T 2 = −1). Fur-
ther, we studied chains of spinless and spinful fermions to
derive system-size scaling of the Thouless time using the
second-largest eigenvalue of M, which can be obtained
numerically for large system sizes and analytically calcu-
lated in the Trotter regime due to the SU(2) symmetry
of M for all the three classes in the presence of U(1) sym-
metry. Without U(1) symmetry, numerical study reveals
that the second-largest eigenvalue of M is independent
of system size. If the eigenvalue has degeneracy O(L0),
then t∗ is also O(L0); whereas if the degeneracy is O(Lζ),
then t∗ is O(ln(L)). In the end, we showed that simi-
lar system-size scalings of the Thouless time can also be
found in higher dimensions.

In recent years, many proposals have been made using
cold atoms [36] and quantum simulators [35] to detect
spectral statistics in various many-body quantum chaotic
systems [43]. There have also been recent efforts to mea-
sure SFF and various correlations in different many-body
quantum chaotic systems using quantum processors [44]
or computers [45]. We thus hope our findings, particu-
larly system-size scaling of t∗ for the emergence of RMT
SFF form with different unitary and anti-unitary symme-
tries (Tab. II) can be tested in coming years using these
above methods. The techniques developed in this article
can be applied to derive other physically relevant quanti-

ties like correlation functions and entanglement entropies
in periodically kicked interacting many-body quantum
systems supporting the RPA [23]. It would be interest-
ing to check if the formalism can be extended to account
for other symmetries leading to a ten-fold classification
of Altland and Zirnbauer [46]. Some of the challenges in
this direction in the near future are improving the RPA
beyond the present form and deriving spectral statistics
in autonomous systems.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the rules to evaluate Xπ

and X {n,n}
π

We consider a permutation with the following diagram
in Fig. 37.

n1

n2

nτ1

nτ1+1

nτ2

nτ2+1

FIG. 37

The initial configuration of the states can
be obtained from the blue circle by read-
ing them in a counterclockwise direction, i.e.,
{n1, n2, ..., nτ1

, nτ1+1, ..., nτ2
, nτ2+1, ..., nt}. Simi-

larly, the configuration of the states after a per-
mutation can be obtained from the red curve, i.e.,
{n1, nτ2

, ..., nτ1+1, n2, ..., nτ1
, nτ2+1, ..., nt}. According to

Eq. (23), the contribution to the SFF is
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Xπ =
∑

n1,...,nt

Vn1,n2

(
τ1−1∏
τ=2

Vnτ ,nτ+1

)
Vnτ1

,nτ1+1

(
τ2−1∏

τ=τ1+1

Vnτ ,nτ+1

)
Vnτ2

,nτ2+1

(
t−1∏

τ=τ2+1

Vnτ ,nτ+1

)
Vnt,n1

× V ∗
n1,nτ2

(
τ2−1∏

τ=τ1+1

V ∗
nτ+1,nτ

)
V ∗
nτ1+1,n2

(
τ1−1∏
τ=2

V ∗
nτ ,nτ+1

)
V ∗
nτ1

,nτ2+1

(
t−1∏

τ=τ2+1

V ∗
nτ ,nτ+1

)
V ∗
nt,n1

. (A1)

As the matrix V is symmetric for T -invaraint systems when T 2 = 1, and Mn,n′ = |Vn,n′ |2, we can rewrite the above
expression as

Xπ =
∑

n1,...,nt

(
τ1−1∏
τ=2

Mnτ ,nτ+1

)(
τ2−1∏

τ=τ1+1

Mnτ ,nτ+1

)(
t−1∏

τ=τ2+1

Mnτ ,nτ+1

)
Mnt,n1

× Vn1,n2
Vnτ1

,nτ1+1
Vnτ2

,nτ2+1
V ∗
n1,nτ2

V ∗
nτ1+1,n2

V ∗
nτ1

,nτ2+1

=
∑
n1,n2

nτ1
,nτ1+1

nτ2
,nτ2+1

(
Mτ1−2

)
n2,nτ1

(
Mτ2−τ1−1

)
nτ1+1,nτ2

(
Mt−τ2

)
nτ2+1,n1

× Vn1,n2
Vnτ1

,nτ1+1
Vnτ2

,nτ2+1
V ∗
n1,nτ2

V ∗
nτ1+1,n2

V ∗
nτ1

,nτ2+1
. (A2)

We insert the eigendecomposition of Mn =
∑

i λ
n
i M(i), where M(i) = |λi⟩⟨λi| to find

Xπ =
∑
n1,n2

nτ1
,nτ1+1

nτ2
,nτ2+1

(∑
i

λτ1−2
i M(i)

n2,nτ1

)∑
j

λτ2−τ1−1
j M(j)

nτ1+1,nτ2

(∑
k

λt−τ2
k M(k)

nτ2+1,n1

)

× Vn1,n2
Vnτ1

,nτ1+1
Vnτ2

,nτ2+1
V ∗
n1,nτ2

V ∗
nτ1+1,n2

V ∗
nτ1

,nτ2+1
. (A3)

The right-hand side of Eq. (A3) naturally leads to the
rules outlined in Sec. IV.

Appendix B: Proof that the spectral radius of M̃ is
less than one

Geršgorin circle theorem: Let M be a complex N ×
N matrix, with entries mi,j. For each row index i ∈
{1, ...,N}, define

Ri =
∑
j ̸=i

|mi,j | (B1)

as the sum of the absolute values of the non-diagonal en-
tries in the ith row. Let D(mi,i, Ri) ⊆ C be a closed disc
centered at mi,i with radius Ri. Such a disc is called
a Geršgorin disc. The theorem states that every eigen-
value of M lies within at least one of the Geršgorin discs
D(mi,i, Ri) [47, 48].

We use this theorem to show that the eigenvalues of
the N × N matrix M̃ have magnitudes less than one.
The matrix elements of M̃ are

M̃a,b = Va,bV
∗
b,a, (B2)

where a, b = 1, ...,N . Since V is a unitary matrix, all
the columns of V form a complete set of orthonormal
basis states. The same is true for all the rows as well.
However, the row states are generally different from the
column states for a non-symmetric V . Next, we consider
the sum of the absolute values of the elements of M̃ along
ath row: ∑

b

|M̃a,b| =
∑
b

|Va,b||Vb,a|. (B3)

The right-hand side of the above expression can be inter-
preted as the Euclidean inner product between two real
non-negative vectors normalized to unity, which are

|Va,1|
|Va,2|
.
.
.

|Va,N |

 ,


|V1,a|
|V2,a|
.
.
.

|VN ,a|

 .

If the two vectors are distinct for each a, their inner prod-
uct is always less than 1, i.e.,∑

b

|Va,b||Vb,a| < 1 =⇒
∑
b

|M̃a,b| < 1. (B4)
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Thus, the radius of the Geršgorin disc, Ra =∑
b ̸=a |M̃a,b| < 1 − |M̃a,a|. The center of the disc is

M̃a,a, and the farthest point of ath Geršgorin disc from
the origin of the complex plane has a radial distance from
the origin given by Ra + |M̃a,a| < 1. Therefore, all the
eigenvalues will have magnitude less than 1. If the two
vectors are identical for some a, then the largest eigen-
value can be 1. Our numerical study of the spectra of M̃
for Hamiltonian Ĥ1 in Eq. (36) with arbitrary complex
hopping parameters reveals that the largest eigenvalue of
M̃ is one when Ĥ1 has a non-conventional time reversal
symmetry [40].

Appendix C: Derivation of the rules to evaluate Yπ

and Y{n,n}
π

We again consider the permutation diagram in Fig. 37.
According to the Eq. (25), the contribution to the SFF
is

Yπ =
∑

n1,...,nt

Vn1,n2

(
τ1−1∏
τ=2

Vnτ ,nτ+1

)
Vnτ1

,nτ1+1

(
τ2−1∏

τ=τ1+1

Vnτ ,nτ+1

)
Vnτ2

,nτ2+1

(
t−1∏

τ=τ2+1

Vnτ ,nτ+1

)
Vnt,n1

× V ∗
n1,nτ2

(
τ2−1∏

τ=τ1+1

V ∗
nτ+1,nτ

)
V ∗
nτ1+1,n2

(
τ1−1∏
τ=2

V ∗
nτ ,nτ+1

)
V ∗
nτ1

,nτ2+1

(
t−1∏

τ=τ2+1

V ∗
nτ ,nτ+1

)
V ∗
nt,n1

. (C1)

Since the matrix V is not symmetric in the absence of T -symmetry, we define M̃n,n′ = Vn,n′V ∗
n′,n and Mn,n′ =

Vn,n′V ∗
n,n′ . Thus, the above expression for Yπ reduces to

Yπ =
∑

n1,...,nt

(
τ1−1∏
τ=2

Mnτ ,nτ+1

)(
τ2−1∏

τ=τ1+1

M̃nτ ,nτ+1

)(
t−1∏

τ=τ2+1

Mnτ ,nτ+1

)
Mnt,n1

× Vn1,n2
Vnτ1

,nτ1+1
Vnτ2

,nτ2+1
V ∗
n1,nτ2

V ∗
nτ1+1,n2

V ∗
nτ1

,nτ2+1

=
∑
n1,n2

nτ1
,nτ1+1

nτ2
,nτ2+1

(
Mτ1−2

)
n2,nτ1

(
M̃τ2−τ1−1

)
nτ1+1,nτ2

(
Mt−τ2

)
nτ2+1,n1

× Vn1,n2
Vnτ1

,nτ1+1
Vnτ2

,nτ2+1
V ∗
n1,nτ2

V ∗
nτ1+1,n2

V ∗
nτ1

,nτ2+1

=
∑
n1,n2

nτ1
,nτ1+1

nτ2
,nτ2+1

(∑
i

λτ1−2
i M(i)

n2,nτ1

)∑
j

χτ2−τ1−1
j M̃(j)

nτ1+1,nτ2

(∑
k

λt−τ2
k M(k)

nτ2+1,n1

)

× Vn1,n2
Vnτ1

,nτ1+1
Vnτ2

,nτ2+1
V ∗
n1,nτ2

V ∗
nτ1+1,n2

V ∗
nτ1

,nτ2+1
, (C2)

where we use the eigendecomposition of Mn =
∑

i λ
n
i M(i) and M̃n =

∑
i χ

n
i M̃(i) in the last line, and M(i) =

R|λi⟩⟨λi|L and M̃(i) = |χi⟩⟨χi|. The right-hand side in Eq. (C2) naturally leads to the rules in Sec. V.

Appendix D: Derivation of the second-order
correction for T 2 = 1 using only the rules in Sec. IV

a. Transposition (T )

A single transposition leads to three kinds of dia-
grams: (a) a transposition between nearest-neighbor
states (T (1)), (b) a transposition between next-nearest-
neighbor states (T (2)), and (c) a transposition of all other
pairs of states (T ′).

Following the rules in Sec. IV, we can find the contri-
bution of the transpositions as

XT ′ =

(∑
i

λτ2−τ1−2
i M(i)

c,d

)∑
j

λt−τ2+τ1−2
j M(j)

f,a


× Va,bVb,cVd,eVe,fV

∗
a,eV

∗
e,cV

∗
d,bV

∗
b,f , (D1)

XT (1) =

(∑
i

λt−3
i M(i)

d,a

)
Va,bMb,cVc,dV

∗
a,cV

∗
b,d, (D2)
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a

b c

d

T (1)

a

b

c

d

e

T (2)

a

b

c

f

e

d

T ′

FIG. 38: The state b at time τ1 and the state c at time τ1+1
are interchanged in transposition T (1). The state b at time τ1
and the state d at time τ1+2 are interchanged in transposition
T (2). The state b at time τ1 and the state e at time τ2 are
interchanged in transposition T ′.

XT (2) =

(∑
i

λt−4
i M(i)

e,a

)
Va,b

(
M2

)
b,d

Vd,eV
∗
a,dV

∗
b,e.

(D3)

We separately calculate the contribution of different sin-
gle transpositions and their cyclic and anticyclic variants
by summing over allowed values of τ1, τ2 and multiplying
by a factor of 2t, respectively. For each case of transpo-
sition 1 ≤ τ1 ≤ t. Since, each arc has minimum size 1
and we have PBC in time, τ1 + 3 ≤ τ2 ≤ t + τ1 − 3 for
T ′. Therefore,

X̄T ′ = (2t)
1

2

t∑
τ1=1

t+τ1−3∑
τ2=τ1+3

∑
ij

λτ2−τ1−2
i λt−τ2+τ1−2

j Qij
T ′ ,

(D4)

X̄T (1) = (2t)

t∑
τ1=1

∑
i

λt−3
i Qi

T (1) , (D5)

X̄T (2) = (2t)

t∑
τ1=1

∑
i

λt−4
i Qi

T (2) , (D6)

where

Qij
T ′ = M(i)

c,dM
(j)
d,a

× Va,bVb,cVd,eVe,fV
∗
a,eV

∗
e,cV

∗
d,bV

∗
b,f , (D7)

Qi
T (1) = M(i)

d,aVa,bMb,cVc,dV
∗
a,cV

∗
b,d, (D8)

Qi
T (2) = M(i)

e,aVa,b

(
M2

)
b,d

Vd,eV
∗
a,dV

∗
b,e, (D9)

and a factor of 1/2 is inserted in (D4) to avoid double
counting as changing the order of τ1, τ2 does not lead to
a new transposition. We need the following relations for
our next step

M(0)
a,b =

1

N , (D10)

M(i)M(j) = M(i)δij , (D11)

trM(i) = 1. (D12)

Applying these relations along with the unitary property
of the matrix V , we obtain

Q00
T ′ =

1

N , (D13)

Qi0
T ′ = Q0i

T ′ =
λ2
i

N , i = 1, 2, ...,N − 1 (D14)

Q
(0)

T (1) =
1

N
∑
i

λi, (D15)

Q
(0)

T (2) =
1

N
∑
i

λ2
i . (D16)

We next substitute Eqs. (D13),(D14) in Eq. (D4),
Eq. (D15) in Eq. (D5), and Eq. (D16) in Eq. (D6) to
find

X̄T ′ =
t2(t− 5)

N +
∑
i ̸=0

2t2(λ3
i − λt−2

i )

N (1− λi)

+ t2
∑
i ̸=0
j ̸=0

λt−4
i λj − λiλ

t−4
j

λi − λj
Qij

T ′ , (D17)

X̄T (1) =
2t2

N +
2t2

N
∑
i ̸=0

λi + 2t2
∑
i̸=0

λt−3
i Qi

T (1) , (D18)

X̄T (2) =
2t2

N +
2t2

N
∑
i ̸=0

λ2
i + 2t2

∑
i ̸=0

λt−4
i Qi

T (2) . (D19)

We find the total contribution of all the single transpo-
sitions (T ) by adding the contributions in Eqs. (D17),
(D18), and (D19):

X̄T =
t2(t− 1)

N +
2t2

N
∑
i̸=0

λi

1− λi

+ t2
∑
i̸=0

(− 2λt−2
i

N (1− λi)
+ 2λt−3

i Qi
T (1) + 2λt−4

i Qi
T (2))

+ t2
∑
i̸=0
j ̸=0

λt−4
i λj − λiλ

t−4
j

λi − λj
Qij

T ′ . (D20)

b. Sub-sequence reversal (S)

A sub-sequence reversal permutation reverses the or-
der of some consecutive states. Let us Consider a
configuration of states on the blue circle for t = 9
as {n1, n2, n3, n4, n5, n6, n7, n8, n9}. The configuration
{n1, n2, n6, n5, n4, n3, n7, n8, n9} can be obtained by per-
forming a sub-sequence reversal from time steps 3 to 6. A
sub-sequence reversal is shown diagrammatically in Fig.
39. We apply the rules in Sec. IV to find

XS =
∑
ij

λτ2−τ1
i λt−τ2+τ1−2

j Qij
S , (D21)

where

Qij
S = M(i)

b,cM
(j)
d,aVa,bVc,dV

∗
a,cV

∗
b,d (D22)

To determine the contribution of all the S diagrams,
we sum over all the allowed values of τ1 and τ2. Nat-
urally, 1 ≤ τ1 ≤ t, however, we observe that the S
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a

b c

d

FIG. 39: A diagram representing sub-sequence reversal,
where the order of states from time step τ1 to τ2 is reversed
and the states at time steps τ1 and τ2 are denoted by b and
c, respectively.

diagrams resemble those of nearest-neighbor and next-
nearest-neighbor transpositions. Therefore, the allowed
values of τ2 should be such that the S diagrams do not
overlap with nearest-neighbor and next-nearest-neighbor
transposition diagrams. This leads to τ1 + 3 ≤ τ2 ≤
t + τ1 − 5. Additionally, we observe that changing the
order of τ1, τ2 leads to a different sub-sequence reversal
shown in Fig. 40b. However, the new sub-sequence re-
versal is just an anticyclic variant, shown in Fig. 40d, of
a sub-sequence reversal from τ1 +1 to τ2 − 1 in Fig. 40c.
Since we sum over all allowed values of τ1, τ2 and explic-
itly include contribution of cyclic and anticyclic variants
by including a factor of 2t, we must include a factor of 1/2
while summing the contribution of all the S diagrams:

τ1 τ2

(a)

τ1 τ2

(b)

τ1 + 1 τ2 − 1

τ1 τ2

(c)

τ1 τ2
τ1 + 1 τ2 − 1

(d)

FIG. 40

X̄S = (2t)
1

2

t∑
τ1=1

t+τ1−5∑
τ2=τ1+3

XS

= t2
∑
ij

λt−4
i λ3

j − λ3
iλ

t−4
j

λi − λj
Qij

S

=
t2(t− 7)

N + 2t2
∑
i ̸=0

λ3
i

N (1− λi)

− 2t2
∑
i ̸=0

λt−3
i

N (1− λi)
+ t2

∑
i ̸=0
j ̸=0

λt−4
i λ3

j − λ3
iλ

t−4
j

λi − λj
Qij

S ,

(D23)

where we have used Q00
S = 1/N , Qi0

S = Q0i
S = 1/N .

c. Identity permutation with repetition (R)

a a

FIG. 41: A diagram representing identity permutation with
repetition, where the states at time step τ1 and τ2 are the
same and referred to as a.

The contribution of the R diagram in Fig. 41 can be
found using the rules in Sec. IV. It is

X {n,n}
I =

(∑
i

λτ2−τ1
i M(i)

a,a

)∑
j

λτ2−τ1
j M(j)

a,a


=
∑
ij

λτ2−τ1
i λt−τ2+τ1

j Qij
R , (D24)

where

Qij
R = M(i)

a,aM(j)
a,a. (D25)

For this case, all possible combinations of τ1, τ2 are al-
lowed. Thus, 1 ≤ τ1 ≤ t and τ1 + 1 ≤ τ2 ≤ t + τ1 − 1.
We also include a factor of 1/2 to avoid double counting
of pairs of τ1, τ2:

X̄ {n,n}
I = (2t)

1

2

t∑
τ1=1

t+τ1−1∑
τ2=τ1+1

∑
ij

λτ2−τ1
i λt−τ2+τ1

j Qij
R

= t2
∑
ij

λt
iλj − λiλ

t
j

λi − λj
Qij

R . (D26)

We have Q00
R = 1/N and Q0i

R = Qi0
R = 1/N for i =

1, ...,N − 1. Thus,

X̄ {n,n}
I =

t2(t− 1)

N + 2t2
∑
i ̸=0

λi

N (1− λi)

− 2t2
∑
i̸=0

λt
i

N (1− λi)
+ t2

∑
i̸=0
j ̸=0

λt
iλj − λiλ

t
j

λi − λj
Qij

R .

(D27)

d. Sub-sequence reversal with repetition (SR)

The contribution of the SR diagram in Fig. 42 can be
calculated using the rules in Sec. IV. We obtain

X {n,n}
S =

∑
ij

λτ2−τ1−2
i λt−τ2+τ1

j Qij
SR, (D28)

where

Qij
SR =

∑
a,b,c

M(i)
c,bM(j)

a,aVa,bVc,aV
∗
a,cV

∗
b,a. (D29)
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a

b b

c

FIG. 42: A diagram representing sub-sequence reversal with
repetition, where the order of states from time step τ1 to τ2 is
reversed and the states at time steps τ1 and τ2 are the same
and denoted by b.

The allowed values of τ1 and τ2 are 1 ≤ τ1 ≤ t, τ1 + 3 ≤
τ2 ≤ t+ τ1 − 3. Therefore, the total contribution is

X̄ {n,n}
S = (2t)

1

2

t∑
τ1=1

t+τ1−3∑
τ2=τ1+3

∑
ij

λτ2−τ1−2
i λt−τ2+τ1

j Qij
SR

= t2
∑
ij

λt−4
i λ3

j − λiλ
t−2
j

λi − λj
Qij

SR. (D30)

Using Q00
SR = 1/N , Q0i

SR = Qi0
SR = 1/N , we find,

X̄ {n,n}
S =

t2(t− 5)

N + 2t2
∑
i̸=0

λ3
i

N (1− λi)

− 2t2
∑
i ̸=0

λt−2
i

N (1− λi)

+ t2
∑
i̸=0
j ̸=0

λt−4
i λ3

j − λiλ
t−2
j

λi − λj
Qij

SR. (D31)

The second-order correction to the SFF is

K
(2)
1 (t) = X̄T + X̄S − X̄ {n,n}

I − X̄ {n,n}
S . (D32)

Substituting Eqs. (D20), (D23), (D27), and (D31) in
Eq. (D32), we obtain

K
(2)
1 (t) = −2t2

N + 2t2
∑
i̸=0

(
λt−3
i Qi

T (1) + λt−4
i Qi

T (2) −
λt−3
i

N (1− λi)
+

λt
i

N (1− λi)

)

+ t2
∑
i̸=0
j ̸=0

(
λt−4
i λj − λiλ

t−4
j

λi − λj
Qij

T ′ +
λt−4
i λ3

j − λ3
iλ

t−4
j

λi − λj
Qij

S −
λt
iλj − λiλ

t
j

λi − λj
Qij

R −
λt−4
i λ3

j − λiλ
t−2
j

λi − λj
Qij

SR

)

= −2t2

N +O(λt
1) (D33)

We include the contribution of all the Type III terms
in Eq. D33, which we ignore in our calculation with the
reduced diagrams in Eq. 95.

Appendix E: Derivation of the second-order
correction in the absence of T -symmetry using only

the rules in Sec. V

a. Transposition

Following the rules in Sec. V, the calculation for the
cyclic variants of transposition is carried out in a similar
way to the T 2 = 1 case.

t−1∑
l=0

∑
T

YClT =
t2(t− 1)

2N +
t2

N
∑
i ̸=0

λi − λt−2
i

1− λi

+ t2
∑
i ̸=0

(
λt−3
i Qi

T (1) + λt−4
i Qi

T (2)

)
+

t2

2

∑
i ̸=0
j ̸=0

λt−4
i λj − λiλ

t−4
j

λi − λj
Qij

T ′ . (E1)

The contribution from the anticyclic variants is

t−1∑
l=0

∑
T

YRClT =
t2

2

∑
ij

χt−4
i χj − χiχ

t−4
j

χi − χj
Q̃ij

T ′

+ t2
∑
i

χt−3
i Q̃i

T (1) + t2
∑
i

χt−4
i Q̃i

T (2) ,

(E2)

where

Q̃ij
T ′ = M̃(i)

f,aM̃
(j)
c,dVa,bVb,cVd,eVe,fV

∗
e,aV

∗
c,eV

∗
b,dV

∗
f,b,

(E3)

Q̃i
T (1) = M̃(i)

d,aVa,bVb,cVc,dV
∗
c,aV

∗
b,cV

∗
d,b, (E4)

Q̃i
T (2) = M̃(i)

e,aVa,bVb,cVc,dVd,eV
∗
d,aV

∗
c,dV

∗
b,cV

∗
e,b. (E5)

The total contribution from all single transposition dia-
grams is then:
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ȲT =

t−1∑
l=0

∑
T

YClT +

t−1∑
l=0

∑
T

YRClT

=
t2(t− 1)

2N +
t2

N
∑
i ̸=0

λi

1− λi
+ t2

∑
i̸=0

(
− λt−2

i

N (1− λi)
+ λt−3

i Qi
T (1) + λt−4

i Qi
T (2)

)
+

t2

2

∑
i̸=0
j ̸=0

λt−4
i λj − λiλ

t−4
j

λi − λj
Qij

T ′

+
t2

2

∑
ij

χt−4
i χj − χiχ

t−4
j

χi − χj
Q̃ij

T ′ + t2
∑
i

χt−3
i Q̃i

T (1) + t2
∑
i

χt−4
i Q̃i

T (2) . (E6)

b. Sub-sequence reversal

The contribution of the sub-sequence reversal diagrams
can be found again following the rules in Sec. V as

ȲS =
t

2

t∑
τ1=1

t+τ1−5∑
τ2=τ1+3

∑
ij

χτ2−τ1
i λt−τ2+τ1−2

j Qij
S

+
t

2

t∑
τ1=1

t+τ1−5∑
τ2=τ1+3

∑
ij

λτ2−τ1
i χt−τ2+τ1−2

j Q̃ij
S

=
t2

2

∑
ij

χt−4
i λ3

j − χ3
iλ

t−4
j

χi − λj
Qij

S

+
t2

2

∑
ij

λt−4
i χ3

j − λ3
iχ

t−4
j

λi − χj
Q̃ij

S , (E7)

where

Qij
S = M̃(i)

b,cM
(j)
d,aVa,bVc,dV

∗
a,cV

∗
b,d, (E8)

Q̃ij
S = M(i)

b,cM̃
(j)
d,aVa,bVc,dV

∗
c,aV

∗
d,b. (E9)

It can be shown that Qi0
SR = Q̃0i

SR = trM̃(i)/N = 1/N .
Thus, we get

ȲS =
t2

N
∑
i

χt−2
i − χ3

i

χi − 1

+
t2

2

∑
i

∑
j ̸=0

χt−4
i λ3

j − χ3
iλ

t−4
j

χi − λj
Qij

S

+
t2

2

∑
i̸=0

∑
j

λt−4
i χ3

j − λ3
iχ

t−4
j

λi − χj
Q̃ij

S . (E10)

c. Identity permutation with repetition

The calculation of the cyclic variants of repetitions is
also similar to T 2 = 1 case.

t−1∑
l=0

∑
R

Y{n,n}
ClI

=
t2(t− 1)

2N +
t2

N
∑
i ̸=0

λi

1− λi

− t2

N
∑
i ̸=0

λt
i

1− λi
+

t2

2

∑
i ̸=0
j ̸=0

λt
iλj − λiλ

t
j

λi − λj
Qij

R ,

(E11)

Following the rules in Sec. V, total contribution of all the
anticyclic variants take the following form:

t−1∑
l=0

∑
R

Y{n,n}
RClI

=
t2

2

∑
ij

χt
iχj − χiχ

t
j

χi − χj
Q̃ij

R , (E12)

where

Q̃ij
R =

∑
a

M̃(i)
a,aM̃(j)

a,a. (E13)

Thus, we get the total contribution from the cyclic and
anticyclic variants as

Ȳ{n,n}
R =

t−1∑
l=0

∑
R

Y{n,n}
ClI

+

t−1∑
l=0

∑
R

Y{n,n}
RClI

=
t2(t− 1)

2N +
t2

N
∑
i̸=0

λi

1− λi

− t2

N
∑
i ̸=0

λt
i

1− λi
+

t2

2

∑
i ̸=0
j ̸=0

λt
iλj − λiλ

t
j

λi − λj
Qij

R

+
t2

2

∑
ij

χt
iχj − χiχ

t
j

χi − χj
Q̃ij

R . (E14)

d. Sub-sequence reversal with repetition

Following the rules in Sec. V, we find the contribu-
tion from the sub-sequence reversal with a repetition di-
agrams as

Ȳ{n,n}
SR =

t

2

t∑
τ1=1

t+τ1−3∑
τ2=τ1+3

∑
ij

χτ2−τ1−2
i λt−τ2+τ1

j Qij
SR

+
t

2

t∑
τ1=1

t+τ1−3∑
τ2=τ1+3

∑
ij

λτ2−τ1−2
i χt−τ2+τ1

j Q̃ij
SR
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=
t2

2

∑
ij

χt−4
i λ3

j − χiλ
t−2
j

χi − λj
Qij

SR

+
t2

2

∑
ij

λt−4
i χ3

j − λiχ
t−2
j

λi − χj
Q̃ij

SR, (E15)

where

Qij
SR = M̃(i)

b,cM(j)
a,aVa,bVc,aV

∗
a,cV

∗
b,a

=
(
M̃M̃(i)M̃

)
a,a

M(j)
a,a = χ2

iM̃(i)
a,aM(j)

a,a, (E16)

Q̃ij
SR = M(i)

b,cM̃(j)
a,aVa,bVc,aV

∗
c,aV

∗
a,b = λ2

iM(i)
a,aM̃(j)

a,a.

(E17)

Thus, we can find

Qi0
SR =

χ2
i

N trM̃(i) =
χ2
i

N , (E18)

Q̃0i
SR =

1

N trM̃(i) =
1

N . (E19)

We substitute Eqs. (E18) and (E19) in Eq. (E15) to find

Ȳ{n,n}
SR =

t2

N
∑
i

χ3
i

1− χi
− t2

N
∑
i

χt−2
i

1− χi

+
t2

2

∑
i

∑
j ̸=0

χt−4
i λ3

j − χiλ
t−2
j

χi − λj
Qij

SR

+
t2

2

∑
i ̸=0

∑
j

λt−4
i χ3

j − λiχ
t−2
j

λi − χj
Q̃ij

SR. (E20)

Therefore, we get the total second-order correction to the
SFF for systems in the absence of T -symmetry as

K
(2)
0 (t) = ȲT + ȲS − Ȳ{n,n}

R − Ȳ{n,n}
SR

= t2
∑
i ̸=0

(
− λt−2

i

N (1− λi)
+ λt−3

i Qi
T (1) + λt−4

i Qi
T (2)

)
+

t2

2

∑
i ̸=0
j ̸=0

λt−4
i λj − λiλ

t−4
j

λi − λj
Qij

T ′

+ t2
∑
ij

χt−4
i χj − χiχ

t−4
j

χi − χj
Q̃ij

T ′ + t2
∑
i

χt−3
i Q̃i

T (1) + t2
∑
i

χt−4
i Q̃i

T (2)

+
t2

2

∑
i

∑
j ̸=0

χt−4
i λ3

j − χ3
iλ

t−4
j

χi − λj
Qij

S +
t2

2

∑
ij

λt−4
i χ3

j − λ3
iχ

t−4
j

λi − χj
Q̃ij

S

+
t2

N
∑
i ̸=0

λt
i

1− λi
− t2

2

∑
i ̸=0
j ̸=0

λt
iλj − λiλ

t
j

λi − λj
Qij
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∑
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i
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∑
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j
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= O(λt
1, χ

t
0). (E21)

Equation (E21) shows the absence of universal term at
second order in time, which explains the emergence of

CUE SFF. Equation E21 includes the contribution of all
Type III terms, which are ignored in our calculation with
the reduced diagrams in Eq. 104.
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