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We investigate universal signatures of quantum chaos in the presence of time reversal symmetry
(TRS) in generic many body quantum chaotic systems (gMBQCs). We study three classes of mini-
mal models of gMBQCs with TRS, realized through random quantum circuits with (i) local TRS,
(ii) global TRS, and (iii) TRS combined with discrete time-translation symmetry. In large local
Hilbert space dimension q, we derive the emergence of random matrix theory (RMT) universality
in the spectral form factor (SFF) at times larger than the Thouless time tTh, which diverges with
system sizes in gMBQCs. At times before tTh, we identify universal behaviour beyond RMT by
deriving explicit scaling functions of SFF in the thermodynamic limit. In the simplest non-trivial
setting – preserving global TRS while breaking time translation symmetry and local TRS – we
show that the SFF is mapped to the partition function of an emergent classical ferromagnetic Ising
model, where the Ising spins correspond to the time-parallel and time-reversed pairings of Feynman
paths, and external magnetic fields are induced by TRS-breaking mechanisms. Without relying
on the large-q limit, we develop a second independent derivation of the Ising scaling behaviour of
SFF using space-time duality and parity symmetric non-Hermitian Ginibre ensembles. Moreover,
we show that many body effects originating from time-reversed pairings of Feynman paths manifest
in the two-point autocorrelation function (2PAF), the out-of-time-order correlator (OTOC), and
the partial spectral form factor – quantities sensitive to both eigenvalue and eigenstate correlations.
Unlike the case of SFF, we find that 2PAF generically favours time-reversed over time-parallel pair-
ings in the presence of TRS, resulting in characteristic negative and suppressed values of 2PAF for
antisymmetric operators, compared to their symmetric counterparts. By summing 2PAF over a
complete operator basis, we obtain a third complementary approach to derive the universal Ising
scaling behaviour of SFF in gMBQCs with global TRS. Additionally, we establish that the fluc-
tuations of 2PAF are governed by an emergent three-state Potts model, leading to an exponential
scaling with the operator support size, at a rate set by the three-state Potts model, a distinctive
signature of many body quantum chaos with TRS. Lastly, we show that the leading order behav-
ior of the OTOC between two operators is insensitive to the presence of TRS when the operators
are spatially separated, but becomes sensitive to TRS when their supports overlap at the initial
time. We demonstrate the general applicability of the results through numerical simulations of two
one-dimensional quantum circuit models.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the chaotic dynamics of generic many
body quantum chaotic systems (gMBQCs) is a noto-
riously difficult but fundamental problem with prac-
tical implications in exploring new computational
paradigms [1–4]. A vast class of interacting many
body systems is believed to exhibit quantum chaotic be-
haviour, as encapsulated by the eigenstate thermalization
hypothesis (ETH) [5–7], which provides a framework for
understanding how closed quantum systems reach ther-
mal equilibrium. A key diagnostic of quantum chaos
is the emergence of random matrix theory (RMT) be-
haviour, as stated in the quantum chaos conjecture [8]:
A quantum system is considered chaotic if its spectral
statistics, at sufficiently small energy scales, resemble
those predicted by RMT. This connection is crucial in
theoretical physics, as RMT provides a framework that
abstracts away microscopic details, capturing the univer-
sal properties of chaotic systems based solely on their
symmetries [9, 10]. However, RMT fails to capture the
structure of local interactions of many body quantum sys-
tems which gives rise to complex correlation in the Fock
space. To address this limitation, the random quantum
circuits has been introduced as a powerful toy models
in quantum information and many body physics, provid-
ing a versatile framework to explore universal features
of strongly coupled quantum dynamics [11, 12]. Re-
cent explorations involving the use of random quantum
circuits to examine operator growth [13–16] and entan-
glement dynamics amid chaotic evolution and measure-
ments [12, 17–22], spectral statistics [23–26], and eigen-
state correlations [27, 28].

A quantum system described by Hamiltonian H(t)
at time t is time reversal symmetric (TRS) if H(t) =
T H(−t)T −1, where T is an antiunitary operator. Equiv-
alently, a wavefunction ψ(t) obeying the Schrödinger
equation of H with TRS, i.e. iℏ∂tψ(t) = Hψ(t), has
time-reversed counterpart given by T ψ(−t). It can be
shown that the antiunitary operator satisfies T 2 = ±1,
where the plus and minus signs correspond to the cases
of systems with TRS with integer and half-integer spins
respectively. Here we focus on dynamical and spectral
properties of TRS quantum many body systems with
T 2 = 1. The case for T 2 = −1 will be addressed in fu-
ture work. TRS plays a fundamental role in determining
dynamical and spectral properties in quantum systems.

Time-reversed
pairings

Time-parallel
pairing

Many body interactions: Domain wall type I
Domain wall type II

FIG. 1. Many body interactions between time-parallel,
time-reversed pairings of Feynman paths give rise to
universal scaling behaviours of SFF in the presence of TRS
before the many body Thouless time. There are two types
of interactions: Domain wall type I arising from interactions
among two time-parallel pairings or time-reversed pairings,
and Domain wall type II arising from interactions between a
time-parallel pairing and a time-reversed pairing.

It underlies key phenomena such as Kramer’s degener-
acy in eletronic systems [29], protected edge modes in
topological insulators [30–32], weak localization in dis-
ordered conductors [33–35], distinct spectral statistics in
quantum chaotic systems and random matrices [36, 37].
Further, many of the most widely studied paradigmatic
spin chain models possess TRS in their simplest formu-
lations. Notable examples include the Heisenberg XXZ
chain [38], the transverse-field Ising model [39], and the
AKLT model [40], all of which have played important
roles in understanding quantum magnetism, critical phe-
nomena, and topological phases. In this paper, we con-
sider three classes of gMBQCs with TRS: (i) local TRS,
where each local interaction within the system is indi-
vidually TRS; (ii) global TRS, where the entire unitary
time evolution of the system is TRS; and (iii) TRS with
discrete time translation symmetry (Floquet TRS). Note
that a system can exhibit local or global TRS indepen-
dently. However, a Floquet system with TRS inherently
satisfy both local and global TRS due to periodic struc-
ture of its time evolution. The objective of this paper is
to understand the universal signature of quantum chaos
arising from the presence of TRS and many body inter-
actions.
The quantum chaos conjecture can be concretely

probed by the spectral form factor – the Fourier trans-
form of two-level spectral correlation function [9, 10].
Given quantum system with a time evolution operator



3

Universal SFF Ising scaling behaviour
for many body quantum chaos with global TRS 

3. SFF as a sum of 
correlation functions

1. SFF as double Feynman 
path integrals

2. SFF via space-time duality and
parity symmetric Ginibre ensembles

FIG. 2. Three routes to emergent Ising scaling be-
haviour of SFF in gMBQCs with global TRS by evalu-
ating (1) SFF as double Feynman path integrals; (2) SFF via
space-time duality and parity symmetric Ginibre ensembles;
and (3) SFF as a sum of correlation functions. See Table I
for the corresponding effective Ising degrees of freedom with
each approach.

U(t), the SFF is defined as K(t) = |Tr[U(t)]|2, repre-
senting a double sum of amplitudes over Feynman paths.
At the core of quantum chaos lies the diagonal approx-
imation [41, 42], originally introduced in periodic orbit
theory, which asserts that under an ensemble average,
the dominant contributions to the SFF arises from pair-
ings between a Feynman path and its complex conjugate
counterpart, as phase cancellations suppress off-diagonal
terms. Additionally, time translational symmetry allows
for t pairing choices, leading to the characteristic linear
ramp behaviour of RMT, a universal hallmark of quan-
tum chaos [9, 10]. In the presence of TRS, each Feyn-
man path has a corresponding time-reversed path. This
introduces an additional class of pairings: Besides time-
parallel pairings between two paths evolving in the same
direction, there exist time-reversed pairings between two
paths propagating in opposite directions. As a result,
the leading order SFF pairings double from t to 2t in the
presence of TRS. The physics of time-reversed pairings
has been extensively studied across various fields, e.g.
Cooperons in disordered systems [34, 35, 43], and semi-
classical periodic orbit theory in single- or few-particle
physics [41, 42, 44–46].

What are the signatures of quantum chaos in the pres-
ence of many body interaction? Due to local many body
interaction, the connected part of SFF exhibits a char-

acteristic “bump” – a deviation from RMT – at times
earlier than the many body Thouless time tTh [25, 47].
Note that the disconnected part of the SFF can intro-
duce an early-time non-universal “dip”, which should not
be confused with the “bump” from the connected SFF.
In generic many body systems, both the bump size and
tTh have been observed – and in some cases analytically
derived – to grow with system size, ultimately diverg-
ing in the thermodynamic limit. [25, 28, 48–55]. This
divergence suggests the existence of an extended time
and energy window in which one can explore novel signa-
tures of many body quantum chaos beyond the conven-
tional RMT behaviour. Such deviation from RMT can
be understood through the pairings of Feynman paths,
which are now many body trajectories in the Fock space.
In gMBQCs, these pairings can occur locally, meaning
that different subregions of the system can exhibit dis-
tinct pairings [25, 51, 56]. Before tTh, the system can be
heuristically viewed as a collection of expanding patches
of random matrices, each adopting an identical pairing of
Feynman paths. As time progresses, these patches grow
and merge, eventually encompassing the entire system.
For times beyond tTh, the system behaves as a single
large random matrix, with all regions adopting the same
pairing, thereby restoring the diagonal approximation.

In this paper, we show that many body interactions be-
tween time-reversed and time-parallel pairings give rise
to novel universal signatures of generic many body quan-
tum chaos in the presence of TRS. To isolate the effects of
TRS, we begin with the simplest non-trivial setting where
all symmetries, including time translational symmetry,
are eliminated except the global TRS. In this regime,
there are only two possible local pairings of Feynman
paths: a single time-parallel pairing and a single time-
reversed pairing [Fig. 10]. In the limit of large-q, the
SFF of gMBQCs with global TRS can be exactly evalu-
ated by mapping it to the partition function of the Ising
model, where the time-parallel and time-reversed pair-
ings of Feynman paths serve as effective Ising degrees of
freedom at each physical site, and where a TRS-breaking
mechanism can be introduced as an effective external
magnetic field. To establish the universality of our find-
ings, we derive a scaling function of SFF [Eq. (25)] in
the Thouless scaling limit where both L and t are large
but x ≡ L/LTh(t) remains fixed [53]. Here, the Thouless
length LTh(t) is the inverse function of the Thouless time
tTh(L). We validate this scaling function through numer-
ical simulations of two distinct many body quantum cir-
cuit models at finite q, finding excellent agreements with
our theoretical predictions obtained at large q [Fig. 12].

Restoring the discrete time translational symmetry in
addition to TRS, we show that the SFF in gMBQCs can
be mapped onto the partition function of a generalized
Potts model where each physical site possesses 2t degrees
of freedom, t for time-parallel pairings of Feynman path, t
for time-reversed pairings [Fig. 1 and Fig. 10]. This map-
ping gives rise to two distinct types of many body inter-
actions: (i) Domain wall type I, describing interactions



4

between either two time-parallel pairings, or two time-
reversed pairings; and (ii) Domain wall type II, describ-
ing interactions between time-parallel and time-reversed
pairings [Fig. 1]. From these interactions, we derive an
exact expression for SFF in the large-q limit, and obtain
the corresponding scaling function at the Thouless scal-
ing limit [Eqs. (36) and (37)]. To validate these results
at finite q, we numerically simulate two distinct quantum
circuit models, finding good agreement with our theoret-
ical predictions [Fig. 13]. Together, we show that in the
large-q limit, depending on the types of TRS symmetries,
the SFF of gMBQCs is schematically given by

lim
q→∞

K(t, L) ∝


Zt-Potts No symmetries,

1 Local TRS,

ZIsing Global TRS,

Z2t-gPotts Floquet TRS,

(1)

where the partition function of Ising, Potts, and general-
ized Potts models are defined in Eq. (21), and Eqs. (27)
to (29). These mappings will be made precise below and
directly evaluated in the one-dimensional settings. The
features of SFF in the higher dimension case are studied
in an upcoming work [57].

In quantum many body physics, space-time dual-
ity is an approach that provides insights into a quan-
tum many body system by analyzing the spatial prop-
agation of a circuit instead of its conventional unitary
time evolution [25, 26, 51, 58–60]. Recent studies have
demonstrated that the dual transfer matrix of spatially-
extended, generic many body quantum chaotic systems
belongs to the universality class of the non-Hermitian
Ginibre ensemble [61], which consists of random matri-
ces with independent complex Gaussian matrix elements.
Using Ginibre ensembles, we independently derive the
Ising scaling function of the SFF in the presence of global
TRS [Eq. (46)], without relying on the infinite-q limit or
specific quantum circuit models, thereby substantiating
the claims on the universality of our findings.

We derive exact results for the partial spectral form
factor (PSFF) [28, 62, 63], a generalization of the SFF in
which only a subregion A of a quantum many-body sys-
tem is traced out. Notably, beyond capturing eigenvalue
correlations, the PSFF also encodes information about
the eigenstate correlation, which serves as a robust diag-
nostic of quantum chaos, as exemplified by the Eigenstate
Thermalization Hypothesis [5–7]. Analogous to Eq. (1),
in the large-q limit, PSFF can be evaluated via a map-
ping to the partition function of a system [Eq. (50)], with
different Hamiltonians governing subsystem A, its com-
plement A, and their boundary ∂A. We analytically and
numerically demonstrate that PSFF features a bump be-
fore decaying exponentially in time after the correspond-
ing Thouless time. The origin of this bump is analogous
to that in the SFF, but in this case, the emergent statis-
tical mechanical system is confined in the subregion A,
within which time-parallel and time-reversed pairings of
Feynman paths interact.

The many body interactions between time-parallel and
time-reversed pairings have implications on the dynam-
ical signatures of the gMBQCs with TRS. Two-point
correlation functions are one of the simplest observables
to characterise quantum fluctuations [64], and are ex-
pected to decay exponentially in gMBQCs in the ab-
sence of conserved quantities [65]. Consider the Hilbert

space CqL of a quantum many body system with L
sites, where each local Hilbert space is Cq. At each
site, we use the generalized Gell-Mann matrices – ex-
plicitly defined in Eq. (60) – as operator basis {oµ},
with index µ = 0, 1, . . . , q2 − 1. This basis satisfies the
follow properties: o0 ≡ 1, oµ is traceless for µ ̸= 0,
and the basis is orthonormal, i.e. q−1 Tr[oµoν ] = δµν .
For q = 2, this basis consists of Pauli matrices. For
the many body Hilbert space, we take operator strings

Oµ =
⊗L

i=1 oµi
to form the basis states with O0 ≡ 1

and the integer µ = 0, 1, 2, . . . , q2L − 1 is now promoted
to a vector (µ1, µ2, . . . , µL) with µi = 0, 1, . . . , q2 − 1.
The two-point correlation function of the operator Oµ

at time t at infinite temperature is defined as Cµν(t) :=
N−1 Tr[Oµ(t)Oµ(0)] where Oµ(t) = U(t)OµU

†(t) is the
time-evolved operator in the Heisenberg picture. The
two-point autocorrelation function (2PAF) is defined as
Cµµ(t).
We show that averaged 2PAF can be evaluated by rec-

ognizing that time-reversed pairings of Feynman paths
dominate at sites where Oµ has operator support, while
time-parallel pairings dominate on sites without support
[Eq. (74)]. Crucially, unlike in the case of the SFF,
time-parallel and time-reversed pairings are not treated
on equal footing in the 2PAF. At site i with opera-
tor support, a unique time-reversed pairing of Feynman
paths connects the two local operators at leading order
in q, effectively circumventing the tracelessness condition
[Lemma 3 and Fig. 17 (a)]. We represent this local pair-
ing heuristically as

Tr[oµi
(t)oµi

(0)] , TRS, (2)

where oµi is the support of the operator Oµ at site i.
This contraction gives rise to a crucial sign that is de-
pendent on the symmetricity of the local operator: a
negative (positive) sign arises for antisymmetric operator
[Fig. 19], e.g. Pauli-Y (Pauli-X) operator at q = 2. Fur-
ther, the other subleading diagrams from time-reversed
pairings and time-parallel pairings are always positive
without operator dependence. Consequently, 2PAF for
antisymmetric operator is expected to have suppressed
values relative to the symmetric counterparts, since the
negative leading contributions are reduced in magnitude
by the positive subleading contributions. The above be-
haviour of 2PAF contrasts sharply with the case with-
out TRS, where the leading order contributions lack
operator-dependent signs and are suppressed by an addi-
tional factor of q for each site with operator support. By
summing over 2PAF over a complete operator basis and
properly accounting for the operator-dependent sign, we
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rederive the Ising scaling behaviour of SFF in gMBQCs
with global TRS [Eqs. (76) and (5)]. The dominance
of time-reversed pairings and the characteristic negative
and suppressed values of the 2PAF of antisymmetric op-
erators (compared to 2PAF of symmetric operators) are
supported by two pieces of numerical evidence at finite
q. First, direct simulations of the 2PAF for a local anti-
symmetric operator show a clear negative and suppressed
value, as illustrated in Fig. 20(a). Second, upon summing
over both symmetric and antisymmetric operators sup-
ported on the same region, the 2PAF exhibits a scaling
behavior with operator support size that aligns with the-
oretical predictions, as shown in Fig. 20(c).

Further, we demonstrate that the averaged 2PAF fluc-
tuations can be evaluated via a mapping onto the parti-
tion function of a three-state Potts model, where each site
hosts three effective degrees of freedom arising from time-
reversed and time-parallel pairings of Feynman paths. In
the notation introduced above, these local degrees of free-
dom are [Lemma 4]

Tr[oµi
(t)oµi

] Tr[oµi
(t)oµi

] , TRS,

Tr[oµi
(t)oµi

] Tr[oµi
(t)oµi

] , TRS, (3)

Tr[oµi
(t)oµi

] Tr[oµi
(t)oµi

] , No symmetries.

The emergence of three distinct states is fundamen-
tal, arising from the combinatorial fact that there are
three possible ways to pair four operators in the fluctua-
tion of the 2PAF. Crucially, in the absence of TRS, only
the last pairing in Eq (3) remains, leading to a striking
contrast in the behaviours of 2PAF fluctuations: With
TRS, the fluctuations scale exponentially with operator
support size at a rate governed by the three-state Potts
model; while without TRS, the fluctuations remain ap-
proximately constant as the operator support size grows.
We support these claims with numerical simulations of
gMBQCs at finite-q with and without TRS in Fig. 21
(b) and (c). Schematically, we summarise the results for
2PAF fluctuations as

lim
q→∞

C2
µµ(t) ∝

{
Zcluster
A No symmetries,

Z3-Potts
A TRS.

(4)

Z3-Potts
A is the partition function of an emergent statis-

tical mechanical model (49) where the operator is sup-
ported in subregion A with the emergent dynamics gov-
erned by a three-state Potts model. Zcluster

A is the parti-
tion function of a trivial statistical mechanical system de-
scribed by a single state with Boltzmann weight depend-
ing on size of the operator support |O| and its boundary
|∂O|. These results on 2PAF and its fluctuations high-
light the significant role of the many-body interaction
among time-reversed pairings in gMBQCs with TRS.

Under the quantum dynamics in generic quantum
many-body systems, information of local perturbation
spreads and scrambles among non-local degrees of free-
dom of the system, and can be diagnosed using the out-of-
time-order correlator (OTOC) [66, 67], defined at infinite

temperature as Fµν(t) := 1
N Tr[Oµ(t)Oν(0)Oµ(t)Oν(0)],

where Oµ(t) = U(t)OµU
†(t) is the time-evolved opera-

tor in the Heisenberg picture as before. We show that
the leading order behavior of the OTOC between two
operators is unaffected by TRS when the operators are
spatially separated. However, when their supports over-
lap at the initial time, the OTOC becomes sensitive to
TRS. In this case, TRS induces corrections arising from
contractions analogous to those in Eq. (4), with the sign
of the correction depending on whether the local operator
supports are identical.

TRS naturally arises in some of the simplest models of
quantum many body chaos studied in the literature. Re-
cent works on TRS in spatially-extended many body sys-
tems have explored entanglement and operator spread-
ing in temporal and spatial random local TRS quan-
tum circuits that lack global TRS and time translational
symmetry [68, 69]. Additionally, the RMT behaviour
has been derived in SFF in Floquet TRS chaotic sys-
tems with long-range interactions [23, 70–72] and Flo-
quet TRS chaotic quantum circuits with dual unitary
condition [26, 73, 74]. The dual unitary quantum cir-
cuits display RMT behaviour in SFF after only O(1)
time, notably without the diverging many body bump
region discussed here. Additionally, their two-point cor-
relation functions, including autocorrelation functions,
exhibit strictly light-cone-confined correlations. In con-
trast, this work focuses on the spectral and dynamical
properties of spatially-extended, local and generic quan-
tum many body chaotic systems with TRS, and in partic-
ular, demonstrates universal behaviour beyond the RMT
due to the presence of TRS and many body interactions.

While completing this manuscript, [75] appeared in
the arXiv on random quantum circuits with global TRS.
These two works are complementary to each other. [75]
focuses on the measurement-induced phase transition,
while this work focuses on the SFF, PSFF, correlation
functions, and OTOC.

The main results of this paper are summarized as fol-
lows, with exact analytical derivations obtained in the
limit of large on-site dimension q unless stated otherwise:

• Derivation of the leading order RMT universal be-
haviour in the spectral form factor in gMBQCs with
TRS after the Thouless time tTh [Sec. IVB].

• Derivation of Ising [Eq. (25) and numerical ev-
idences in Fig. 12 (c)] and generalized Potts
[Eqs. (36), (37), and numerical evidences in Fig. 13
(c)] universal scaling behaviours beyond the RMT
in the spectral form factor in spatially-extended
and local gMBQCs with TRS before the Thouless
time tTh.

• A second derivation of the Ising scaling behaviour
of the spectral form factor from non-Hermitian par-
ity symmetric Ginibre ensembles of gMBQCs with-
out relying on the large-q limit [Eq. (46)].
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TABLE I. Effective Ising degrees of freedom in the three approaches used to derive the scaling behaviour of SFF in gMBQCs
with global TRS.

Approach Effective Ising degrees of freedom
1. SFF as double Feynman path integrals Time-parallel pairings of Feynman paths

Time-reversed pairings of Feynman paths
2. SFF via space-time duality and Identity contraction in the dual spatial direction

parity symmetric Ginibre ensembles Parity SWAP contraction in the dual spatial direction
3. SFF as a sum over correlation functions Time-parallel pairings for 2PAF on sites w/o operator support

Time-reversed pairings for 2PAF on sites w/ operator support

• Exact results for the partial spectral form factor
in gMBQCs with TRS beyond the RMT regime
[Eq. (50)].

• Exact results for the two-point autocorrelation
functions in gMBQCs with TRS [Eq. (74)], which
are dominated by local time-reversed pairings, re-
sulting in characteristic negative and suppressed
values for autocorrelation functions of antisym-
metric operators, compared to their symmetric
counterparts [Eq. (70) and numerical evidences in
Fig. 20 (a) and (c)].

• A third derivation of the Ising scaling behaviour of
the spectral form factor in gMBQCs with TRS from
summation of autocorrelation functions [Eq. (76)].

• Exact results for the fluctuations of two-point
autocorrelation function in gMBQCs with TRS
[Eq. (82)], which exhibits an exponential growth
of the fluctuations in the operator support size
governed by an emergent three-state Potts model
[Eq. (78) and numerical evidences in Fig. 21 (b)
and (c)].

• Discussions on how the out-of-time-order correla-
tor between two operators depends on their spatial
separation in the presence of TRS [Fig. 22].

We emphasise that the Ising scaling behaviour of SFF in
gMBQCs with global TRS is derived via three comple-
mentary approaches [Fig. 2]:

1. Evaluation of SFF as double Feynman path inte-
grals by accounting for the many body interaction
between time-parallel and time-reversed pairings of
Feynman paths under the large-q approximation
[Eq. (25)].

2. Evaluation of the SFF via space-time duality us-
ing a parity symmetric Ginibre ensemble without
relying on the large-q approximation [Eq. (46)].

3. Evaluation of SFF as a sum of correlation func-
tions under the large-q approximation, which treats
time-reversed and time-parallel pairings of Feyn-
man paths on unequal footings [Eq. (76)].

Together, these approaches give the equation

κSFFg-TRS(x) = κGin
g-TRS(x) = κ2PAF

g-TRS(x) , (5)

where the effective Ising degrees of freedom in the three
approaches are summarised in Table I.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we de-

fine two quantum circuit models and RMT models for
different classes of TRS. In Sec. III, we introduce the
diagrammatical approach for random quantum circuits
with TRS. We provide results on the SFF, PSFF, 2PAF
and OTOC in Sec. IV, V, VI, and VII respectively. In
Sect. VIII, we provide a discussion and outlook.

II. MODELS

To model generic quantum many body dynamics, we
consider random quantum many body circuits U(t) act-
ing on the Hilbert space of many qudits with on-site
Hilbert space dimension q. We consider three conditions
on TRS and time translational symmetry:

1. Local TRS: A local interaction described by some
unitary operator u is TRS if u satisfies

T uT −1 = u† . (6)

We say that a quantum circuit U(t) is local TRS if
U(t) is composed of u satisfying (6).

2. Global TRS: The time evolution operator U(t)
composed of local interaction u-s is called global
TRS if U(t) satisfies

T U(t)T −1 = U†(t) . (7)

3. Time translational symmetry (Floquet): U(t)
is a discrete time translational symmetric or Flo-
quet operator if

U(t) = U t . (8)

Rather intuitively, the condition Eq. (6) (and Eq. (7))
is imposing that time evolution followed by the asso-
ciated time-reversed evolution is equal to identity, i.e.
T uT −1u = 1. The main advantage of modelling gM-
BQCs with unitary time evolution operator, as supposed
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to, say, time-independent Hamiltonians, is its simplicity:
these models can be constructed so that all symmetries
and conserved quantities, including energy, are removed.
These symmetries can be systematically added back to
the systems, e.g. [14, 48, 50, 53, 76]. Furthermore, such
time evolution operators often have homogeneous den-
sity of states, which lead to particularly clean behaviour
in observables, e.g. absence of the dip in SFF at early
times and therefore the need for unfolding, unlike the case
of time-independent Hamiltonians. Lastly, unitary quan-
tum circuits are naturally realized in digital gate-based
quantum simulators and processors [77], see for example
Google’s experiment [3].

In the following, we will define two random quantum
circuits models, namely the Random Phase Model and
the Haar-Random Model. For both models in later sec-
tions, we will provide analytical calculations in the limit
of large local Hilbert space dimension, and numerical sim-
ulations at finite local Hilbert space dimension, so that
the generality of the analytical results can be verified. We
will also define two models in random matrix theory. The
first (second) one is based on the circular unitary (Gini-
bre) ensemble, acts (non-)unitarily in the time (space)
direction, and captures the late-time (large-system-size)
universal behaviuor of gMBQCs. For brevity, we will
define the quantum many body circuits using tensor net-
works diagrammatically in the main text, and provide
their algebraic definitions in the Appendix A.

A. Random phase model (RPM)

The TRS Random Phase Models (RPM) are many
body random quantum circuits that act on the Hilbert

space CqL of L qudits. While many results derived for
RPM are valid for general geometries in arbitrary di-
mensions, we will define RPM in one dimension for sim-
plicity. The RPM is composed of 1-site gates uCOE

drawn from the COE and/or CUE, and 2-site diagonal

gates [uphase]
a′
ja

′
j+1

ajaj+1 = δaj ,a′
j
δaj+1,a′

j+1
exp[iφ

(j)
aj ,aj+1(t)]

with aj = 1, 2 . . . , q that couples neighbouring sites with

random phases. Each coefficient φ
(j)
aj ,aj+1(t) is an inde-

pendent Gaussian random real variable with mean zero
and variance ϵ, which controls the coupling strength be-
tween neighboring spins. RPM is the first local and
spatially-extended generic quantum many body model
that allows the analytical derivation of a universal de-
viation from RMT for time earlier than the Thouless
time [25]. By constraining the local gates in a quan-
tum circuit to be site- or time-independent (or both), the
RPM gives access to translational invariant in time and
in space without TRS, as explored in [25, 51, 54, 61, 78–
81].

To incorporate TRS, using the tensor networks illus-
trated in Fig. 3, we define the local TRS RPM as the
quantum circuit in Fig. 3 (c) where all gates are inde-
pendently drawn, such that condition 1 is satisfied, but

not conditions 2 and 3. The global TRS RPM without
local TRS is defined as the quantum circuit in Fig. 3 (e),
where gates reflected across the (horizontal) time rever-
sal axis [dashed line in Fig. 3 (e)] are identified, such that
condition 2 is satisfied, but not condition 1 and 3. Sim-
ilarly, the global TRS RPM with local TRS is defined as
the quantum circuit in Fig. 3 (f), satisfying condition 1
and 2, but not 3. We will refer to these two models with
global TRS collectively as the global TRS RPM. Lastly,
the Floquet TRS RPM is defined as the quantum circuit
in Fig. 3 (h), such that all three conditions are satisfied.
Note that since the 2-site gates are diagonal, they triv-
ially satisfy local TRS condition (6). These models are
defined algebraically in Appendix A. RPM without sym-
metries are chaotic only for q ≥ 3 – the same statement
is found to be valid in TRS RPM. We will provide exact
analytics of RPM at large q, and numerics of RPM at
q = 3.

In order to satisfy the global TRS condition (7) in
quantum circuit geometries, we introduce the half-gates
at the first and last time steps in Fig. 3 (e,f,h) and also
later in Fig. 4 (b,c), illustrated by gates roughly half the
size of gates in the bulks of the quantum circuits. For a
unitary u with TRS satisfying Eq. (6), there always ex-
ists a T -invariant basis such that u is symmetric. There-
fore, u always has a spectral decomposition u = SDST

where T denotes tranposition, D is the diagonal matrix
of eigenvalues, and STS = 1. In turn, we can decom-
pose u = vvT with v = S

√
D being the half-gate. Intu-

itively, one can think of the geometry of the circuits with
global TRS [e.g. Fig. 3 (e,f,h)] as the conventional ge-
ometry [e.g. Fig. 3 (c)], but cyclically shifted half a time
step upwards or downwards. These half gates can be
thought of as the space-time-dual analogue of the gates
that straddle between the left-most and right-most sites
across the periodic boundary of a one-dimensional many
body circuits. In other words, a gate that straddle across
boundaries in space would correspond to a half-gate if
the space and time axes are swapped. To define TRS
RPM, we need the half gate associated to a 2-site ran-
dom phase gate, which is obtained by simply taking the
matrix square root of the diagonal random phase gate.
To define TRS RPM in odd time (see Appendix A) and
TRS Haar-random model (see below), we also need the
half gate associated to uCOE drawn from the COE. uCOE

has a natural decomposition uCOE = uCUEu
T
CUE, and we

take uCUE as the half gate of uCOE.

Heuristically, the complexity of these models can be

assessed by the moments of local gates uCUE and u†CUE
required to compute the moments of the entire circuit
U(t, L) and U†(t, L). By this criterion, the complexity hi-
erarchy of random quantum circuits increases from local
TRS gMBQCs and global TRS w/o local TRS gMBQCs,
global TRS w/ local TRS gMBQCs, and Floquet TRS
gMBQCs as in Fig. 3 (a). For example, the computation
of the 1st moment of U(t, L) and U†(t, L) requires re-
spectively the 2nd, 2nd, 4th and 2t-th moments of uCUE

and u†CUE. Note crucially that this implies that the SFF
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Floquet TRS
Complexity
hierarchy

Global TRS 
w/o local TRS

Global TRS
w/ local TRSLocal TRS

Local TRS Floquet TRS
Global TRS 

w/o local TRS
Global TRS
w/ local TRS

(i)

Dictionary

FIG. 3. TRS random phase models (RPM). (a) Hierarchy of complexity of TRS random quantum circuits. (b) Diagram-
matical representation of two-site and one-site unitary gates in the RPM. RPM with (c) local TRS, (e) global TRS w/o
local TRS, (f) global TRS w/ local TRS, and (h) Floquet TRS. Gates illustrated in the same color are being identified.
The above models can be approximated in sufficiently late time by the coarse-grained models of random matrix theory (RMT)
in (d), (g), and (i) respectively. Notice that even though 2-site unitary gates may be locally TRS, bi-layer of such gates may
not have TRS, e.g. (c) (f). For models with global TRS, the gates reflected across the time reversal axes (dashed lines) are
identified. The gates at the top and bottom layers of (e), (f) and (h) are the half gates (see main text). Algebraic definitions
of models are given in Appendix A.

of local TRS gMBQCs, global TRS w/o local TRS gM-
BQCs only requires the 2nd moment of the Haar-random
gates, and therefore can be efficiently simulated using the
corresponding Clifford circuits by the Gottesman-Knill
theorem [82], which will be discussed in the upcoming
work [57].

B. Haar-random model (HRM)

The TRS Haar-random model (HRM) are many body
random quantum circuits that act on the Hilbert space

CqL of L qudits. HRM is composed of 2-site gates
uCOE drawn from either the circular orthogonal ensemble
(COE), or the circular unitary ensemble (CUE) [Fig. 4
(a)]. Without TRS, the temporal- and spatial-random
version of HRM has been studied extensively in the lit-
erature, e.g. [12–15, 17, 18], and imposing time transla-
tional symmetry in HRM has allowed access to spectral
statistics [24, 51, 79, 80] and eigenstate correlation [27].
Closely analogous to the definitions of TRS RPM, we
define the local TRS HRM as in Fig. 4 (c), except that
all gates are drawn independently at each space time co-
ordinate, and that geometry shifted upwards by half a
layer of gates. The global TRS HRM without local TRS
is defined as in Fig. 4 (b). The global TRS HRM with lo-
cal TRS is defined similar to Fig. 4 (b), except the CUE
gates are replaced with COE gates aside from the top
most and bottom most layers. Lastly, the Floquet TRS
HRM is defined using Fig. 4 (c). These models are de-
fined algebraically in Appendix A. We will provide exact
analytics of HRM at large q, and numerical simulations
at finite q = 2.

Floquet TRS
Global TRS 

w/o local TRSDictionary

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 4. TRS Haar-random models (HRM). (a) Dictio-
nary of the diagrammatical representation of COE and CUE
unitary gates. HRM as models of gMBQCs with (b) global
TRS w/o local TRS and (c) Floquet TRS at time t = 4.
Gates illustrated in the same color are being identified. The
dashed line denote TRS inversion axis. Local TRS HRM (not
illustrated) is similar to (c) except each unitary gate is inde-
pendently drawn, and that the circuit geometry is shifted in
time by half a time step. Global TRS HRM w/ local TRS is
defined as in (b), except that the CUE gates are replaced by
COE gates, aside from the top most and bottom most layers
of CUE gates (the half gates). See the algebraic definitions in
Appendix A.

C. Random matrix theory (RMT)

Random matrix theory (RMT) is the studies of the
statistical properties of an ensemble of random matri-
ces, and can be used to model chaotic dynamics of many
body quantum chaotic dynamics in sufficiently late time
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scales or sufficiently small energy scales [8]. In this paper,
we study two classes of models in RMT. The first class is
based on the circular ensembles, acts unitarily in the time
direction, and captures the late-time universal behaviuor
of gMBQCs. More specifically, the first class of models in
RMT are defined via time evolution operators with uni-
tary u drawn from the circular unitary ensemble (CUE)
or the circular orthogonal ensemble (COE) of N -by-N
unitaries [10]. Using diagrammatical tensor network, we
define the first class of RMT that models gMBQCs with
local TRS in Fig. 3 (d); RMT that models gMBQCs with
global TRS in Fig. 3 (g); and RMT that models Floquet
gMBQCs with TRS in Fig. 3 (i). The models are al-
gebraically defined in Appendix A. We will refer to the
RMT models of circular ensembles simply as the “RMT”.

The second class of RMT models is based on the Gini-
bre ensemble, which is an ensemble of random matrices
with independent complex Gaussian matrix elements [9].
It has recently been shown that gMBQCs displays uni-
versal signatures of the Ginibre ensemble [61]. In turn,
the Ginibre ensemble can be used to model the coarse-
grained non-unitary evolution of the gMBQCs in the spa-
tial direction. Since this connection between Ginibre en-
semble and gMBQCs is relatively recent, we will devote
a separate section to define and analyse them below. We
will refer to the second class of RMT models explicitly
as the Ginibre ensembles.

D. TRS-breaking mechanisms

Symmetry-breaking mechanisms for the global TRS is
important because in the emergent classical statistical
mechanical problem dual to the SFF of random quantum
circuits (see below), TRS-breaking mechanisms can be
used to generate external magnetic fields, by favouring
local time-parallel pairings of Feynman paths over the
local time-reversed pairings of Feynman paths. Here we
will here describe two TRS-breaking mechanisms.

The first TRS-breaking mechanism can be used in gM-
BQCs defined by time-independent Hamiltonian or Flo-
quet operators. The computation of SFF (see below)
amounts to analyse a sum of many body diagrams which
can be organised by the order in q−1, according to Lemma
1, the leading local SFF diagrams are of two types: The
ladder diagrams [e.g. Fig. 10 (e)], corresponding to the
possible time-parallel pairings of Feynman paths, i.e. be-
tween a Feynman path and its complex conjugate coun-
terpart, both traversing in the same direction in time;
and the twisted diagrams [e.g. Fig. 10 (b)], corresponding
to the possible time-reversed pairings of Feynman paths,
i.e. between a Feynman path and its time-reversed com-
plex conjugate counterpart. Suppose that there are non-
TRS unitary operators appearing in the time evolution of
a quantum many body system. We observe that ladder
contractions and twisted contractions [Fig. 8] in SFF dia-
grams (and in other observables) can form a loop around
the product of the non-TRS (non-symmetric) unitary op-

erator ub and its complex conjugate u∗b [Fig. 5]. For the
ladder case, this leads to Tr[uTb u

∗
b] = Tr[1] = q. For

the twisted case, this leads to Tr[ubu
∗
b]. Consequently,

the insertion of non-TRS unitary operators generally bi-
ase one type of contractions over the other. This non-
TRS unitary operator ub = exp(ihb) can be generated
from a Hermitian matrices hb such that hTb ̸= hb is not
symmetric, and can generally be introduced in a time-
independent TRS quantum many body Hamiltonians.

TRS-breaking

Time-parallel 
ladder contraction

Time-reversed 
twisted contraction

FIG. 5. TRS-breaking. A time-independent global TRS-
breaking mechanism can be constructed in quantum dynamics
by noting that the ladder (time-parallel) and twisted (time-
reversed) contractions [Fig. 8] of non-TRS (non-symmetric)
unitary operator ub and its complex conjugate u∗

b leads to
Tr[uT

b u
∗
b] = Tr[1] = q in the ladder or time-parallel case,

and Tr[ubu
∗
b] in the twisted or time-reversed case. ub can

be generated from a Hermitian matrices, and introduced in
a time-independent TRS quantum many body Hamiltonian.
An alternative global TRS-breaking mechanism is to intro-
duce explicit non-TRS time-dependent unitary evolution. See
TRS-broken RPM model in Fig. 6.

The second TRS-breaking mechanism can be used in
gMBQCs described by time-dependent Hamilontian or
unitary time evolution operator. To this end, we intro-
duce time-dependent gates to explicitly break the global
TRS, so that the second half of the quantum circuit above
time inversion axis (labelled by the dashed grey line in
Fig. 3 (e)) is no longer the transpose of the first half
of the quantum circuit below the time inversion axis.
Specifically, we define the global TRS RPM with TRS-
breaking via the tensor network illustrated in 6, where
each 1-site CUE or COE gate in global TRS RPM is
now followed by a 1-site diagonal random phase gate

[uphase]
a′
j

aj = δaj ,a′
j
exp[iϕ

(j)
aj (t)] with aj = 1, 2 . . . , q. Each

coefficient ϕ
(j)
aj (t) is an independent Gaussian random

real variable with mean zero and variance b, controlling
the strength of the TRS-breaking mechanism. These
additional 1-site phase gates are independently drawn
at each space-time coordinate, which breaks the global
TRS. This is analogous to the 2-site diagonal random
phase gates in RPM. Much like the RPM, the simplicity
of the model lies in the fact that these phase gates are
diagonal, which imply that they are local TRS.
Let’s briefly compare the two TRS-breaking mecha-

nisms. The first TRS-breaking mechanism utilizes uni-
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tary gates that are not local TRS, while the second mech-
anism relies on the insertion of time-dependent unitary
gates to break TRS, and in fact these latter gates are
chosen to be local TRS in 6 for simplicity. The first
mechanism is suitable for a wide-range of gMBQCs in-
cluding time-independent Hamiltonian or Floquet many
body systems, while the second mechanism, in exchange
for simplicity, can be applied only to time-dependent
many body systems.

TRS-breaking
phase gates

FIG. 6. Global TRS RPM with TRS-breaking mech-
anism is defined identically as the global TRS RPM 3 (e),
except that each 1-site CUE or COE gate in global TRS RPM
is now followed by a 1-site diagonal random phase gate (anal-
ogous to the 2-site diagonal random phase gates). These ad-
ditional 1-site phase gates are independently drawn at each
space-time coordinate, which breaks the global TRS. The il-
lustration is for time t = 3. Gates with the same color is
identified.

III. DIAGRAMMATICAL APPROACH

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

FIG. 7. Diagrammatical representation. The diagram-
matical representation of unitary matrix drawn from the COE
for (a) a 2-site gate, (b) its conjugation, (c) a 1-site unitary
gate, and (d) its conjugation.

Here we review the integration over N -by-N unitary

Ladder 
time-parallel
contraction

Twisted
time-reversed 
contraction

(a)

(d)

(b)

(e)

(c)

(f)

FIG. 8. Time-reversed and time-parallel contractions.
For Eq. (9) with n = m = 1, we have ua1a2u

∗
b1b2

=
Wg[1, N ] (δa1b2δa2b1 + δa1b1δa2b2) where u is drawn from the
COE. (a) Diagrammatical representation of the first term, the
twisted or time-reversed contractions with σ = SWAP ∈ S2,
which can be represented using ’t Hooft’s double line notation
in (b) [83]. To put it in its simplest form, the twisted term
contains a twist, namely δa1b2δa2b1 , as illustrated in (c). In
contrast, the second term contain ladder or time-parallel con-
tractions σ = 12 ∈ S2 as illustrated in (d), (e), and (f). Note
that ladder contractions appears in ensemble averages of both
gMBQCs with or without TRS. Note that we use the term
“twisted diagrams” instead of “maximally crossed diagrams”
in the literature of disordered systems. This choice empha-
sises the non-planar nature of the contractions [57], and in
the context of random quantum circuits, “crossed diagrams”
composed of ladder contractions have been used [53].

matrix u and its complex conjugate u∗ drawn from the
circular orthogonal ensemble (COE) [84–87], which is
given by

[u]a1a2
. . . [u]a2n−1a2n

[u∗]b1b2 . . . [u
∗]b2m−1b2m

= δn,m
∑

σ∈S2n

WgCOE[σ;N ]

2n∏
i=1

δai,bσ(i)
,

(9)

where WgCOE[σ;N ] is the Weingarten function of the
COE, taking arguments from σ ∈ S2n in the symme-
try group of 2n objects. Define σo ∈ Sn by σo(n) =
⌈σ(2n− 1)/2⌉, and similarly σe ∈ Sn by σe(n) =
⌈σ(2n)/2⌉, where ⌈·⌉ is the ceiling function. The Wein-
garten function is found to depend only on the cycle
structure, {c1, . . . , ck}, with ci the length of the i-th
cycle of σ−1

o σe. With an abuse of notation, we write
WgCOE[σ;N ] = WgCOE[{c1, . . . , ck};N ]. The Wein-
garten function can be generated under a recursive rela-
tion [86, 87], which we provide in the App. B. As exam-
ples, for n = 1, we have Wg[{1}, N ] = 1/(N +1), and for
n = 2, we have Wg[{1, 1}, N ] = (N+2)/N(N+1)(N+3),
and Wg[{2}, N ] = −1/N(N + 1)(N + 3). For our pur-
pose, it is useful to note that Wg[(c1, c2, . . . , ck);N ] =

O(Nk−2
∑k

i=1 ci), i.e. for fixed total loop length,
∑k

i=1 ci,
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FIG. 9. Diagrammatical approach example of∣∣Tr [uCOE
2,3 uCOE

1,2

]∣∣2, where uCOE
2,3 and uCOE

1,2 are drawn from the
COE. Here we use (blue and red) strips to denote multi-site
contractions (dashed lines in Fig. 8 for the single-site case).
The contractions (σ1,2, σ2,3) ∈ S2 × S2 for the four terms are
(12,12), (12, SWAP), (SWAP, 12), and (SWAP, SWAP) re-
spectively.

the Weingarten function is the largest in the order of N
when the number of cycles are maximized.

We employ the diagrammatical approach for random
matrix theory [86] and for quantum many body sys-
tems [24], as follows:

(i) Diagrammatical representation: Each random uni-
tary matrix from the COE are represented with two
dots, single lines and double lines as in Fig. 7. In
particular, the dots represent the indices of the uni-
tary matrix in (9). Their complex conjugates are
similarly represented except that we add a slash to
distinguish the conjugation. These unitaries can
act on multiple sites or qudits [Fig. 7 (a,b)], or a
single site or qudit [Fig. 7 (c,d)]. Observables like
the SFF are represented by connecting the single
lines using the standard tensor network notation,
see e.g. [88].

(ii) Contractions: To average over n pairs of unitaries
and conjugates, one generates a sum of all possible
contractions σ ∈ S2n between 2n indices or dots of
the unitaries and 2n indices or dots of the conju-
gates. We represent the contractions with dashed

lines (except for Fig. 9, where the multi-site con-
tractions are represented using thick lines in red
and blue for clarity). See Fig. 8 for an example with
n = 1 and σ ∈ S2 = {12,SWAP} where SWAP is
the swap permutation of two objects.

(iii) many body interactions: In many body systems,
diagrammatical rules are used to account for the in-
teraction between different sites or qudits depend-
ing on the model. For HRM with COE gates, we
impose the bond constraint, which simply refers to
the fact that contractions of a given unitary ma-
trix that act on multiple sites, have to be identical
across all sites. For the RPM, a random phase gate
must take on indices consistent with the diagrams
of the two qudits it acts upon.

(iv) Translation to algebraic terms: The diagrams are
translated to algebraic terms by accounting the
delta and Weingarten functions in (9). In HRM,
Wg[σ; q2] is assigned at each set of identical random
unitaries on each bond, while the delta functions
typically giving rise to factors of qℓ, with ℓ denot-
ing the number of loops of single and dashed lines.
For RPM, Wg[σ; q] is assigned at each site, and
upon ensemble averaging, the integral over random
phases give rise to factors dependent on the vari-
ance ϵ of the random phases, see [25] and examples
below.

(v) Identifying dominant contributions: The ensemble-
averaged observable is a sum of algebraic or dia-
grammatic contributions, organised in terms of the
order in the local Hilbert space dimension q. The
order of a diagram is the product of the orders of lo-
cal diagrams associated to Haar-random unitaries,
which in turn is obtained by evaluating and in-
specting delta functions and Weingarten functions
in Eq. (9).

In Fig. 9, using the diagrammatical approach, we provide
a 3-site example of the evaluation of

∣∣Tr [uCOE
2,3 uCOE

1,2

]∣∣2 = WgCOE[{1}; q2]22q3(q + 1)

= 2q3(q + 1)/(q2 + 1)2 ,
(10)

where uCOE
2,3 and uCOE

1,2 are q2-by-q2 unitary matrices in-
dependently drawn from the COE, and act on pair of sites
(2, 3) and (1, 2) respectively. The distinctiveness of the
physics of TRS gMBQCs lies in the existence of twisted
or time-reversed contractions, as illustrated in Fig. 8 (a-
c), and the many body interactions between twisted di-
agrams and ladder diagrams, leading to interesting fea-
tures in SFF and correlation functions, as we will see
below.
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IV. SPECTRAL FORM FACTOR

The spectral form factor (SFF) is the Fourier trans-
form of the two-level correlation function, which de-
scribes the probability of finding two eigenenergies sep-
arated by a certain distance in the energy spectrum.
The SFF is arguably the simplest analytically tractable
quantity to capture the universal spectral fluctuation
of quantum systems up to an arbitrary energy scale,
and consequently, SFF has been instrumental in mul-
tiple frontiers of physics, such as the semi-classical ap-
proach to quantum chaos [41, 42, 44–46], the studies of
black holes [49, 89–94], many body quantum chaos [24–
26, 95] and its transition to prethermal many body lo-
calization (MBL) [52, 96–98], dynamics in open quan-
tum systems [99–103], and more [51, 54, 55, 98, 104–119].
Recently, signatures of quantum chaos in SFF has been
experimental measured in quantum simulators for up to
five qubits [120]. Formally, the SFF can be defined as

K(t) :=
∑
a,b

ei(Ea−Eb)t = |TrU(t)|2 , (11)

where {Ea} are the (quasi-)energies of the system, and

(. . . ) denotes the ensemble average over statistically-
similar systems. It is useful to adopt a generalized for-
mulation of SFF such that is defined directly through
the time evolution operator U of a system of interest.
This formulation of SFF allows the studies of temporal-
random systems, which in turn allows us to isolate im-
portant physical aspects of global TRS, see below. Note
that we adopt the convention where K(t) is normalized
such that trivially K(0) = N 2 for all models we consider,
with N the dimension of the Hilbert space.

We will show that the SFF of a minimal model of gM-
BQCs with TRS can be mapped to the partition func-
tions Zclassical of certain classical spin chains described
by the Hamiltonian Hclassical in the limit of large local
Hilbert space dimension q, i.e.

lim
q→∞

Kquantum = Zclassical ,

Zclassical =
∑
{σi}

e−βHclassical({σi}) ,
(12)

where {σi} are the classical degrees of freedom. It is
also often convenient to compute the partition func-
tion Zclassical =

∑
{σi}

∏
⟨i,j⟩ Bclassical

σi,σj
as a product over

pairs of coupled sites ⟨i, j⟩ using the Boltzmann factor
Bclassical
σi,σj

. This approach was first introduced in [25] for
a Floquet many body quantum chaotic system without
symmetries, which enabled analytical derivation the exis-
tence of an extensive “bump” region in generic quantum
many body chaos, and subsequently observed and inves-
tigated in [28, 48–55].

A. SFF diagrams

In this subsection, we determine the leading and lead-
ing subleading local SFF diagrams in the order of lo-
cal Hilbert space dimension, which will allow us to com-
pute the leading contributions to SFF in the many body
setting later. Under the diagrammatical approach in-
troduced above, the ensemble-averaged SFF is a sum of
many body SFF diagrams, whose order is the product
of the orders of local SFF diagrams. Each local SFF
diagrams is represented as a permutation σ in (9), rep-
resenting the contractions between the dots of Tr[U(t)]
and those of Tr[U†(t)] with a convention given in Fig. 10
(a) for the Floquet TRS RPM.

Lemma 1. Leading local spectral form factor
(SFF) diagrams for generic quantum many body
chaotic systems with TRS. Consider the SFF (11)
for (i) TRS random phase model (RPM), (ii) TRS Haar-
random model (HRM), and (iii) the random matrix model
(RMT) for TRS gMBQCs.

• Floquet TRS (TRS with discrete time trans-
lational symmetry): In the order of the local
Hilbert space dimension q for (i) and (ii), and in
matrix dimension N for (iii), the 2t leading SFF
diagrams of order O(1) are given by t twisted dia-
grams [Fig. 10 (b-d)],

σ
(m)
twisted(i) = (m− i+ 1) (mod 2t) ∈ S2t , (13)

for m = 2, 4, . . . , 2t, and t ladder diagrams [Fig. 10
(e-g)],

σ
(m)
ladder(i) = (m+ i− 1) (mod 2t) ∈ S2t , (14)

where m = 1, 3, . . . , 2t − 1 with i = 1, 2, . . . , 2t la-
belling the dots in Fig. 10(a).

• Global TRS: The two leading SFF diagrams of

order O(1) are given by σ
(m=2t)
twisted and σ

(m=1)
ladder .

• Local TRS: The single leading SFF diagram of

order O(1) is given by σ
(m=1)
ladder .

Proof. The proof and technical details on the parametri-
sation of these permutations for different models are
given in Appendix D.

As examples, for the twisted diagrams in SFF for Flo-
quet TRS RPM on each site at t = 3, see Fig. 10 (d), (c),

and (b) for σ
(m)
twisted with m = 2, 4, and 6 respectively. For

the ladder SFF diagrams of the same models, Fig. 10 (e),

(f), and (g) for σ
(m)
ladder with m = 1, 3, and 5 respectively.

Note that for SFF diagrams for global TRS RPM with-
out local TRS, the parametrization of the permutations
need to be modified as in Fig. 10 (f). For HRM, a lo-
cal SFF diagram at site j requires additional coloring of
dots from unitary gates acting on the bonds (j, j−1) and
(j, j + 1). See Sec. III and Appendix D for details.
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Time-parallel pairingTRS: Time-reversed pairings

FIG. 10. SFF diagrams. (a) The diagrammatical representation of a local diagram of SFF, K(t = 3), at t = 3 for quantum
many body circuit before ensemble averaging, for all cases of TRS dynamics except for global TRS without local TRS dynamics.
For Floquet TRS chaotic systems, the leading local diagrams of SFF after ensemble averaging are given by the twisted and
ladder diagrams in (b-g), while for Floquet chaotic models without TRS, the leading diagrams are given by only the ladder
diagrams in (e-g). For global TRS w/ local TRS chaotic systems, the leading local diagrams are (b) and (e). Note that for
temporal-random systems without TRS, the leading local diagram is (e). For global TRS w/o local TRS chaotic systems,
the diagrammatical representation of SFF for K(t = 4) and its leading diagrams are given in (h) and (i) to (j) respectively. For
local TRS chaotic systems, the leading diagram is simply the ladder diagram (e). The boxed diagrams, (b) and (e), form the
emergent effective Ising degrees of freedom for global TRS chaotic systems.

The leading local SFF diagrams, Eq. (13) and (14),
coincide with contributions identified through the diag-
onal approximation in the periodic orbit theory [41, 42].
It is important to emphasise that these diagrams appear
for local quantum degrees of freedom, i.e. a single site
for RPM or a single bond for HRM. Different subregions
of the system can take different leading SFF diagrams,
and the many body interaction of these diagrams give
rise to signatures of quantum many body chaos. In-
deed, we will see that the onset of RMT behaviour in
SFF, parametrised by the many body Thouless time,
is located when the SFF is dominantly contributed by
many body SFF diagrams where all local SFF diagrams
are identical. Before the Thouless time, different subre-
gions of the systems can take on different values of local
leading diagrams, and effectively behave like patches of
RMT [25]. These contribution gives rise to the bump be-
fore the Thouless time on top of the linear ramp, as we
will derive in Sec. IVB.

Now we introduce a natural definition of irreducible
SFF diagrams and topological equivalence classes of SFF
diagrams, which allows one to compactly describe leading
SFF diagrams. In addition, these definitions allow one to
identify and prove the leading subleading SFF diagrams
for gMBQCs with TRS, which will be discussed in detail
in an upcoming work [57]. Readers who are mainly in-
terested in the non-technical results may skip to the next
section.

Definition 1. Irreducible SFF diagrams. An irre-
ducible SFF diagram of an SFF diagram σ ∈ St col-
lapses a sequence of twisted contractions, i.e. σ(i) =
(m−i) (mod t) for some connected domain of i ∈ [a, a+r]
to a single twisted irreducible contraction, as illustarted
in Fig. 11 (a); and collapses a sequence of ladder contrac-
tions σ(i) = (m′+ i) (mod t) for some connected domain

of i ∈ [a′, a′ + r′] to a single irreducible contraction as il-
lustrated in Fig. 11 (b). The irreducible SFF diagram is
labelled by a permutation σ̃ ∈ Sn of n irreducible contrac-
tions with an additional vector v ∈ Zn

2 labelling whether
the irreducible contractions are twisted or not.

Examples. Here we use the notation where σ ∈ Sn is
defined by σ(⃗a) = (σ(a1), σ(a2), . . . , σ(an)). Consider
the SFF diagram σ ∈ S6 in Fig. 10 (e) defined by σ(⃗a) =
(6, 5, 4, 3, 2, 1). Its irreducible SFF diagram is given in
11 (c) labelled by σ̃ ∈ S1 with σ̃(1) = 1 and v = (1).
Consider the SFF diagram σ ∈ S6 in Fig. 10 (e) defined
by σ(⃗a) = (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6). Its irreducible SFF diagram is
given in 11 (d) labelled by σ̃ ∈ S1 with σ̃(1) = 1 and v =
(0). Consider rightmost SFF diagram σ ∈ S6 in Fig. 11
(e) defined by σ(⃗a) = (5, 3, 2, 1, 6, 4). Its irreducible SFF
diagram is given in the leftmost diagram in 11 (e) labelled
by σ̃ ∈ S2 with σ̃(1) = 1 and σ̃(2) = 2, with v = (0, 1).

Definition 2. Topological equivalence classes of
SFF diagrams. Two SFF diagrams σ, σ′ ∈ Sn belong to
the same topological equivalent class if σ′ can be trans-
formed from σ under a sequence of operations Ai, i.e.
σ′ =

∏
iAi[σ]. The permitted operations Ai are

(i) Cyclic rotation of Tr[U(t)]: A(r)[σ](i) = σ((i +
r) (mod n)) for all i and any r;

(ii) Reflection between Tr[U(t)] and Tr[U†(t)]:
A[σ](i) = σ−1(i); and

(iii) Twist of Tr[U†(t)] with respect to Tr[U†(t)]:
A[σ](i) = σ((n+ 1− i) (mod n)) for all i.

Examples. For (c) in Fig. 11, we provide two diagrams
topologically equivalent to the irreducible SFF diagrams
labelled by σ = 1 ∈ S1 with v = (1). Similarly, for (d) in
Fig. 11, we provide two diagrams topologically equivalent
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or

or

Leading SFF Diagrams

Leading subleading 
SFF Diagrams

Twisted diagrams

Ladder diagrams

Twisted 
contraction

Ladder 
contraction

FIG. 11. Leading and leading subleading SFF diagrams can be expressed using the notation of (a) twisted contraction
and (b) ladder contraction. The leading diagrams are (c) twisted diagrams with order O(1) and multiplicity t; and (d) ladder
diagrams with order O(1) and multiplicity t. (e) The leading subleading diagram has a pair of twisted and ladder contraction
with order O(q−1) and multiplciity 2t2(t− 1). On the right of (c), (d) and (e) two examples of each diagram are provided. The
leading subleading diagram is proven and discussed in details in an upcoming work [57].

to the irreducible SFF diagrams labelled by σ = 1 ∈ S1

with v = (0).
Under (iii) in 2, the SFF diagrams in Fig. 11 (c) and

Fig. 11 (d) belong to the same equivalence class. How-
ever, to emphasise the many body interaction between
these diagrams (see later), we will discuss these diagrams
separately. Note also that cyclic rotation of Tr[U†(t)] can
be performed by using a combination of (i) and (ii).

Lemma 2. Leading subleading SFF diagrams with
TRS and time translational symmetry. Consider
the SFF (11) for (i) Floquet TRS random phase model
(RPM), (ii) Floquet TRS Haar-random model (HRM),
and (iii) the random matrix model (RMT) for Floquet
TRS gMBQCs. For (i) and (ii) at each physical site in
the order of the local Hilbert space dimension q, and for
(iii) in the order of matrix dimension N , the leading sub-
leading SFF diagrams are of order O(q−1) for (i) and
(ii), and O(N−1) for (iii). The leading subleading SFF
diagrams are the topological equivalent class equivalent to

σ̃ = 1 ∈ S2 with v = (0, 1) , (15)

as illustrated in Fig. 11 (e).

Proof. The proof for 2, for higher order subleading SFF
diagrams are provided in an upcoming work [57].
Examples. In Fig. 11 (e), we provide two diagrams be-
longing to the topological equivalence class of the sub-
leading irreducible SFF diagram in Eq. (15).

The leading subleading local SFF diagrams in Eq. 15
and Fig. 11 (e) indeed coincide with the Sieber-Ritchler
pairs in the studies of periodic-orbit theory [44], and [57]
will discuss the signatures of such leading sub-leading

SFF diagrams in the presence of quantum many body
interactions.

B. Many body quantum chaos

In this subsection, we systematically evaluate the SFF
in the TRS random matrix models (RMT), random phase
models (RPM) and Haar-random models (HRM).

1. RMT

The Bohigas-Giannoni-Schmidt conjecture postulates
that random matrix theory (RMT) behaviour emerges
from chaotic system for sufficiently late time scales and
sufficiently small energy scales. Consequently, the SFF
behaviour of gMBQCs converge to the SFF behaviour of
RMT at late time, and as we see below. We define the
RMT models for different TRS dynamics in Fig. 3 and
App. A 3. The SFF for RMT for local TRS and global
TRS gMBQCs are given by

KRMT
TRS (t,N) =

{
1 , RMT for local TRS gMBQCs ,

2 N
N+1 , RMT for global TRS gMBQCs ,

(16)
for t ̸= 0. The case of RMT for local TRS gMBQCs can
be trivially computed, while the derivation for RMT for
global TRS gMBQCs is given in App. C. The SFF for
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RMT for Floquet TRS gMBQCs is given by [10],

KRMT
f-TRS(t,N) ≡ KRMT

COE (t,N)

=

{
2t− t

∑t
m=1

1
m+(N−1)/2 , 1 ≤ t ≤ N ,

2N − t
∑N

m=1
1

m+t−(N+1)/2 , N ≤ t ,

for finite N and t ̸= 0, and the infinite-N expression can
be found in [10].

2. Local TRS

In the absence of TRS or other symmetries, the SFF
(11) of temporal-random many body quantum circuits
systems is trivially and exactly computed as unity [53].
In the presence of local TRS, the SFF for temporal-
random systems can exceed unity, due to the additional
twisted contractions that are local in space and time.
However, such local twisted contractions are suppressed
in q. In the limit of large-q, for the local TRS HRM, we
obtain exactly

lim
q→∞

KHRM
l-TRS(t, L) = 1 , (17)

coinciding with the RMT result in Eq. (16). This re-
sult is derived by identifying a single leading order many
body SFF diagram, whose local SFF diagram is given by

σ
(m=1)
ladder according to Lemma 1. For the local TRS RPM,

a similar reasoning leads to

lim
q→∞

KRPM
l-TRS(t, L) = 1 . (18)

In Fig. 12(a) inset, we provide the finite-q numerics of
the local TRS HRM, and we observe that the local TRS
SFF at finite-q converges to the large-q results after a
time independent of the system sizes.

3. Global TRS

Here we evaluate that the SFF of global TRS HRM
and RPM. According to Lemma 1, in the presence of
global TRS, there are two leading local SFF diagrams

σ
(m=2t)
twisted [Fig. 10 (b)] or σ

(m=1)
ladder [Fig. 10 (e)] regardless of

the presence of local TRS. For the global TRS HRM with
or without local TRS, we have

lim
q→∞

KHRM
g-TRS(t, L) = 2 , (19)

which counts two leading order many body SFF di-
agrams, in which all local SFF diagrams either take

σ
(m=2t)
twisted or σ

(m=1)
ladder . Since many body SFF diagrams con-

taining two different local SFF diagrams will be sup-
pressed in q [24]. As such, the bump observed in SFF
cannot be derived in the HRM in the large-q limit, but it
has been numerically observed in finite-q [25]. To circum-
vent this issue while retaining the analytical tractability

in large-q, the RPM was introduced such that the cou-
pling strength is controlled by the additional parameter
ϵ. The SFF of global TRS HRM without local TRS can
be treated exactly in finite-q. This will be discussed to-
gether with other finite-q analysis in [57].
To evaluate the SFF in the global TRS RPM, we

perform the ensemble averages over the one-site Haar-
random gates, two-site coupling random phase gates, and
one-site TRS-breaking random phase gates in sequence.
Firstly, the Haar-random averages lead to two leading
local SFF diagrams at each physical site as given by
Lemma 1. As a result, we can define an effective clas-

sical degree of freedom σi = σ
(m=1)
ladder , σ

(m=2t)
twisted at the i-

th site of the original quantum circuit. Secondly, we
perform the ensemble average with respect to the ran-
dom phase gates which act on two coupled sites i and j.
This involves performing Gaussian integrals on the phase
contribution

∑t
t′=1[φa(t′)b(t′)(t

′)−φa(σi(t′))b(σj(t′))(t
′)]. If

σi = σj , the phases of the coupling gates from Tr[U(t)]
and Tr[U†(t)] annihilate each other entirely, leading sim-
ply to a factor of 1. If σi ̸= σj , 2α(t) terms in the
summation of phases remain, leading to a factor of
e−ϵα(t) upon the Gaussian integral in the large-q limit,
where α(t) = t − 1 − δ0,t (mod 2). Thirdly, we per-
form the ensemble average over the TRS-breaking gates
with σi at site i. Similar to the previous step, this in-
volves performing Gaussian integrals on the phase con-
tribution

∑t
t′=1[ϕa(t′)(t

′)−ϕa(σi(t′))(t
′)], which gives 1 if

σi = σ
(1)
ladder and e

−bα(t) if σi = σ
(2t)
twisted. In Appendix D,

we present an alternative diagrammatic representation of
the quantum-classical mapping using a folding construc-
tion [Fig. S7]. In this approach, the unitary circuits are
folded so that all identically-sampled unitary gates are
stacked on top of each other. This formulation makes it
clear that the leading local SFF diagrams in Lemma 1
correspond to the identity and SWAP elements of the
symmetric group S2. Lastly, note that the above deriva-
tion can be applied to the RPM with general geometry
in arbitrary dimension. The SFF of this model in higher
dimension will be discussed in [57].

The two effective Ising degrees of freedom si at the i-th
site are

1. si = 1 denoting the time-parallel pairing of Feyn-

man paths in SFF given by σ
(1)
ladder, and

2. si = −1 denoting the time-reversed pairing of Feyn-

man paths in SFF given by σ
(2t)
twisted.

See Table I and later sections for comparisons of the effec-
tive Ising degrees of freedom with the other approaches.
For global TRS RPM in a general geometry in arbitrary
dimension, we have exactly

lim
q→∞

KRPM
g-TRS(t, L)

=
∑
{si}

exp

−ϵt∑
⟨i,j⟩

(1− δsi,sj )− bt
∑
i

δsi,−1

 , (20)
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FIG. 12. SFF for Global and local TRS quantum many body systems. (a) K(t) versus t for the 1D global TRS HRM
(red) for q = 2 and L = 4, 6, 8, 10, 12 and 1D global TRS RPM (blue) for q = 3 and L = 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 in increasingly dark shades.
Both models have pbc and do not have local TRS. For both cases, the SFF converge to the RMT behaviour KRMT

g-TRS ≈ 2 after
the Thouless times, which increase in system size. (a) Inset: K(t) versus t for 1D local TRS HRM for L = 4, 6, 8, 10, 12 in
increasingly dark shades. (b) SFF regimes in time t and system size L for gMBQCs with global TRS. In the RMT regime, the
SFF of the spatially-extended gMBQCs exhibit the RMT behaviour, while in the bump regime, the SFF takes values higher
than the RMT ones due to the effects of many body interactions. The Thouless scaling limit is the limit where t and L are
sent to infinity, while x = L/LTh(t) is kept fixed. (c) Global TRS SFF scaling function κg−TRS(x) = Kg−TRS(t, L) versus
x = L/LTh(t) for the same models and parameters in (a). The scaling collapse for global TRS SFF numerical data obtained
at finite q shows excellent agreement with the Ising scaling function (25) obtained at infinite q. The scaling collapse for global
TRS SFF with local TRS is provided in App. F and also shows agreement with the prediction.

in the large-q limit, and therefore, we write

lim
q→∞

KRPM
g-TRS(t, L, ϵ) ∝ ZIsing(βJ ∝ ϵt, βh ∝ bt, L) ,

with HIsing := J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

sisj + h
∑
i

si ,

(21)
i.e. the SFF of global TRS RPM is dual to the partition
function of a classical Ising model with ferromagnetic
interaction. Note that the SFF of RPM with discrete

time translational symmetry but without TRS maps to
an emergent t-state Potts model, where the number of
state on each site in the emergent problem increases with
t. In contrast, the mapping of SFF for global TRS RPM
strips off even the feature of the linear ramp, making it
an ideal test ground to understand SFF of gMBQCs [57].

In particular, for one-dimensional global TRS RPM
(with or without local TRS), the SFF can be evaluated
exactly using the Ising model in large-q limit as

lim
q→∞

KRPM
g-TRS(t, L) =

{
λL1 + λL2 pbc,

1
1+e−ϵα(t)

(
λL1 + λL2

)
+ e−ϵα(t)+e−(b+ϵ)α(t)

ζ(1+e−ϵα(t))

(
λL1 − λL2

)
obc,

(22)

for the periodic boundary condition (pbc) and open
boundary condition (obc). Here, α(t) = t−1−δ0,t (mod2),
and λ1 and λ2 are given by

λ1 =
1

2

(
1 + e−bα(t) + ζ

)
,

λ2 =
1

2

(
1 + e−bα(t) − ζ

)
,

ζ =
√

4e−bα(t)−2ϵα(t) + e−2bα(t) − 2e−bα(t) + 1 .

(23)

For global TRS RPM with b = 0, i.e. the TRS-breaking

mechanism is turned off, SFF simplifies to

lim
q→∞

KRPM
g-TRS(t, L)

=

{[
1 + e−ϵα(t)

]L
+

[
1− e−ϵα(t)

]L
pbc,

2
[
1 + e−ϵα(t)

]L−1
obc.

(24)

We define Thouless time as the time after which the
gMBQCs behaves indistinguishably from the correspond-
ing RMT in terms of its connected SFF. From (24),
we see that the SFF of the global TRS gMBQCs ap-
proaches the RMT value KRMT

g-TRS ≈ 2 in Eq. (16) after

tTh(L) = lnL/ϵ. Let us interpret the behaviour of SFF
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in gMBQCs in terms of the emergent classical statistical
mechanical problem with reference to the Thouless time.
For 0 ≲ t ≪ tTh(L), all Boltzmann weights are close to
unity regardless of the configurations. Therefore, all con-
figurations of the Ising model contribute similarly to the
partition function, resulting in an SFF that exceeds the
RMT value. For t ≫ tTh(L), the cost of having a do-
main wall is so large that the dominant contributions to
the partition function are the two ferromagnetic ground
states, thus recovering the RMT value. As t approaches
tTh(L) from above, domain wall configurations begin to
contribute to the SFF, and the SFF begins to deviate
from the RMT behaviour.

To test the universality of the result in the (24), we take
the thermodynamic limit, where the microscopic details
of the model should become irrelevant. If t, L are sent
large, while keeping t≫ tTh(L), the SFF is in the famil-
iar ramp-plateau regime. If t, L are sent large, while t
is fixed, SFF displays exponential growth characterised
by the spectral Lyapunov exponent studied in [121]. In-
stead, we can take the Thouless scaling limit [53], where
t, L are sent to infinity, with L/LTh(t) fixed where the
Thouless length LTh(t) = eϵt is the inverse function of
tTh(L). This limit is illustrated in the SFF regime di-
agram of global TRS gMBQCs represented by a yellow
dot in Fig. 12 (b). Indeed, universal behaviour in SFF
and other observables have been observed in this limit
in [53, 61, 122]. The exact solution in one-dimensional
global TRS RPM allows us to compute a scaling function
at the Thouless scaling limit,

κSFFg-TRS(x) ≡ lim
L,t→∞

x=L/LTh

KRPM
g-TRS =

{
2 coshx , pbc ,

2 ex , obc .
(25)

This is the first route to obtain the universal Ising scaling
behaviour of SFF in global TRS gMBQCs, and we obtain
the same result in two other routes, see Eq. (46) and
Eq. (76). Numerically, we compute the SFF for global
TRS HRM at q = 2 and global TRS RPM at q = 3 in
Fig. 12 (a), where we observe a convergence to the SFF
RMT behaviour at sufficiently late time, and that the
Thouless time increases with the system sizes for both
models. In Fig. 12 (c), we observe an excellent agreement
between the scaling function (25) derived from the Ising
model in large-q, and the numerical data from global TRS
HRM and RPM obtained at finite-q.

4. Floquet TRS

Here we evaluate that the SFF of Floquet TRS
HRM and RPM. According to Lemma 1, in the pres-
ence of Floquet TRS, there are 2t leading local SFF

diagrams: t twisted diagrams σ
(m)
twisted with m =

2, 4, . . . , 2t [e.g. Fig. 10 (d,c,b)] and t ladder dia-

grams σ
(m)
ladder with m = 1, 3, . . . , 2t − 1 [e.g. Fig. 10

(e,f,g)]. Use the notation σ(m)(i) = m + (−1)m(−i +

1) which combines (13) and (14). We define a ba-
sis with these 2t SFF diagrams on each site, ω =
{σ(1), σ(3), . . . σ(2t−1), σ(2t), σ(2t−2), . . . , σ(2) . . . }, so that
ω(a) = σ(2a−1) for a = 1, 2, . . . , t, and ω(a) = σ2(2t+1−a)

for a = t+1, t+2, . . . , 2t. These 2t diagrams represent the
effective degrees of freedom of the statistical mechanical
model at each site.
For the Floquet TRS HRM, using methods described

above, we can directly evaluate the SFF as

lim
q→∞

KHRM
f-TRS(t, L) = 2t , (26)

recovering the leading order behaviour of the SFF RMT
behaviour in (17). This result follows from the fact that
many body SFF diagrams in HRM composed of multi-
ple kinds of local leading diagrams are suppressed in q,
and therefore all the leading order SFF contribution must
occupy the same local diagram at all sites.
For Floquet TRS RPM, following the identical ap-

proach described above Eq. (20), we derive the quantum-
classical mapping for Floquet TRS SFF for general ge-
ometries,

lim
q→∞

KRPM
f-TRS(t, L) = Z2t-gPotts(βJ ∝ ϵt) , (27)

where Z2t-gPotts =
∑

{ai=1,...,2t}
∏

⟨i,j⟩ Baiaj
denotes the

partition function of a generalized classical Potts model.
In this Potts model, each site possesses 2t degrees of free-
dom, labeled as a = 1, 2, . . . , 2t according to the basis
above. The product extends over all lattice bonds where
the RPM have 2-site coupling gates. The Boltzmann
weight for the bond between site i and j is given by Baiaj

,
with two distinct types:

• Domain walls of type I are the domain walls be-
tween two time-parallel pairings of Feynman paths,
i.e. two ladder diagrams, or domain walls between
two time-reversed pairings, i.e. two twisted dia-
grams. The corresponding Boltzmann weights Bab

are given by

Aab = δab + (1− δab) e
−ϵt , (28)

with a, b = 1, 2, . . . t for ladder-ladder interactions,
or with a, b = t+ 1, t+ 2, . . . 2t for twisted-twisted
interactions. Note that Aab are the Boltzmann
weights that describe the emergent t-state Potts
model from the SFF of gMBQCs in the absence
of symmetries [25].

• Domain walls of type II are domain walls be-
tween a time-parallel (ladder diagram) and a time-
reversed (twisted diagram) pairing of Feynman
paths, with the Boltzmann weight given by

[B(t)]ab =

{
e−ϵ(t−1), t odd ,

e−ϵt+2ϵ[(a−b) mod 2], t even .
(29)

where a ∈ {1, 2, . . . t} and b ∈ {t + 1, t + 2, . . . 2t},
or a ∈ {t+ 1, t+ 2, . . . 2t} and b ∈ {1, 2, . . . t}.
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FIG. 13. SFF for Floquet TRS quantum many body systems. (a) The rescaled SFF K(t)/N versus t/tHei for the
1D Floquet TRS HRM for L = 6, 8, 10, 12, 14 in increasingly dark shades. N = tHei = qL is the Hilbert space size and the
Heisenberg time. SFF has been rescaled to demonstrate convergence to the RMT behaviour after the Thouless times, which
increases in system size without rescaling, as shown from the plot of K(t) versus t in the inset. (b) SFF regimes in time t and
system size L for gMBQCs with global TRS. In the RMT and plateau regimes, the SFF of the spatially-extended gMBQCs
exhibit the RMT behaviour, while in the bump regime, the SFF takes values higher than the RMT ones due to the effects of
many body interactions. The Thouless scaling limit is the limit where t and L are sent to infinity, while x = L/LTh(t) is kept
fixed. (c) Floquet TRS SFF scaling function κf−TRS(x) = Kf−TRS(t, L)− 2t at odd times versus L/LTh(t) for the 1D Floquet
TRS HRM with pbc for q = 2 and L = 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, and for the 1D Floquet TRS with pbc for q = 3 and L = 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8
in increasingly dark shades. The scaling collapse for data obtained at finite-q shows excellent agreement with the generalized
Potts model scaling function (37) obtained at infinite-q.

Now we evaluate the SFF of Floquet TRS RPM in the
one-dimensional setting

lim
q→∞

KRPM
f-TRS(t, L) =

{
tr[TL

gPotts] , pbc ,

⟨η|TL−1
gPotts |η⟩ , obc ,

(30)

where |η⟩ = (1, 1, . . . , 1), and TgPotts is a 2t-by-2t transfer
matrix between site i and i+ 1 given by

TgPotts =

(
A B
B A

)
. (31)

For obc, we have for odd t > 0,

lim
q→∞

KRPM
f-TRS(t ∈ 2Z + 1)

= 2t
[
1 + te−ϵ(t−1) + (t− 1)e−ϵt

]L−1

,
(32)

and even t > 0,

lim
q→∞

KRPM
f-TRS(t ∈ 2Z)

= 2t

[
1 +

t

2
e−ϵ(t−2) +

(
3t

2
− 1

)
e−ϵt

]L−1

.
(33)

For pbc, for odd t, we have

lim
q→∞

KRPM
f-TRS(t ∈ 2Z + 1, L) = (2t− 2)

(
1− e−ϵt

)L
+
[
1− te−ϵ(t−1) + (t− 1)e−ϵt

]L
+
[
1 + te−ϵ(t−1) + (t− 1)e−ϵt

]L
,

(34)

while for even t, we have

lim
q→∞

KRPM
f-TRS(t ∈ 2Z, L) = (2t− 4)

(
1− e−ϵt

)L
+ 2

[
1− t

2
e−ϵ(t−2) +

(
t

2
− 1

)
e−ϵt

]L
+

[
1 +

t

2
e−ϵ(t−2) −

(
t

2
+ 1

)
e−ϵt

]L
+

[
1 +

t

2
e−ϵ(t−2) +

(
3t

2
− 1

)
e−ϵt

]L
.

(35)

Again, the Thouless time is the time after which the
gMBQCs behaves indistinguishably from the correspond-
ing RMT in terms of its connected SFF, and in this
case, tTh(L) is determined by tThLe

−ϵtTh = O(1), and
its inverse function, the Thouless length, is given by
LTh(t) = eϵt/t. The SFF can be interpreted with respect
to tTh(L) in terms of the statistical mechanical prob-
lem as in the global TRS case, except that the emergent
statistical mechanical problem has 2t states per site. For
t≫ tTh(L), the Boltzmann weights of any configurations
other than the 2t ferromagnetic ground states are small,
and hence we recover the leading behaviour of 2t ramp of
SFF. For 0 ≲ t≪ tTh(L), all Boltzmann weights are close
to unity regardless of the configurations. Therefore, all
configurations of the generalized Potts model contribute
similarly to the partition function, resulting in an SFF
that exceeds the RMT value. As t approaches tTh(L)
from above, configurations with domain walls of type I
and type II begin to contribute to the SFF, and the SFF
begins to deviate from the RMT behaviour.
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As in the global TRS case, we look for universal be-
haviour in the Thouless scaling limit [53] where t and L
are sent to infinity, while x = L/LTh(t) is fixed. For the
obc, we have the scaling form for Floquet TRS RPM as

κRPM
f-TRS(x) ≡ lim

L,t→∞
x=L/LTh

Kf-TRS

2t
= gϵ(e

x) . (36)

where gϵ(y) = y(1+eϵ) for odd t, and gϵ(y) = y
1
2 (3+e2ϵ)

for even t. For the pbc, we obtain the scaling form for
Floquet TRS RPM as

κRPM
f-TRS(x) ≡ lim

L,t→∞
x=L/LTh

KRPM
f-TRS − 2t = fϵ(e

x)− 2x , (37)

where fϵ(y) = y1+eϵ + y1−eϵ − 2 for odd t, and fϵ(y) =

2y
1
2 (1−e2ϵ) + y

1
2 (e

2ϵ−1) + y
1
2 (3+e2ϵ) − 4 for even t. Numer-

ically, we compute the SFF for Floquet TRS HRM at
q = 2 and Floquet TRS RPM at q = 3 in Fig. 13 (a),
where we observe a convergence to the SFF RMT be-
haviour at sufficiently late time, and that the Thouless
time increases with the system sizes for both models, as
shown in the inset. In Fig. 13 (c), we observe an excel-
lent agreement between the scaling function (37) derived
from the generalized Potts model in large-q, and the nu-
merical data from global TRS HRM and RPM obtained
at finite-q.

These result should be compared with the results ob-
tained for Floquet RPM [25] which serves as a minimal
model for many body quantum chaotic systems without
symmetries. This model is defined similarly to the Flo-
quet TRS RPM, except that the COE gates are replaced
with CUE gates. The SFF is given by

lim
q→∞

KRPM
no-sym(t, L)

=

{
(t− 1)(1− e−ϵt)L + [1 + (t− 1)e−ϵt]L , pbc ,

t[1 + (t− 1)e−ϵt]L−1 , obc .

(38)
Taking the Thouless scaling limit with the Thouless
length LTh(t) = eϵt/t, we obtain the scaling form of SFF
for gMBQCs without TRS with the pbc as [53]

κRPM
no-sym(x) ≡ lim

L,t→∞
x=L/LTh

KRPM
no-sym − t = ex − x− 1 , (39)

and for obc, we have the scaling form

κRPM
no-sym(x) ≡ lim

L,t→∞
x=L/LTh

KRPM
f-TRS

t
= ex . (40)

In comparison with case without TRS, due to the many
body interactions with time-reversed pairings of Feyn-
man paths, the presence of TRS leads to additional fac-
tors of 2 appear with t and x in (37) and (36) compared
to in (39) and (40), and that the type I and II domain
walls modify the scaling forms via the functions f and g.

C. Ginibre ensemble

Parity symmetric 
dual Ginibre model

FIG. 14. TRS Dual Ginibre models are parity symmet-
ric. For sufficiently large time t, the TRS random quantum
circuits displays behaviour that can be modelled by a RMT
model of unitary or Hermitian matrices drawn from the COE
or GOE (right). In sufficiently large system size L, the TRS
quantum circuits can be modelled by the dual Ginibre model
with spatial parity symmetry, that is, a RMT model of non-
Hermitian matrices drawn from the Ginibre ensemble that is
parity symmetric in the dual Hilbert space (bottom). The
dashed lines refer to the TRS inversion axes.

The Ginibre ensemble is a subclass of RMT that con-
tains random matrices with independent complex Gaus-
sian matrix elements [9]. In particular, unlike the Circu-
lar and Gaussian ensembles of RMT, unitarity and her-
miticity conditions are not imposed in the Ginibre ensem-
ble. In quantum many body physics, space-time duality
or rotation refers to the fact that one can learn about
a quantum many body system by studying the spatial
propagation of circuit in space, rather than the unitary
time evolution in time [25, 26, 51, 58–60]. It has recently
been shown that the dual transfer matrix of spatially-
extended generic many body quantum chaotic systems
belongs to the class of universality class of the Ginibre en-
semble [61]. This emergence provides a new set of tools to
tackle the problem of quantum many body chaos, leading
to analytical results on understanding the spectral form
factor of generic and local spatially-extended quantum
many body systems beyond the infinite-q approximation.
For simplicity, we focus on the dual Ginibre model

[Fig. 14] for the global TRS gMBQCs, one of the simplest
setting with TRS. Consider a system with two (dual)
coarse-grained sites, each with Hilbert space size CN such
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that the total Hilbert space has the size CN2

. The non-
unitary evolution in the spatial direction is defined by

V Gin
g-TRS(L) =

L∏
x=1

v(x) , v(x) = v2(x)v1(x) ,

v1(x) = G1(x;N)⊗G1(x;N) ,

v2(x) = G2(x;N
2) + SG2(x;N

2)S ,

(41)

where G2(x;N) and G1(x;N
2) are independently

drawn from the complex Ginibre ensemble of N -
by-N non-Hermitian random matrices, such that
[Gi]aa′(x;N)[G∗

i ]bb′(x;N) = δabδa′b′σ
−2
i (N) with N -

dependent variance σ2
1 = N and σ2

2 = 2N2. S is the
two-site swap operator, defined by its action S |a1, a2⟩ =
|a2, a1⟩ where |a1, a2⟩ with ai = 1, 2, . . . , N is the compu-
tational basis in the Hilbert space. For spatially-random
systems, v(x) does not correlate with v(x′) for x ̸= x′.
To incorporate global TRS, we crucially choose the dual
Ginibre model to be parity symmetric along the spatial
direction, i.e. Sv(x)S−1 = v(x). Note that dual Ginibre
models can be constructed for Floquet and/or transla-
tional invariant gMBQCs. See details in [61].

The SFF of the dual Ginibre model for global TRS
gMBQCs is defined by

KGin
g-TRS(N,L) =

{∣∣Tr[V Gin
g-TRS(L)]

∣∣2 , pbc,∣∣⟨η| [V Gin
g-TRS(L) |η⟩

∣∣2 , obc,
(42)

where in the dual or space-time-rotated set-up, |η⟩ =
(1, 1) accounts for the obc, and the trace accounts for
the pbc in the original setting. Firstly, we perform the
ensemble average over G1(x) in (41). This average is over

a pair of G1(x) and a pair of G†
1(x), leading to two possi-

ble Wick contractions: Identity or SWAP, which we label
with 0 and 1 respectively. Using these two Wick contrac-
tions as the basis states of a transfer matrix, we can write
the SFF without using the large-N approximation as

KGin
g-TRS(N,L) = Tr

[
(TGin

g-TRS)
L
]
,

[TGin
g-TRS]ab =

1

σ2
1

Tr (v†2S
av2Sb) ,

(43)

where a, b = 0, 1 are the indices for the basis states,
and S the two-site swap operator with S0 ≡ 1. Us-
ing Tr (G2G∗

2) = N4/σ2
2 , Tr (SG2SG∗

2) = N2/σ2
2 , and

Tr (G2G∗
2S) = Tr (G2SG∗

2) = N3/σ2
2 , we obtain

TGin
g-TRS(N) =

(
1 + 1

N2
2
N

2
N 1 + 1

N2

)
, (44)

which coincides with the transfer matrix for ferromag-
netic Ising model. The effective Ising degrees of freedom
are

1. The identity contraction along the dual spatial di-
rection; and

2. The parity SWAP contraction along the dual spa-
tial direction.

See Table I for a comparison of the effective Ising degrees
of freedom with the other approaches. Using the Ising
transfer matrix, we obtain

KGin
g-TRS(N,L)

=

{(
1 + 2

N + 1
N2

)L
+

(
1− 2

N + 1
N2

)L
, pbc,

2
(
1 + 2

N + 1
N2

)L−1
, obc,

(45)

which tends to 2 in large N as expected. In the dual
Ginibre model, the Thouless length can be read off as
LTh = N/2. Taking the thermodynamic and Thouless
scaling limit where x = L/LTh is fixed but N and L are
sent to infinity, we arrive

κGin
g-TRS(x) ≡ lim

L,N→∞
x=L/LTh

KGin
g-TRS =

{
2 coshx , pbc,

2 ex , obc,
(46)

and therefore, in the presence of global TRS, the Gini-
bre SFF scaling function coincides with the global RPM
SFF scaling function, i.e. κSFFg-TRS(x) = κGin

g-TRS(x). This
is the second route to derive the emergent Ising scaling
behaviour of SFF in gMBQCs with global TRS.
The use of Ginibre universality is, as far as the au-

thors know, the only finite-q methods known to describe
the spectral statistics of generic, local, and spatially-
extended many body chaotic systems. This method
therefore complements the large-q analysis done with the
RPM and HRM. Beyond spectral statistics, the use of
Ginibre ensembles have also found other applications in
generic quantum many body systems [122–124].

V. PARTIAL SPECTRAL FORM FACTOR

The SFF is the modulus square of the trace of the time
evolution operator for a quantum system of interest. The
partial spectral form factor is a generalization of the SFF
where only a subregion of a quantum many body system
is being traced out. More precisely, the partial spectral
form factor (PSFF) for subregion A of a quantum many
body system with time evolution operator U(t) is defined
as [28, 62, 63]

KA(t) = N−1

A
TrA[TrA[U(t)] TrA[U

†(t)]] (47)

where TrA is the partial trace over region A, A is the
complement of A, and NA is the Hilbert space dimen-

sion of A. We define KA ≡ K if A is the whole system.
PSFF has recently been analytically studied in quantum
many body systems without symmetries [28, 54, 63] and
with the dual unitarity condition [119]. Importantly, in
addition to eigenvalue correlations, PSFF contains infor-
mation on the eigenstate correlation, which is one of the
robust diagnostic of quantum chaos, as exemplified by
the Eigenstate Thermalization Hypothesis [5–7]. This
connection can be seen by taking sufficiently large time
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t, when PSFF KA(t) tends to the averaged purity of the
reduced energy eigenstate [63].

We expect gMBQCs to display RMT behaviour in late
time in PSFF as in SFF and 2PAF. In particular, for Flo-
quet TRS gMBQCs, we expect the late-time behaviour
to be of the Gaussian or Circular Orthogonal Ensem-
ble. The PSFF of these ensembles exhibit a shift-ramp-
plateau behaviour, which can be obtained using the fact
that the distributions of eigenvalues and eigenvectors of
random matrices decouple [63]

KRMT
A,f-TRS(t) = c

(1)
A + c

(2)
A KRMT

f-TRS(t) , (48)

where c
(1)
A = N 2

A(N 2
A
+ NA − 2)/((N − 1)(N + 2)) and

c
(2)
A = (N +NA +1)(NA +1)/(NA(N − 1)(N +2)) with
Hilbert space dimension N = NANA. For NA,NA ≫ 1,

we haveKRMT
A,f-TRS(t) ≈ 1+KRMT

f-TRS(t)/N 2
A
. In other words,

the RMT PSFF behaviour coincides with the rescaled
RMT SFF behaviour after a shift.

In observables such as the PSFF and the 2PAF (see
below), the quantum many body system is partitioned
into subregion A and its complement A. We will derive
quantum-classical mappings between the ensemble aver-
aged of such an observable and the partition functions of
a classical statistical mechanical system

ZA :=
∑
{σi}

exp [−β (HA +HA +HAA)] , (49)

=
∑

{σ},{σ̄}

∏
⟨i,j⟩∈A

BA
σiσj

∏
⟨k,l⟩∈A

BA
σ̄kσ̄l

∏
⟨m,n⟩∈∂A

BAA
σmσ̄n

where the bulks of subregion A and its complement A are
governed by the Hamiltonian HA and HA respectively,
and the boundaries between the subregions ∂A are gov-
erned by the Hamiltonian HAA. It is also convenient
to represent the Boltzmann factor using exp(−βHA) =∏

⟨i,j⟩∈A BA
σiσj

, where the product is over the bonds of

coupled sites, and similarly for the bulk A and the bound-
ary ∂A. We will see that for 2PAF and PSFF, HA de-
scribes a trivial 1-level system in large q, consistent with
the fact that in A, many pairs of unitary gates and their
Hermitian conjugate annihilate each other due to unitar-
ity. Then, the many body dynamical bahviour of such
observables can be interpreted in terms of the statistical
mechanical properties of the emergent system in subre-
gion A and the interactions on the boundaries between
A and A.

The evaluation of PSFF in general geometries with ar-
bitrary dimensions follows from the calculation of SFF
and leads to the mappings

lim
q→∞

KRPM
A ∝


Zt-Potts
A Floquet,

1 Local TRS,

ZIsing
A Global TRS,

Z2t-Potts’
A Floquet TRS,

(50)

using definitions in (21), (27), and (49). We will make
these statements precise below in one-dimensional set-
tings. For both local TRS RPM and HRM, in the limit
of large on-site Hilbert space dimension q, we have

KA,l-TRS(t) = 1 , (51)

since there are only a single leading local diagram on each
site: Fig. 17 (b) for sites in A, and Fig. 10 (e) for sites in
A according to Lemma 1. For global TRS RPM, there
is still a single leading diagram Fig. 17 (b) at sites in A,
but two leading diagrams Fig. 10 (b) and (e) at sites in
A. For one-dimensional global TRS RPM with and TRS
breaking mechanism, this gives

lim
q→∞

KRPM
A, g-TRS(t) =

n∏
i=1

(
ζ − y + 1

2ζ
λ
LAi

+1
1 +

ζ + y − 1

2ζ
λ
LAi

+1
2

) (52)

where i labels the i-th connected subregion of A, and
the variables λ1, λ2 and ζ are given in Eq. (23). In the
simplest case where the TRS mechanism (therefore, the
emergent magnetic field) is turned off with b = 0, and
where region A is connected with n = 1, we have

lim
q→∞

KRPM
A,g-TRS(t, L) =

1

2

[(
1− e−ϵα(t)

)LA+1

+
(
1 + e−ϵα(t)

)LA+1
]
.

(53)
(53) tends to one for time after the Thouless time tTh,A =
lnLA/ϵ, which also defines a corresponding Thouless sub-
system size LTh,A(t) = eϵt. To seek universal behaviour,
as in the SFF case, we take the Thouless scaling limit,
except that LA in PSFF now plays the role of L in SFF.
More precisely, we send t and LA (and therefore L) to
infinity, while keeping x = LA/LTh,A fixed. This results
in the scaling form

κRPM
A,g-TRS(x) ≡ lim

LA,t→∞
x=LA/LTh,A

KRPM
A,g-TRS = coshx , (54)

which coincide with Eq. (25) aside from a factor of 1/2,
which arises due to the fact that there is a single leading

diagram σ
(1)
ladder in A.

For one-dimensional fTRS RPM, in the limit of large
on-site Hilbert space dimension q, we have for odd time,

lim
q→∞

KRPM
A,f-TRS(t ∈ 2Z + 1) =

n∏
i

1

2t

{
(2t− 2)[1− e−ϵt]LAi

+1

+ [1− te−ϵ(t−1) + (t− 1)e−ϵt]LAi
+1

+ [1 + te−ϵ(t−1) + (t− 1)e−ϵt]LAi
+1

}
,

(55)
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and for even time,

lim
q→∞

KRPM
A,f-TRS(t ∈ 2Z) =

n∏
i=1

1

2t

{
(2t− 4)(1− e−ϵt)LAi

+1

+ 2

[
1− t

2
e−ϵ(t−2) +

(
t

2
− 1

)
e−ϵt

]LAi
+1

+

[
1 +

t

2
e−ϵ(t−2) −

(
t

2
+ 1

)
e−ϵt

]LAi
+1

+

[
1 +

t

2
e−ϵ(t−2) +

(
3t

2
− 1

)
e−ϵt

]LAi
+1

}
.

(56)

where again i labels the i-th connected subregion of A.
The Thouless subsystem length is given by LA,Th(t) =
eϵt/t. The Thouless scaling limit for PSFF can be taken
analogous to the SFF case, except that the role of L is
taken by LA, i.e. we take t and LA (and therefore L)
to infinity, while keeping x = LA/LA,Th(t) fixed. In this
limit, we obtain the scaling form for Floquet TRS RPM
as

κRPM
A,f-TRS(x) ≡ lim

L,t→∞
x=L/LTh

2tKRPM
f-TRS − 2t

= fϵ(e
x)− 2x ,

(57)

where fϵ(y) = y1+eϵ + y1−eϵ − 2 for odd t, and fϵ(y) =

2y
1
2 (1−e2ϵ) + y

1
2 (−1+e2ϵ)y

1
2 (3+e2ϵ) − 4 for even t. This co-

incides with the scaling form for SFF with pbc given in
Eq. (37), except for an extra factor of 2t.
The one dimensional Floquet RPM without TRS or

other symmetries [25] can be evaluated as the partition
function of t-state Potts model given by [54]

lim
q→∞

KRPM
A,no-sym(t) =

n∏
i=1

1

t

[
(1 + (t− 1)e−ϵt)LAi

+1

+(t− 1)(1− e−ϵt)LAi
+1

]
.

(58)

For simplicity, take the region A to be a single connected
region. Then in the Thouless scaling limit, we send t
and LA (and therefore L) to infinity, while keeping x =
LA/LTh,A = LAte

−ϵt fixed. This gives the scaling form

κRPM
A,no-sym(x) ≡ lim

LA,t→∞
x=LA/LTh,A

tKRPM
A,no-sym − t = ex − x− 1 ,

(59)
coinciding with the SFF scaling form for RPM without
symmetries and with pbc, except for a factor of t, and
except that the role of Thouless length is taken by the
Thouless subsystem size LTh,A. We numerically simu-
late the PSFF for Floquet TRS HRM with system size
L = 10. We consider obc and choose the region A to be
connected to the boundary. In Fig. 15, we plot PSFF
KA(t) against t for the 1D Floquet TRS HRM for q = 2
and L = 10 with various LA. We observe that PSFF

FIG. 15. PSFF against t. Numerical simulations of PSFF
KA(t) against t for the 1D Floquet TRS HRM for q = 2 and
L = 10 with LA = 1, 2, . . . , 7 in increasingly dark shades. The
HRM is chosen to have obc with the region A connected to
the boundary.

FIG. 16. PSFF against LA. Numerical simulations of PSFF
KA(t) against LA for the 1D Floquet HRM with TRS (green)
and without TRS (red) for q = 2 and L = 10 with t ∈ [15, 24]
(main panel), and t ∈ [1, 4] (inset) in increasingly dark shades.
The HRM is chosen to have obc with the region A connected
to the boundary.

exhibits a characteristic bump which is qualitatively de-
scribed in the large-q solution of the Floquet TRS RPM
in Eqs. (55) and (56). In Fig. 16, we plot PSFF against
LA and find that PSFF grows exponentially with LA,
with a higher growth rate in the presence of TRS com-
pared to the case without TRS.
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VI. CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

In this section, we derive exact results for the two-
point autocorrelation function (2PAF) and its fluctua-
tion in gMBQCs with TRS in the large-q limit. We
demonstrate that, due to TRS and the many-body inter-
actions between time-reversed pairings of Feynman paths
[Fig. 8], both the 2PAF and its fluctuations exhibit dis-
tinct signatures of many body quantum chaos, in contrast
to the case without TRS. Specifically, we show that the
2PAF are dominated by time-reversed pairings of Feyn-
man paths on physical sites with local operator support,
resulting in characteristic negative and suppressed val-
ues of 2PAF of antisymmetric operators, as compared to
the case with symmetric operators. By summing 2PAF
over a complete operator basis (using Eq. (62) below), we
rederive the emergent Ising scaling behavior of the SFF
in global TRS gMBQCs. Furthermore, we find that the
fluctuations of the 2PAF are governed by an emergent
three-state Potts model, leading to exponential growth
of the operator support size in the presence of TRS.

Consider the Hilbert space CqL of a quantum many
body system with L sites, where each local Hilbert space
is Cq. At each physical site, we use the generalized Gell-
Mann matrices to form an operator basis. To this end,
let Ej,k denote a matrix with the (j, k)-th matrix element
given by 1, and 0 otherwise. The Gell-Mann matrices are
defined by

oµ ≡ oj,k = (60)
√

2
j(j+1)

(∑j
ℓ=1Eℓ,ℓ − jEj+1,j+1

)
, j = k ∈ [1, q − 1],

Ej,k + Ej,k , j > k,

−i(Ej,k − Ej,k) , j < k,

such that there are q+q(q−1)/2+q(q−1)/2 = q2−1 basis
states, and we have used µ to label the 2-tuple (j, k). For
convenience, we further define oq,q ≡ 1. This operator
basis is traceless for (j, k) ̸= (q, q), and is orthonormal,
i.e. q−1 Tr[oµoν ] = δµν . For q = 2, this basis consists
of Pauli matrices. Note that the set of 2-tuples (j, j)
for j ∈ [1, q − 1] labels all diagonal operator basis states
other than the identity, and the set of 2-tuples (j, k) with
j > k (j < k) labels all off-diagonal and (anti-)symmetric
operator basis states. Importantly, we will see that the
behaviour of 2PAF and its fluctuation of a given operator
depend on whether the local operator support at time
zero is diagonal and symmetric.

For the many body Hilbert space, we take opera-

tor strings Oµ =
⊗L

i=1 oµi
to form the basis states,

where we have abused the notations and denoted µ =
(µ1, µ2, . . . , µL). The two-point correlation function at
time t at infinite temperature is defined by

Cµν(t) =
1

N
Tr[Oµ(t)Oν(0)] , (61)

where Oµ(t) = U(t)OµU
†(t) is the time-evolved opera-

tor under the Heisenberg picture, and N is the Hilbert

space dimension. The two-point autocorrelation function
(2PAF) of operator Oµ is defined as Cµµ(t). Connections
between SFF and correlation functions have been pointed
out in [49, 125]. Specifically, it has been shown that SFF
or partial SFF is equal to the sum of 2PAF of operators
with all possible operator supports in the system or in
subregion A, i.e.

K(t) =
∑
µ∈P

Cµµ(t) , (62)

where P is a complete set of basis operators acting on
the system including the identity operator. For PSFF, we
have similarly KA(t) =

∑
µ∈PA

Cµµ(t) with PA the com-
plete set of basis operators acting on A. Note that these
identities hold generally, independent of the properties of
the quantum many-body systems U(t), and without the
ensemble average.
Two-point correlation functions play a crucial role in

characterizing quantum fluctuations and understanding
non-equilibrium dynamics in quantum many-body sys-
tems [7, 64, 65, 126–128]. The behaviour of correlation
functions in gMBQCs as modeled by random quantum
circuits has recently been studied in temporal-random
HRM [129], Floquet RPM [54], and Floquet HRM [24].
For temporal random gMBQCs, the 2PAF decays rapidly
and the SFF approaches unity on a timescale of or-
der one. For gMBQCs with time-translational symme-
try [54], the system tends to exhibit full random ma-
trix behavior at late times, displaying the ramp-plateau
structure as captured by Cµµ ≈ [KRMT(t)−1]/(q2L−1).
At sufficiently early times, the 2PAF displays a bump
preceding the onset of the ramp, arising from a mecha-
nism analogous to that in the SFF, as gMBQCs resemble
patches of random matrices. Here, we demonstrate that
the 2PAF and its fluctuations in gMBQCs exhibit several
generic behaviors that are uniquely tied to the presence
of time-reversal symmetry (TRS). We begin by stating a
lemma identifying the leading diagrams contributing to
the 2PAF and its fluctuations in Sec. VIA, followed by
the computation of the 2PAF in Sec. VIB and its fluctu-
ations in Sec. VIC.
We note that in the large-q limit, fluctuations of the

2PAF in our random quantum circuit models can be com-
puted analytically from the first two moments. Through-
out this work, we will use the term ‘fluctuations’ to re-
fer interchangeably to both the variance and the second
moment of the 2PAF, with the latter offering a simpler
analytical expression.

A. 2PAF diagrams

Here we give a lemma identifying the leading local
2PAF diagrams and 2PAF fluctuation diagrams in gM-
BQCs with Floquet or global TRS, and also in gMBQCs
without symmetries.
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TRS: Time-reversed pairings

FIG. 17. 2PAF diagrams. (a,b) Diagrammatical representation and the leading local diagram on sites without operator
support respectively for all TRS dynamics (for models with global TRS without local TRS, the black dots have to be partitioned
into black and white dots, but the diagram is the same). (c) Diagrammatical representation on sites with operator support
with (d) a single leading 2PAF diagrams with time-reversed pairing, (e-f) subleading diagrams with time-reversed pairing,
and (h-i) subleading 2PAF diagrams with time-parallel pairings for Floquet TRS chaotic systems. (g) A 2PAF diagram
with time-parallel pairing that vanishes due to tracelessness condition of operators. For global TRS w/ local TRS chaotic
systems, the same diagrams appear except that (e,f,h,i) are absent. (j-l) are the analogues of (c), (d) and (g) respectively for
global TRS w/o local TRS chaotic systems. For local TRS systems, only (a), (b), (c) and (g) remain. (l) vanishes due to
tracelessness condition of operators. If the operators are identity and the 2PAF is locally normalized with q−1 as in Eq. (61),
then the diagrams are of order O(1) for (b,g,l); O(q−1) for (d) and (k); and O(q−2) for (e,f,h,i), i.e. the twisted and ladder
diagrams are not on equal footing. The boxed diagrams, (b) and (d), are the leading local diagrams and they form the emergent
effective Ising degrees of freedom for global TRS many body chaotic systems.

TRS: Time-reversed pairings

Three-state Potts model

FIG. 18. 2PAF fluctuations diagrams. (a,b) Diagrammatical representation and the leading local diagram on sites without
operator support respectively for all TRS dynamics. (c) Diagrammatical representation on sites with operator support, with
leading diagrams given by (d,e,f) for Floquet TRS and global TRS gMBQCs. (d,e,f) corresponds to the three ways of
pairing up four operators, forming the effective degrees of freedom for the three-state Potts model, see discussion in the main
text and in App. E. For gMBQCs with local TRS or without TRS, (f) is the only leading diagrams. If the operators are
identity and the 2PAF is locally normalized with q−1 as in Eq. (61), then the diagrams are of order O(1) for (b); and O(q−2)
for (d,e,f). The boxed diagrams, (d,e,f), form the emergent effective degrees of freedom of three-state Potts model for global
TRS chaotic systems.

Lemma 3. Leading local two-point autocorrelation
function (2PAF) for generic quantum many body
quantum chaotic systems with or without TRS.
Consider the 2PAF (61) with local diagram labeled as in
Fig. 17 (a). For (i) random phase model (RPM), (ii)
Haar-random model (HRM), and (iii) the random ma-
trix model (RMT) with Floquet TRS / with global TRS /

without symmetries. For (i) and (ii) at each physical site
in the order of the local Hilbert space dimension q, and
for (iii) in the order of matrix dimension N , the leading
local 2PAF diagram is of order O(1) given by the ladder
contraction in S2t [Fig. 17 (b)]

σ
(m=1)
ladder (i) = i , TRS / No symmetries, (63)
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for sites without local operator support with or without
TRS. For sites with non-trivial operator support, the
leading local 2PAF diagram in the presence of TRS is
of order O(q−1) or O(N−1), and is given by the twisted
contractions in S2t [Fig. 17 (d)]

σ
(m=2t)
twisted (i) = 2t− i+ 1 , TRS. (64)

For sites with non-trivial operator support, for RPM,
HRM, and RMT in the absence of TRS, the leading local
2PAF diagram are of order O(q−2) or O(N−2), and are
given by ladder contractions in S2t [Fig. 17 (h,i)]

σ
(m)
ladder(i) = (m+ i− 1) (mod 2t) , No sym., (65)

for m = 3, 5, . . . , 2t− 1.

Proof. The proof for 3 is provided in the Appendix E.
In regions of operator support, there is a single leading

local 2PAF diagram in the presence of TRS, Eq. (64), of
order O(q−1). In contrast, there are (t− 1) leading local
2PAF diagrams [54] of order O(q−2) in Eq. (65), with

σ
(m=1)
ladder vanishing due to the traceless condition of the

operator by definition.

Lemma 4. Leading local two-point autocorrela-
tion function (2PAF) fluctuations diagrams for
generic quantum many body quantum chaotic sys-
tems with or without TRS. Consider the 2PAF fluc-
tuations with local diagram labeled as in Fig. 18 (a). For
(i) random phase model (RPM), (ii) Haar-random model
(HRM), and (iii) the random matrix model (RMT) with
Floquet TRS / with global TRS / without symmetries.
For (i) and (ii) at each physical site in the order of the lo-
cal Hilbert space dimension q, and for (iii) in the order of
matrix dimension N , the leading local 2PAF fluctuations
diagram is of order O(1) given by the ladder contraction
in S4t [Fig. 18 (b)]

σ
(m=1)
ladder (i) = i , TRS / No symmetries, (66)

for sites without local operator support with or without
TRS. In the presence of Floquet TRS or global TRS,
for sites with non-trivial operator support, the leading lo-
cal 2PAF fluctuations diagrams are of order O(q−2) or
O(N−2), and are given by contractions in S4t [Fig. 18
(d,e,f) respectively]

σ(14|23)(i) = (4t+ 1− i) (mod 4t) ,

σ(12|34)(i) = (2t+ 1− i) (mod 4t) , TRS. (67)

σ(13|24)(i) = (2t+ i) (mod 4t) ,

In the absence of TRS, for sites with non-trivial operator
support, the leading local 2PAF fluctuations diagram is
of order O(q−2) or O(N−2), and is given by contractions
in S4t [Fig. 18 (f)]

σ(13|24)(i) = (2t+ i) (mod 4t) , No sym. (68)

Proof. The proof for Lemma 4 is provided in the Ap-
pendix E.

An intuitive understanding of why there are three lead-
ing diagrams Eq. (67) in the presence of TRS is described
in the introduction – time-reversed pairing of Feynman
paths allow all three ways to group four objects into pairs.
Note that one can derive Eq. (68) for the case without
TRS simply by observing that only σ(13|24) in Eq. (67)
does not involve time-reversed pairings.

B. 2PAF

1. Time-reversed pairings

In the case of SFF, the presence of TRS intro-
duces both time-reversed pairings of Feynman paths (the
twisted diagrams) and time-parallel pairings (the ladder
diagrams). These two types of diagrams contribute to
SFF on an equal footing. In contrast, in TRS gMBQCs,
time-reversed pairings of Feynman paths lead to contri-
butions in 2PAF that are more dominant – by an order
in q at each site with non-trivial operator support – than
the leading contributions without TRS [Lemma 3]. This
imbalance indicates that time-reversed and time-parallel
pairings are not on equal footing in 2PAF.
Here we evaluate the 2PAF of a given operator Oµ

in the global TRS or Floquet TRS RPM. As before, we
perform the ensemble averages over the one-site Haar-
random gates and two-site coupling random phase gates
in sequence. In regions with non-trivial operator support,
Lemma 3 states that the ensemble averages over local
Haar-random gates lead to a single local leading twisted

diagram σ
(m=2t)
twisted [Fig. 17 (d)] of 2PAF of orderO(q−1). In

contrast, in the case without TRS [54], where the leading
diagrams are the t − 1 ladder diagrams [Fig. 17 (h,i)] of
order O(q−2), where the missing ladder diagram [Fig. 17
(g)] vanishes due to the traceless property of the operator.
In regions without operator support, it is straightforward

to show that the leading local diagram is σ
(m=1)
ladder [Fig. 17

(a)].
Importantly, due to the time-reversed pairing of Feyn-

man paths, the dominant local 2PAF diagram [Eq. (64)]
contributes a factor of Tr[OT

µi
Oµi

] = ±q for each site
with operator support. The sign of this contribution
depends on whether the local operator Oµi

is symmet-
ric (positive) or antisymmetric (negative). In fact, the
negative values of the 2PAF for antisymmetric operators
are essential for explaining several key phenomena. A
number of remarks are in order. First, we emphasize
that this sign structure arises from time-reversed pair-
ings, which are inherently tied to the presence of TRS
in gMBQCs, and can be diagrammatically represented in
Fig. 19. Second, the presence of this sign implies that the
leading order 2PAF is negative for antisymmetric opera-
tors. This prediction is directly confirmed by numerical
simulations of the 1D Floquet TRS HRM (not RPM),
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TRS: Time-reversed pairings
Leading - negative for anti-sym. op.

Time-reversed pairings
Sub-leading twisted contr. - positive

Time-parallel pairings
Sub-leading ladder contr. - positive

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h) (i)

FIG. 19. Time-reversed pairings in 2PAF of antisymmetric operators give negative leading contributions.
Consider local 2PAF diagrams at time t = 2 for sites where operators are supported. The 2PAF has leading contributions
at order O(q−1) from time-reversed pairings of Feynman paths, giving (a, c) positive contributions for symmetric operators,
e.g. Pauli-X and -Z; and (b) negative contributions for antisymmetric operators, e.g. Pauli-Y . A subset of subleading
contributions of 2PAF of O(q−2) with (d, e, f) time-reversed pairings and (g,h,i) time-parallel pairings are positive, regardless
of the symmetricity of the opoerator. The full set of subleading contributions are discussed in a upcoming work in [57]. In the
absence of TRS, the leading contribution to the 2PAF appears at order O(q−2), corresponding to (d, e, f). These contributions
are positive and independent of whether the operators are symmetric or antisymmetric.

shown in Fig. 20 (a). Third, this sign is crucial for the
relation Eq. (62) to be satisfied. Suppose, for contradic-
tion, that Cµµ(t) = O(q−|O|) remained strictly positive

for all operators. Since there are O(q2|O|) operators with
support size |O|, this would lead to a total contribution of
O(q|O|) to the spectral form factor (SFF). However, the
SFF is known to scale as O(1) in q, resulting in a con-
tradiction. Therefore, the scaling behavior of the 2PAF
with respect to |O|, as shown in Fig. 20 (c), provides
a non-trivial consistency check of Eq. (71). Fourth, we
show below that the Ising scaling behavior of the SFF in
gMBQCs with global TRS can be rederived by summing
the 2PAF over a complete operator basis after accounting
for the negative contributions from antisymmetric oper-
ators. Given universal nature of time-reversed pairings
and the required consistency between the SFF and the
2PAF, we expect this operator-dependent structure of
the 2PAF to be a generic dynamical feature of gMBQCs
in the presence of TRS.

The ensemble average of the two-site coupling gates
closely follows to the average performed for SFF de-
scribed above Eq. (20), except that the many body inter-
action between local diagrams on site a and b depends on
whether the local operators at a and b are off-diagonal.
Explicitly, for Floquet TRS RPM and Global TRS RPM
with general geometries, in the leading order in q−1, the

2PAF of operator Oµ is given by

lim
q→∞

CRPM
µµ,TRS(t) =

( ∏
a

Bs
µaµa

)( ∏
⟨a,b⟩

Bb
µa,µb

)
(69)

Bs
µ1,µ2

= δj1j2δk1k2

{
δj1qδk1q + (1− δj1qδk1q)δj1,k1

q−1

(1− δj1,k1
)
[
Θ(j1 − k1)q

−1 −Θ(k1 − j1)q
−1

] }
Bb
µ1,µ2

= δj1j2δk1k2 + (1− δj1j2δk1k2
){

δj1qδk1q[δj2k2
e−ϵα(t) + (1− δj2k2

)e−ϵ(α(t)+1)]

δj2qδk2q[δj2k2
e−ϵα(t) + (1− δj2k2

)e−ϵ(α(t)+1)]

+(1− δj1qδk1q)(1− δj2qδk2q)
}

where µ = (µ1, µ2, . . . , µL) with µi = (ji, ki), and α(t) =
t − 1 − δ0,t (mod 2) as before. The first product in (69)
is over all sites, and the second is over all bonds. Each
site is associated with a Boltzmann weight Bs which is
diagonal in its indices µ1 and µ2. At each site, Bs assigns
a value of 1 to identity operators, q−1 to symmetric oper-
ators, and −q−1 to antisymmetric operators. Each bond
is associated with the Boltzmann weight Bb, which de-
scribes the many body interaction between time-reversed
and time-parallel pairings of Feynman paths at different
sites. Specifically, Bb = 1 between two sites with time-
reversed pairings or two sites with time-parallel pairings.
Bb is exponentially suppressed in t for bonds connecting
time-reversed and time-parallel pairings.

For t ≫ 1, the exponential factors in Eq. (69) can
be approximated with e−ϵt, and Bb

µ1,µ2
depends only on

whether the operators µi are identity or not. The 2PAF
of an operator Oµ in the Floquet TRS RPM or Global
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TRS RPM in general dimensions is given by

lim
q→∞

CRPM
µµ,TRS(t) = Ω|O|Γ|∂O|f(Oµ) , (70)

Ω =
(
q2 − 1

)−1
, Γ = e−ϵt, f(Oµ) =

1

N
Tr[OT

µOµ],

where |O| and |∂O| respectively denote the total size and
boundaries of the operator support (of possibly discon-
nected regions). f(Oµ) gives 1 if Oµ is symmetric, and
−1 if Oµ is antisymmetric. Further, we can average 2PAF
over the set MA of all operators with non-trivial support
at all sites in the region A (in addition to the ensemble
average over the quantum many-body systems). For suf-
ficiently large t, for Floquet TRS and Global TRS RPM
in general dimensions, we obtain

lim
q→∞

CRPM
A,TRS(t) ≡ lim

q→∞
Eµ∈MA

[
CRPM

µµ,TRS(t)
]
,

= Ω|O|Γ|∂O|, Ω =
(
q2 − 1

)−1
, Γ = e−ϵt,

(71)

where the expectation value E denotes the average over
MA, the set of operators with non-trivial operator sup-
port at each site in A.

In the absence of TRS (and other symmetries), 2PAF
for 1D Floquet RPM can be evaluated using the transfer
matrix of SFF as [54]

lim
q→∞

CRPM
µµ, no-sym(t)

= q−2|O|e−2nϵt(t− 1)n[1 + (t− 2)e−ϵt]|O|−n ,
(72)

where n is the number of connected region of operator
support of Oµ, and can be identified as n = |∂O|/2 for
one-dimensional gMBQCs in PBC. The Thouless time
is the time when |O|tThe

−ϵtTh = O(1) holds, and the
Thouless operator support size is |O|Th = eϵt/t. For
simplicity, take n = 1, i.e. there is only a single connected
region of operator support. Taking the Thouless scaling
limit where t and |O| are sent large, and x = |O|/|O|Th

is fixed, we obtain the scaling form of 2PAF of operator
Oµ as

γ2PAF
no-sym(x) := lim

t,|O|→∞
x=|O|/|O|Th

q2|O| t |O|2 CRPM
µµ,no-sym(t)

= x2ex .

(73)

In the presence of TRS, we can interpret the 2PAF (71)
of operator Oµ as the partition function of a trivial statis-
tical mechanical system described by a single state with
Boltzmann weight depending on |O| and |∂O|, except
that there is an additional sign dependent on whether
Oµ is antisymmetric. In the absence of TRS in the one-
dimensional case, by writing n = |∂O|, we can cast (72)
in the form of (49) with an emergent Potts model of t−1
states living in region where the operator has non-trivial
support. The number of states of the emergent Potts
model is not t (as in the case for SFF in gMBQCs with
no symmetries), because the 2PAF diagram Fig. 17 (g)

vanishes due to the traceless condition of the operator.
Together, we write

lim
q→∞

CRPM
A (t) ∝

{
Z

(t−1)-Potts
A No symmetries,

f(Oµ)Z
cluster
A TRS,

(74)
where f(Oµ) is defined in (70), and gives rise to a sign
if Oµ is antisymmetric. For gMBQCs without TRS [54],
the 2PAF (72) displays a characteristic feature common
to the SFF, namely a competition between exponential
decays in t, and polynomial increases in t, leading to
a bump at an intermediate timescale without TRS at
the order q−2|O|. There are t− 1 states in the emergent
statistical mechanical model given by t local time-parallel

pairings of Feynman paths σ
(m)
ladder for m = 3, 5, . . . , 2t−1

defined in Lemma 1. One pairing σm=1
ladder is excluded due

to the traceless operator condition.
We provide numerical simulations of the 2PAF for Flo-

quet HRM with and without TRS for local Hilbert space
dimension q = 2, system size L = 10, and the obc. In
Fig. 20(a), we simulate 2PAFs of symmetric operators
(Pauli-Z and Pauli-X) and an antisymmetric operator
(Pauli-Y ). In the presence of TRS, the symmetric op-
erators yield positive 2PAF values, while the antisym-
metric operator yields negative values. In contrast, all
operators produce positive 2PAF values in the absence
of TRS. Further, we observe that the absolute value of
2PAF for antisymmetric operator is smaller than the one
for symmetric operator (see discussion above). This be-
haviour is consistent with Eq. (70) and the claim on
2PAF’s operator dependence. In Fig. 20 (b), we plot the

operator-averaged CRPM
A (t) against t for the 1D Floquet

HRM. The operator supports are chosen to be contigu-
ous regions positioned adjacent to the boundary. For
fixed operator support size |O|, the averaged autocorre-

lation CRPM
A (t), computed over operators supported on

region A, is larger in Floquet TRS HRM than in Flo-

quet HRM without symmetries. In both cases, CRPM
A (t)

exhibits a bump after averaging over operators in region
A. This bump is not captured by (71) in the TRS case,
and requires subleading-in-q analyses of 2PAF involving
all 2t time-reversed and time-parallel pairings of Feyn-
man paths (see discussions below). In Fig. 20 (c), we

plot M |O|CRPM
A (t) against |O| for the 1D Floquet HRM,

where M = q2 − 1 and q2 for the cases with and with-

out TRS respectively. M |O|CRPM
A (t) does not grow in

operator size |O| in the presence of TRS, but exhibits an
exponential increase in operator size |O| in the absence
of TRS, supporting the large-q results in Eq. (71) and
Eq. (72).
We expect the finite-q corrections to lead to a sup-

pressed 2PAF magnitude for antisymmetric operators
compared to their symmetric counterparts, which is in-
deed observed in Fig. 20 (a). While the unique dom-
inant time-reversed pairing in 2PAF give negative or
positive contributions depending on the symmetricity of
the operators, the other subleading diagrams from time-
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(a)

Antisymmetric operators

Symmetric operators

w/ TRS
w/o TRS

(b) (c)

4030

FIG. 20. 2PAF numerical simulations for the 1D Floquet TRS HRM (red) and 1D Floquet HRM (green) for q = 2 and
L = 10 with obc. (a) 2PAF against t for single-site Pauli-Z (cross symbols), Pauli-X (x symbols), and Pauli-Y (star symbols)
operators placed in the middle of the system. The 2PAF of antisymmetric (symmetric) operators is negative (positive) in the
presence of TRS, with a smaller absolute value compared to the symmetric case, consistent with the result in Eq. (70). (b)

2PAF CA(t) against t with |O| ∈ [1, 6] in increasingly dark shades. In (b) (and (c)), the operator supports are chosen to be

contiguous regions positioned adjacent to the boundary. (c) Normalized 2PAF M |O|CA(t) against |O| with t ∈ [3, 9], where
M = q2−1 and q2 for the TRS and no symmetries cases respectively. The normalized 2PAF does not grow (grows) in operator
support size for the case with (without) TRS – consistent with the theoretical predictions in Eq. (72) and Eq. (71), which in
turn requires the presence of negative contributions as in (a) and Eq. (70).

reversed pairings and time-parallel pairings [Fig. 17 (a, c,
d, e, f)] are always positive without operator dependence
[Fig. 19]. As a result, the 2PAF for antisymmetric opera-
tors is expected to be weakened relative to symmetric op-
erators, since the negative leading-order contribution is
partially offset by these positive subleading terms. How-
ever, this argument is not rigorous, as the subleading di-
agrams with time-reversed and time-parallel pairings do
not span the full set of subleading contributions, which
we will address in future work [57].

Lastly, we note that finite-q corrections are necessary
to accurately capture the bump observed in the operator-
averaged 2PAF at q = 2 in the presence of TRS with dis-
crete time-translation symmetry, as shown in Fig. 20 (b).
In the large-q analysis, this bump is absent in Eq. (71)
because the 2PAF is dominated by a single time-reversed
Feynman pairing. This leading-order contribution alone
is insufficient to account for the observed structure, in-
dicating the importance of subleading-in-q corrections.
This necessity is further underscored by the fact that, at
leading order, the 2PAF contributions are identical for
both global and Floquet TRS RPMs, due to the same
dominant pairing. However, their spectral form factors
differ at leading order, driven by the summation over
exponentially many subleading 2PAF terms in Eq. (62).
Moreover, the leading-order 2t-ramp in the SFF of Flo-
quet TRS gMBQCs originates from the remaining 2t
time-reversed and time-parallel pairings [Fig. 17 (e, f,
h, i)], which are absent at leading order in the 2PAF but
emerge through subleading contributions. These obser-
vations collectively highlight the crucial role of sublead-
ing corrections in fully understanding the behavior of the
2PAF – a direction to be pursued in future work [57].

2. SFF from 2PAF

Here we provide a third complementary approach to
rederive the universal Ising scaling behaviour of SFF for
global TRS gMBQCs using (69) and (62) at sufficiently
large t. For t ≫ 1, we evaluate SFF as a sum of 2PAF
for one-dimensional global TRS RPM in Eq. (69)

KRPM
g-TRS(t) =

∑
µ∈P

CRPM
µµ, g-TRS(t)

=

{
Tr[TL

Ising] = [1 + e−ϵt]
L
+ [1− e−ϵt]

L
, pbc,

⟨η|TL−1
Ising |η⟩ = 2 [1 + e−ϵt]

L−1
, obc,

(75)

where |η⟩ = (1, 1) accounts for the obc. Here the Ising
transfer matrix [TIsing]ab = δab + (1 − δab)e

−ϵt emerges
after summing over all non-identity operator at each site
in Eq. (69) and Eq. (75). The two effective Ising degrees
of freedom are then

1. time-reversed pairing for 2PAF on sites with oper-
ator support, and

2. time-parallel pairings for 2PAF on sites without op-
erator support.

See Table I for a comparison of the effective Ising de-
grees of freedom with the other approaches. There are
q2 − 1 operators giving the 2PAF diagram with time-
reversed pairing of order O(q−1). Among these contribu-
tions, q(q − 1)/2 antisymmetric operators are associated
with negative terms, and q(q+1)/2 symmetric operators
(including the diagonal operators) give positive terms,
leading to an over all factor of 1 associated to these dia-
grams. As before, take the Thouless scaling limit, where
t and L are sent large, and x = L/LTh with the Thouless
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length LTh(t) = eϵt/t is held fixed. We directly obtain
the SFF scaling form from the 2PAF for global TRS gM-
BQCs as

κ2PAF
g-TRS(x) ≡ lim

L,t→∞
x=L/LTh

∑
µ∈P

CRPM
µµ (t) =

{
2 coshx , pbc ,

2 ex , obc ,

(76)
and therefore we have κSFFg-TRS(x) = κ2PAF

g-TRS(x). This is the
third route to derive the emergent Ising scaling behaviour
of SFF in gMBQCs with global TRS.

C. Fluctuations and three-state Potts model

Here we show that in the presence of Floquet or global
TRS, the ensemble-averaged of the fluctuations of 2PAF
is mapped to the partition function of a three-state Potts
model. In the presence of TRS, at sites with non-trivial
operator support, Lemma 4 states that the three lo-
cal leading diagrams of 2PAF fluctuations are σ(14|23),

σ(12|34), and σ(13|24) of order O(q−2) [Fig. 18 (d,e,f)]. In
contrast, in the case without TRS, there is only a single
leading diagram σ(13|24) of order O(q−2) [Fig. 18 (f)]. Re-
gardless of the presence of TRS, at sites without operator
support, there is a single leading local diagram given in
Fig. 18 (b). Note that even though the local diagrams
Fig. 18 (b, e) are disconnected, the many body diagram
containing this local diagram may not be disconnected.
Following the derivation described above Eq. (20), we
derive the quantum-classical mapping for the 2PAF fluc-
tuations of the Floquet TRS or Global TRS RPM. While
exact large-q expression of 2PAF fluctuations can be ob-
tained for general t, the result vastly simplifies for large
t ≫ 1, where the 2PAF fluctuations of the Floquet TRS
RPM or Global TRS RPM is given by

lim
q→∞

C2
TRS(t) = Z3-Potts

A , (77)

where we have left the operator index implicit. Defined
in Eq. (49), Z3-Potts

A is the partition function of a three-
state Potts model defined on region A. Let indices a and
b label the three Potts states {(13|24), (12|34), (14|23)}.
The Boltzmann weight for each bond in A is given by
BA
ab = δab + (1 − δab)e

−2ϵt and the weight for each site

is BA
a = q−2. The complementary region A is associ-

ated with the trivial Boltzmann weight, BA
ab = 1. The

boundary between A and A carries the Boltzmann weight

BAA
ab = e−2ϵt. Specifically for one-dimensional Floquet

TRS or global TRS RPM with pbc, we obtain using the
transfer matrix approach

C2
TRS(t) = q−2|O| [3e−4ϵt

]n (
1 + 2e−2ϵt

)|O|−n
. (78)

where n is the number of connected regions of opera-
tor support, and |O| is the total size of the (possible
disconnected) operator support. The appearance of the

three states is fundamental – it stems from the combina-
torics that there are three distinct ways of pairing four
operators in the fluctuations of 2PAF, as schematically
sketched in Eqs. (2), (3), and Fig. 18. For this reason,
we expect the form of 77 to remain valid (up to certain
effective ϵ) for TRS gMBQCs beyond the TRS RPM.
Consider the fluctuation of 2PAF of an operatorO with

operator support size |O|, the corresponding Thouless
time and Thouless operator support length are tTh,O =
ln |O|/2ϵ and |O|Th = e2ϵt respectively. For t ≪ tTh,O,
on regions with operator support, the system can be
heuristically viewed as a collection of expanding patches
of random matrices, each adopting an identical pairing
of Feynman paths, i.e. σ(14|23), σ(12|34), or σ(13|24). As
time progresses, these patches grow and merge, eventu-
ally encompassing the regions with non-trivial operator
support. For t ≫ tTh,O, the regions with non-trivial op-
erator support behave like a a single large randommatrix,
with all regions adopting the same pairing. For simplic-
ity, consider 2PAF fluctuations of an operator which has
support in a single connected cluster, i.e. n = 1. We take
the Thouless scaling limit, where t and |O| are sent to in-
finity, while x = |O|/|O|Th is fixed. For one-dimensional
global or Floquet TRS RPM, we define and evaluate the
scaling function of 2PAF fluctuation as

γ2PAF-Fluc
TRS (x) := lim

t,|O|→∞
x=|O|/|O|Th

q2|O||O|2 C2
TRS(t)

= 3x2e2x .

(79)

Note that L is bounded below by |O| and so it is also
sent to infinity.
In contrast, in the absence of symmetries, RPM has

only a single leading local diagram of 2PAF fluctuation
[Lemma 4]. As a result, the fluctuation of 2PAF in the
leading order is given by

lim
q→∞

C2
no-sym(t) = Ω|O|Γ|∂O| ,

Ω = q−2 , Γ = e−2ϵt ,
(80)

for RPM in general geometries. In particular, for one-
dimensional RPM without symmetries with pbc, for op-
erator O with a single cluster, we have |∂O| = 2, and
therefore

lim
q→∞

C2
no-sym(t) = q−2|O|e−4ϵt . (81)

Interpreting the 2PAF fluctuations without symmetries
in (80) as a trivial emergent statistical mechanical system
with a single configuration (as in the case of 2PAF with
TRS), we can collecting these results and write

lim
q→∞

C2 ∝

{
Zcluster
A No symmetries,

Z3-Potts
A TRS,

(82)

where the TRS case refers to global and Floquet TRS,
but not local TRS. A few remarks are in order. First, re-
gardless of the presence of TRS, unlike the case of 2PAF,
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 21. 2PAF fluctuations numerical simulations for the 1D Floquet TRS HRM (red) and 1D Floquet HRM (green)
for q = 2 and L = 10 with |O| ∈ [1, 8] in increasingly dark shades. The systems are configured with open boundary conditions,
and the operator supports are chosen to be contiguous regions positioned adjacent to the boundary. (a) 2PAF fluctuations

C2
A(t) against t (b) Normalized 2PAF fluctuations q2|O|C2

A(t) against |O| with t ∈ [1, 5], where the TRS case exhibitis an

exponential increase in |O|. (c) χ̃ against t (main panel) and the growth rate q2|O|C2
A(t) in |O| (inset) for 1D Floquet TRS

HRM, demonstrating that the emergent three-state Potts model in (78) captures the qualitative exponential scaling of the
2PAF fluctuations as a function of operator size |O| in the presence of TRS [Eqs. (77) and (78)].

2PAF fluctuations scale with q−2|O|. Second, unlike the
2PAF itself, its fluctuations do not exhibit a peak at in-
termediate time. Within the framework of the emergent
classical statistical mechanical model, this absence of a
peak stems from the fact that the effective degrees of
freedom at each site remain constant over time. Third,
and most notably, the presence of TRS and the associated
time-reversed pairing of Feynman paths lead to a striking
contrast in 2PAF fluctuation signatures. In the absence
of symmetries, q2|O|C2

no-sym(t) does not grow in |O| in
the large-q limit. However, with TRS, q2|O|C2

no-sym(t)
exhibits an exponential scaling in |O| with a growth rate
derived from the three-state Potts model, 1+ 2χt, where
χ is a model-dependent parameter, identified as e−ϵ in
the RPM.

To test the large-q prediction with finite-q simulation,
we numerically simulate the 2PAF fluctuations in the
Floquet HRM with or without TRS at q = 2 and L = 10
with obc in Fig. 21. For simplicity, we consider 2PAF
fluctuations of operators supported in a single connected
region adjacent to the boundary. In this setting, the
2PAF fluctuations in the presence of TRS can be evalu-

ated as C2
TRS(t) = q−2|O|3χt

C2,TRS

(
1 + 2χt

C2,TRS

)|O|−1
,

while in the absence of TRS, we have C2
no-sym(t) =

q−2|O|χt
C2, no-sym. Here, χC2,TRS and χC2, no-sym are

model-dependent parameters which for RPM is given by

e−4ϵ. In Fig. 21 (a), we plot C2
TRS(t) against t. We ob-

serve that 2PAF fluctuations does not exhibit a bump
as consistent with (78) and (81), unlike the 2PAF in

Fig. 20. In Fig. 21 (b), we plot q2|O|C2
TRS(t) against

|O|, and demonstrate that there is an exponential scal-
ing in the presence of TRS but not in the absence of TRS,
supporting the contrasting analytical results in (78) and
(81). In Fig. 21 (c), we extract a proxy of χC2,TRS by

computing χ̃ (t) :=
[
1
2

(
e

∂
∂|O| ln(q

2|O|C2(t)) − 1
)]1/t

. We

see that χ̃(t) tends towards a constant value, consistent
with the claim that the 2PAF in the presence of TRS
are governed by an emergence three-state Potts model in
Eqs. (77) and (78).

VII. OUT-OF-TIME-ORDER CORRELATORS

Under the quantum dynamics in generic quantum
many-body systems, information of local perturbation
spreads and scrambles among non-local degrees of free-
dom of the system, and can be diagnosed using the out-
of-time-order correlator (OTOC) [66, 67], defined at in-
finite temperature as

Fµν(t) :=
1

N
Tr[Oµ(t)Oν(0)Oµ(t)Oν(0)] , (83)

where Oµ(t) = U(t)OµU
†(t) is the time-evolved operator

under the Heisenberg picture, and N is the Hilbert space
dimension. As before, Oµ is taken to be a Hermitian, uni-
tary, traceless operator given by (60). OTOC is a correla-
tion function between multiple operators probed at times
which are out of order, and has been instrumental in the
characterisation of quantum chaos and thermalization,
e.g. in the studies of blackholes and holography [66, 130],
quantum information theory [131–133], operator spread-
ing in many-body systems [13, 15, 76, 134], quantum
phase transitions [135, 136], and experiments [137–140].
OTOC has been computed in spatial- and temporal-

random quantum circuits with and without conserved
quantities in [13, 15, 76, 134], and Floquet random quan-
tum circuits in the large-q limit in [24, 54]. In the ab-
sence of TRS, the leading diagrams for Floquet random
quantum circuits have been identified in [24, 54]. In the
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FIG. 22. OTOC diagrams in the presence of global or Floquet TRS. Leading local diagrams of OTOC of Oµ and Oν

at sites where (a) Oµ and Oν have no operator support; (b) only Oµ has operator support; (c) only Oν has operator support;
(d,e,f) both Oµ and Oν have operator support. In panels (a) and (f), blue lines indicate the locations of domain walls that
separate two types of contractions, highlighted in yellow and green in (a). Additional possible domain wall locations at leading
order are shown as orange lines in (a) and (f). Diagrams with domain walls along dotted (dashed-dotted) lines are associated
with positive (negative) Weingarten functions. (d) and (e) show leading order OTOC diagrams arising from time-reversed
pairings of Feynman paths. These diagrams can contribute with negative signs when the local operator supports of Oµ and Oν

differ.

presence of Floquet or global TRS, we provide the lead-
ing local diagrams for HRM, RPM, and RMT in Fig. 22.
These diagrams fall into three categories based on op-
erator support at each site: (i) neither Oµ nor Oν has
support, (ii) only one of Oµ or Oν has support, and (iii)
both Oµ and Oν have support. For both cases (i) and
(ii), even in the presence of TRS, the dominant contri-
butions arise from local diagrams involving only time-
parallel pairings. Specifically, for case (ii), the leading
diagrams are unique and shown in Fig. 22 (b) and (c).
In case (i), there are 2t + 1 leading diagrams, which, as
in the Floquet case without TRS [24, 54], do not involve
time-reversed pairings of Feynman paths. Among these
diagrams, consider a group of four horizontally aligned
dots, as illustrated by the yellow box in Fig. 22 (a). Two
types of contractions are possible among these four dots:
(1) Identity contraction, where dots in vertical slices 1
and 2 are paired, and dots in slices 3 and 4 are paired
(e.g., yellow box in Fig. 22 (a)). (2) SWAP contraction,
where dots in slices 1 and 4 are paired, and slices 2 and
3 are paired (e.g., green box in Fig. 22 (a)). These corre-
spond to “+” and “−” domains in [13], and are labeled A
and B in [24]. Each of the 2t+1 diagrams contains a do-
main of type (1) and a domain of type (2), separated by
a domain wall that can appear at any of 2t+1 positions.
These configurations are depicted in Fig. 22 (a), where
the blue line indicates the domain wall location, and the
orange lines denote other possible positions. Diagrams
with a domain wall along a dotted (dashed-dotted) line
correspond to positive (negative) Weingarten functions
[see [24, 54, 86] for details]. For case (iii), the time-
parallel pairings give rise to 2t − 1 diagrams shown in
Fig. 22 (f), using notation consistent with Fig. 22 (a).
In these diagrams, the two types of contractions appear

similarly to those in case (i). However, the tracelessness
condition of the operators enforces fixed contractions at
the top and bottom of the diagrams, effectively requiring
the presence of a domain wall (marked by the blue line in
Fig. 22 (f)). Figures 22 (d) and (e) depict leading order
OTOC diagrams that arise from time-reversed pairings
of Feynman paths. The resulting diagrams are analogous
to those in Fig. 18 (d) and (e), with the key distinction
that all four operator insertions, two Oµ and two Oν , are
connected through time-reversed pairings.

Having established the leading local diagrams in
Fig. 22 for the possible scenarios, we observe that for
the OTOC between local operators Oµ and Oν that are
spatially separated, the leading order behavior is insen-
sitive to the presence of TRS. In such cases, one can di-
rectly apply previously established large-q results for the
OTOC in Floquet RPM [54] and Floquet HRM [24] with-
out TRS. In contrast, when Oµ and Oν have overlapping
support at the initial time, for example, when Oµ = Oν ,
the OTOC becomes sensitive to TRS. At a given site
i, the leading order contributions exhibit a sign depen-
dence based on whether the local supports of Oµ and
Oν coincide. Notably, this sign dependence is different
from that observed in the two-point autocorrelation func-
tion [Fig. 19]. The sign instead arises from the structure
of time-reversed pairings that connect all four operator
insertions in the OTOC at leading order in 1/q. In the
presence of TRS, the OTOC for general operators Oµ and
Oν can be expressed in terms of a transfer matrix using
the large-q techniques introduced earlier. However, the
exact evaluation using this transfer matrix is technically
challenging, and we leave a detailed analysis to future
work.
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VIII. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we studied the universal signatures of
quantum chaos in the presence of TRS in spatially-
extended, local and generic quantum many body sys-
tems. We presented both analytical and numerical re-
sults on SFF, PSFF, 2PAF and OTOC in random quan-
tum circuits, serving as minimal models of gMBQCs in
the presence of TRS. For SFF, we analytically derived
and numerically verified the universal Ising and gener-
alized Potts scaling functions of SFF in gMBQCs with
global and Floquet TRS. We show that the universal
scaling behaviours originate from the structure of the
many body interactions between time-reversed and time-
parallel pairings of Feynman paths. We substantiated the
universality of these results by deriving the Ising scal-
ing behaviour through three complementary approaches:
evaluating SFF (i) as double Feynman integrals, (ii) as a
summation of correlation functions, and (iii) using space-
time duality combined with non-Hermitian Ginibre ran-
dom matrix ensembles. Furthermore, we showed that,
unlike the case of SFF, 2PAF favours time-reversed over
time-parallel pairings, leading to characteristic negative
and suppressed values of 2PAF for antisymmetric op-
erators in the presence of TRS. We demonstrated that
the fluctuations of 2PAF exhibit a distinctive exponential
scaling in the operator support size, with a rate governed
by an emergent three-state Potts model, marking a sharp
contrast to the case without TRS.

Non-Hermitian Ginibre ensembles serve as important
tools for capturing the emergent SFF scaling behaviour
of gMBQCs without relying on the large-q limit. A nat-
ural question arises: How can Ginibre ensembles effec-
tively model generic quantum many body chaotic sys-
tems – particularly the bump in the SFF caused by many
body interactions – despite containing no explicit infor-
mation about the quantum system’s underlying many
body structure? The answer is analogous to the role
played by Gaussian or circular ensembles in modeling

temporal dynamics. In that context, the SFF captures
long-time behavior – the ramp and the plateau – through
repeated applications of random matrices in time. Simi-
larly, the SFF of Ginibre ensembles captures the effects
of many-body interactions via repeated applications in
space, effectively encoding many-body dynamics despite
the absence of microscopic detail.
There are several promising directions for future ex-

ploration. First, understanding finite-q corrections and
non-perturbative contributions to spectral and dynami-
cal quantities remains an intriguing challenge. Although
the SFF and 2PAF are related through Eq. (62), the time-
parallel and time-reversed pairings contribute with differ-
ent weights in these quantities. Consequently, studying
spectral observables such as the SFF and PSFF may offer
insights into finite-q effects in dynamical observables like
the 2PAF, and vice versa. Additionally, in the presence
of TRS, it is well known from periodic orbit theory that
Sieber-Richter pairs [44] contribute to subleading correc-
tions in the SFF. Investigating whether similar many-
body analogues [Lemma 2] give rise to universal signa-
tures through their interactions would be an interesting
avenue of study. Second, our large-q analytical results
for the SFF and 2PAF are applicable to general geome-
tries in higher dimensions. Results in this direction will
be presented in an upcoming work [57]. Third, a nat-
ural direction is to explore the interplay between global
symmetries like TRS, and internal symmetries, including
Abelian U(1) and non-Abelian SU(2) symmetries, with
the aim of identifying universal signatures of quantum
many-body chaos that emerge uniquely in their presence.
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Appendix A: Models

In this section, we provide the algebraic definitions of random phase model (RPM), Haar-random model (HRM),
the corresponding random matrix model acting in the temporal direction (RMT), and the corresponding dual Ginibre
model acting in the spatial direction.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.01401
https://arxiv.org/abs/2407.19929
https://arxiv.org/abs/2407.19929
http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.19929
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/physrevlett.134.010402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/physrevlett.134.010402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.023118
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.023118
https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.10057
https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.10057
http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.10057
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s10955-024-03273-0
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s10955-024-03273-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.17744
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.17744
http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.17744
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2017)048
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/BF01645779
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/BF01645779
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/physrevlett.117.170404
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/physrevlett.117.170404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature10748
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature10748
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.106.224310
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.106.224310
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2016)106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2016)106
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1126-6708/2007/09/120
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/jhep02(2016)004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/jhep02(2016)004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/jhep04(2017)121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/jhep04(2017)121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.96.054503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.96.054503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.121.016801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.121.016801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys4119
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevx.7.031011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevx.7.031011
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41586-019-0952-6
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41586-019-0952-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.124.250601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.124.250601


37

1. Dynamics in time

In the context of TRS, we are interested in three classes of dynamics in time: (i) temporal-random models, and
(ii) global symmetric models, and (iii) discrete time translational symmetric (Floquet) models. Specifically, they are
defined by the following unitary time evolution operators at time t,

Temporal-random: U1(t;u) =

t∏
t′=1

u(t′) , (SA.1)

Global TRS: U2(t;w) = wT (t)w(t) (SA.2)

Discrete time translational invariant (Floquet): U3(t;u) = ut , (SA.3)

where u and w denote certain choice or distribution of unitary operators.

2. TRS Random quantum circuits

TRS Random phase model (RPM)

(a) (b) (e)(d)

Local TRS
Global TRS

w/o local TRS Floquet TRS
Global TRS
w/ local TRS

(c.i) (c.ii)

Dictionary

FIG. S1. TRS random phase models (RPM). Gates with the same color (and shade) are identical. (a) Dictionary of the
diagrammatical representation. (b-e) Illustration of the TRS RPM at t = 4 with (b) local TRS; (c.i) global TRS w/o local
TRS; (d) global TRS w/ local TRS; and (e) Floquet TRS. Note that gates reflected across the time reversal axes (dashed lines)
are identified. RPM at t = 3 for global TRS w/o local TRS is given in (c.ii). The odd time for the other Global and Floquet
TRS RPM share the same geometry.

The random phase model (RPM) [25] is a quantum circuit that acts on the Hilbert space CqL of L qudits. While
the RPM can be defined and the corresponding results in the main text can be derived in general geometries for
arbitrary dimensions, we will define RPM in one dimension for simplicity. RPM is composed of the one-site gates
Haar-random unitaries acting on the j-th qudit,

u(j)(s) ∈ CUE (q) or COE (q) , (SA.4)

and two-site gates acting on the j-th and (j + 1)-th qudits,

[Θ(j,j+1)(s, ϵ)]ajaj+1,bjbj+1
= δaj ,bjδaj+1,bj+1

exp[ıφ(j)
aj ,aj+1

(s, ϵ)] , (SA.5)

coupling neighbouring sites via a diagonal random phase (aj = 1, 2 . . . , q). Each coefficient φ
(j)
aj ,aj+1(s, ϵ) is an inde-

pendent Gaussian random real variable with mean zero and variance ϵ, which controls the coupling strength between
neighboring spins. The one-site Haar-random gates and two-site coupling gates generally can depend on some location
in time labeled by s. Then, we can define monolayers of one-site gates, of two-site gates and of two-site half gates
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(see discussion in the main text) as

1-site gate monolayer: wh(s;u)=

L⊗
j=1

u(j)(s) , (SA.6)

2-site gate monolayer: wph(s; ϵ)=

L∏
j=1

Θ(j,j+1)(s, ϵ) , (SA.7)

RPM bilayer: wbl(s, ϵ;u)= wph(s; ϵ)wh(s;u) (SA.8)

Shifted RPM bilayer: wsbl(s, ϵ;u)= wph(s; ϵ/4)wh(s;u)wph(s; ϵ/4) (SA.9)

where the variable s allows the freedom for different bilayer labelled by s to be independent of each other. Note that
in the shifted TRS, the first and the third layers are drawn from the same ensemble. The variances in these layers are
chosen such that they are half-gates (as defined in the main text), such that wph(s; ϵ/4)

2 = wph(s; ϵ). Without TRS
and other symmetries, we define the temporal-random and Floquet random phase models without symmetries as

Temporal-random RPM w/o symmetries: URPM
l (t, L, ϵ) ≡ U1[t;wbl(s, ϵ;uCUE)] , (SA.10)

Floquet RPM w/o symmetries: URPM
f (t, L, ϵ) ≡ U3[t;wbl(1, ϵ;uCUE)] . (SA.11)

Now we define random phase models with various types of TRS. The local TRS RPM can be defined by stacking
bilayers that are independently drawn. To define global TRS RPM with or without local TRS, we define the two
circuits

wg-TRS-1(t, L) =

wh(s;uCUE)
[∏(t−1)/2

s=1 wbl(s, ϵ;uCUE)
]
wph(s; ϵ/4) , t odd,

wph(s; ϵ/4)wh(s;uCUE)
[∏t/2−1

s=1 wbl(s, ϵ;uCUE)
]
wph(s; ϵ/4) , t even,

(SA.12)

wg-TRS-2(t, L) =

wh(s;uCUE)
[∏(t−1)/2

s=1 wbl(s, ϵ;uCOE)
]
wph(s; ϵ/4) , t odd,

wph(s; ϵ/4)wh(s;uCOE)
[∏t/2−1

s=1 wbl(s, ϵ;uCOE)
]
wph(s; ϵ/4) , t even,

(SA.13)

which governs the first half of the global TRS circuits. The entire global TRS circuits are then generated by extending
the above circuits with their transpositions, as defined below. Lastly, the Floquet TRS RPM can be defined by repeated
action of a shifted RPM bilayer. Together, we define

Local TRS RPM: URPM
l-TRS(t, L) ≡ U1[t;wbl(·, ϵ;uCOE)] . (SA.14)

Global TRS RPM w/o local TRS: URPM
g-TRS-1(t, L) ≡ U2[wg-TRS-1(t, L)] , (SA.15)

Global TRS RPM w/ local TRS: URPM
g-TRS-2(t, L) ≡ U2[wg-TRS-2(t, L)] , (SA.16)

Floquet TRS RPM: URPM
f-TRS(t, L) ≡ U3[t;wsbl(1, ϵ;uCOE)] . (SA.17)

See Fig. S1 for illustrations of the TRS RPMs.

Local TRS Floquet TRS
Global TRS 

w/o local TRS
Global TRS
w/ local TRS

Dictionary

(a) (b) (e)(d)(c.i) (c.ii)

FIG. S2. TRS Haar-random models (HRM). Gates with the same color (and shade) are identical. (a) Dictionary of the
diagrammatical representation. (b-e) Illustration of the TRS HRM at t = 4 with (b) local TRS; (c.i) global TRS w/o local
TRS; (d) global TRS w/ local TRS; and (e) Floquet TRS. Note that gates reflected across the time reversal axes (dashed lines)
are identified. HRM at t = 3 for global TRS w/o local TRS is given in (c.ii). The odd time for the other Global and Floquet
TRS HRM share the same geometry.
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TRS Haar-random model (HRM)

The Haar-random model (HRM) [12] is a one-dimensional quantum circuit that acts on the Hilbert space CqL of L
qudits. The HRM has a brick-wall geometry composed of two-site gates acting on the j-th and (j + 1)-th qudits,

u(j,j+1)(s) ∈ CUE
(
q2
)
or COE

(
q2
)
, (SA.18)

where CUE(N) and COE(N) are the CUE and COE of the unitary group of N -by-N unitary matrices. The Haar-
random gates generally can depend on some location in time labeled by s. In the brick-wall geometry, we only consider
circuits with even system sizes. Specifically, we define a monolayer and a bilayer of two-site gates in the brick-wall
geometry respectively as

Brick-wall monolayer: wm(s;u)=
⊗

j∈2Z+mmod 2

u(j,j+1)(s) , (SA.19)

Brick-wall bilayer: wbl(s;u)= w2(s;u)w1(s;u) , (SA.20)

Shifted TRS brick-wall bilayer: wsbl(s)= w1(s, uCUE)
T w2(s;uCOE)w1(s;uCUE) , (SA.21)

where the variable s allows the freedom for different bilayer labelled by s to be independent of each other. Note
that in the shifted TRS, the first and the third layers are drawn from the same ensemble. Without TRS or other
symmetries, we define the temporal-random and Floquet Haar-random models without symmetries as

Temporal-random HRM w/o symmetries: UHRM
l (t, L) ≡ U1[t;wbl(·;uCUE)] , (SA.22)

Floquet HRM w/o symmetries: UHRM
f (t, L) ≡ U3[t;wbl(1;uCUE)] . (SA.23)

Now we define the Haar-random models with various types of TRS. The local TRS HRM can be defined by stacking
brick-wall bilayers that are independently drawn. To define global TRS HRM with or without local TRS, we define
the two circuits

wg-TRS-1(t, L) =

t∏
s=1

ws(s;uCUE) , (SA.24)

wg-TRS-2(t, L) = wt(t;uCUE)

[
t−1∏
s=2

ws(s;uCOE)

]
w1(1;uCUE) , (SA.25)

which governs the first half of the global TRS circuits. The entire global TRS circuits are then generated by extending
the above circuits with their transpositions, as defined below. Note that the first and last layers of wg-TRS are drawn
from CUE, such that, upon the extension with transposition, we can construct a COE gate across the time reversal
axis (dashed lines in 3), using the construction, uCOE = uTCUEuCUE. Lastly, the Floquet TRS HRM can be defined
by repeated action of a brick-wall bilayer. Together, we define for both odd and even t,

Local TRS HRM: UHRM
l-TRS(t, L) ≡ U1[t;wbl(·;uCOE)] . (SA.26)

Global TRS HRM w/o local TRS: UHRM
g-TRS-1(t, L) ≡ U2[wg-TRS-1(t+ 1, L)] , (SA.27)

Global TRS HRM w/ local TRS: UHRM
g-TRS-2(t, L) ≡ U2[wg-TRS-2(t+ 1, L)] , (SA.28)

Floquet TRS HRM: UHRM
f-TRS(t, L) ≡ U3[t;wsbl(1)] . (SA.29)

Notice that the Floquet TRS HRM has a shift of a half step in the time direction, such that the first and the last
layer in time contains half gates of COE, which belong to CUE. See Fig. S2 for illustrations of the TRS HRMs.

3. Random matrix models (RMT)

Random matrix theory (RMT) can be used to model the dynamics of generic many body quantum chaotic systems
(gMBQCs) in sufficiently late time scales or sufficiently small energy scales. These models are defined via the time
evolution operators in A 1 with unitary u drawn from the circular unitary ensemble (CUE) or the circular orthogonal
ensemble (COE) of N -by-N unitaries. Specifically, in the absence of symmetries, we define random matrix models
(RMT) that model temporal-random and Floquet gMBQCs respectively with
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Dictionary

(a) (b) (d)(c.i) (c.ii)

Local TRS
RMT for

gmbqcs
Global TRS
RMT for

gmbqcs
Floquet TRS

RMT for

gmbqcs

FIG. S3. TRS random matrix models (RMT). (a) Dictionary of the diagrammatical representations of COE and CUE.
(b-d) Illustration of the RMT quantum circuits at t = 6 for RMTs that model gMBQCs with (b) local TRS; (c) global TRS
with or without local TRS; and (d) Floquet TRS. For completeness, RMT for global TRS gMBQCs at t = 5 is given in (c.ii),
although it trivially coincides with (c.i) for gate choices from CUE and COE. The odd time for the other TRS RMT models
are defined similarly. Note that gates reflected across the time reversal axes (dashed lines) are identified. Note also that both
global TRS quantum circuits with local TRS, and global TRS quantum circuits without local TRS are modelled (in sufficiently
late time) by global TRS RMT without local TRS.

RMT for temporal-random gMBQCs w/o symmetries: URMT
l (t) ≡ U1(t;uCUE) , (SA.30)

RMT for Floquet gMBQCs w/o symmetries: URMT
f (t) ≡ U3(t;uCUE) , (SA.31)

where uCUE is drawn from the CUE. To define RMT for global TRS gMBQCs, we define

wg-TRS(t) =

{
uCUE

∏(t−1)/2
s=1 uCUE , t odd,∏t/2

s=1 uCUE , t even,
(SA.32)

which governs the first half of the global TRS circuits. The RMT for global TRS gMBQCs are then generated by
extending the above circuit with its transposition, as defined below. Together with the other dynamics in the presence
of TRS, we define

RMT for gMBQCs w/ local TRS: URMT
l-TRS(t) ≡ U1(t;uCUE) , (SA.33)

RMT for gMBQCs w/ global TRS: URMT
g-TRS(t) ≡ U2(t;wg-TRS) , (SA.34)

RMT for gMBQCs w/ Floquet TRS: URMT
f-TRS(t) ≡ U3(t;uCOE) , (SA.35)

where uCOE and uCUE are drawn from the COE and CUE respectively. Notice that in many body quantum circuits
with TRS, even though 2-site unitary gates may be locally TRS, the associated bi-layer of such gates may not have
TRS (see e.g. Fig. 3 (c,d)). Consequently, the RMT for both gMBQCs w/ local TRS and RMT for gMBQCs w/
global TRS are composed of unitaries from the CUE (as supposed to COE). In contrast, the Floquet TRS model
satisfies the local TRS and global TRS condition, and the corresponding RMT is made of unitaries from the COE.
See Fig. S3 for illustrations of the TRS RMTs. Note also that under this convention, global TRS RMT for odd and
even times coincide.

4. Dual Ginibre models

It has been observed that universal behaviour of Ginibre ensemble emerges in dual (spatial) evolution of spatially-
extended generic many body quantum chaotic systems [61]. Here we construct a coarse-grained dual Ginibre model for
global TRS many body quantum chaotic systems, as illustrated in Fig. 14. Consider a system with two (dual) coarse-

grained sites, each with Hilbert space size CN such that the total Hilbert space has the size CN2

. The non-unitary
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Parity symmetric 
dual Ginibre model

FIG. S4. TRS dual Ginibre model is parity symmetric. In sufficiently large system size L, gMBQCs with TRS as
modelled by quantum circuit can be modelled by the parity-symmetric dual Ginibre model, that is, a RMT model of non-
Hermitian matrices drawn from the Ginibre ensemble that is parity symmetric in the dual Hilbert space. The dashed lines refer
to the TRS inversion axes.

evolution in the spatial direction is defined by

V Gin
g-TRS(L) =

L∏
x

v(x) , (SA.36)

where for spatially-random systems, v(x) does not correlate with v(x′) for x ̸= x′. For translational invariant systems,
v(x) = v for all x. To incorporate global TRS in the dual Ginibre model, we choose

v(x) = v2(x)v1(x) , (SA.37)

v2(x) = G2(x;N
2) + SG2(x;N

2)S ≡ G̃2(x;N
2) , (SA.38)

v1(x) = G1(x;N)⊗G1(x;N) , (SA.39)

where S is the two-site swap operator, defined by its action S |a1, a2⟩ = |a2, a1⟩ where |a1, a2⟩ with ai = 1, 2, . . . , N
is the computational basis in the Hilbert space. G2(x;N) and G1(x;N

2) are independently drawn from the complex

Ginibre ensemble of N -by-N non-Hermitian random matrices, such that [Gi]aa′(x;N)[G∗
i ]bb′(x;N) = δabδa′b′σ

−2
i (N)

with N -dependent variance σ2
1 = N and σ2

2 = 2N2. We will leave the second argument on the size of the Ginibre
matrices implicit in the rest of the manuscript. See Fig. S4 for illustrations of the TRS dual Ginibre model.

Appendix B: Weingarten functions for COE

Here we review some properties of the Weingarten function of circular orthogonal ensemble (COE), following [86].
To make this section self-contained, we restate the integral equation over N -by-N unitary matrix uCOE and its complex
conjugate u∗COE drawn from the COE [84–87], which is given by

[uCOE]a1a2 . . . [uCOE]a2n−1a2n [u
∗
COE]b1b2 . . . [u

∗
COE]b2m−1b2m = δn,m

∑
σ∈S2n

WgCOE[σ;N ]

2n∏
i=1

δai,bσ(i)
, (SB.1)

where WgCOE[σ;N ] is the Weingarten function of the COE, taking arguments from σ ∈ S2n in the symmetry group
of 2n objects. Define σo ∈ Sn by σo(n) = ⌈σ(2n− 1)/2⌉, and similarly σe ∈ Sn by σe(n) = ⌈σ(2n)/2⌉, where ⌈·⌉ is
the ceiling function. The Weingarten function is found to depend only on the cycle structure, {c1, . . . , ck}, with ci
the length of the i-th cycle of σ−1

o σe. With an abuse of notation, we write WgCOE[σ;N ] = WgCOE[{c1, . . . , ck};N ].
The Weingarten function can be generated under a recursive relation [86, 87],

(N + c1)WgCOE[{c1, . . . , ck}]+
∑

p+q=c1

WgCOE[{p, q, c2, . . . , ck}]

+ 2

k∑
j=2

cjWgCOE[{c1 + cj , c2, . . . , cj−1, cj+1, . . . , ck}] = δc1,1WgCOE[{c2, . . . , ck}]

(SB.2)
where we set Wg[∅] ≡ 1, and we have left the argument N implicit above. As examples, we have WgCOE[{1}, N ] =
1/(N + 1), WgCOE[{1, 1}, N ] = (N + 2)/N(N + 1)(N + 3), and WgCOE[{2}, N ] = −1/N(N + 1)(N + 3).
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Appendix C: SFF of global TRS random matrix theory

Here we compute the SFF of the global TRS RMT, URMT
g-TRS, as defined in Appendix A3 and Fig. 3. To this

end, we will use the CUE formula for the second moment of a pair of N -by-N unitary matrix and its conjugate is
given by [uCUE]a1b1 [u

∗
CUE]a′

1b
′
1
[uCUE]a2b2 [u

∗
CUE]a′

2b
′
2
= (N2−1)−1

(
δa1a′

1
δb1b′1δa2a′

2
δb2b′2 + δa1a′

2
δb1b′2δa2a′

1
δb2b′1

)
−[N(N2−

1)]−1
(
δa1a′

1
δb1b′2δa2a′

2
δb2b′1 + δa1a′

2
δb1b′1δa2a′

1
δb2b′2

)
, where the prefactors follow from the the Weingarten functions for

the CUE. By performing a folding procedure as in Fig. S7, all identical unitaries drawn from the CUE and their
conjugates are stacked locally. By treating the delta functions in the equation above as Wick contractions, and using
these contractions as basis states, we can construct a transfer matrix T in the time direction in contrast to transfer
matrix in the spatial direction for the many body RPM models, and for in the dual Ginibre model. The computation
leads to

KRMT
g-TRS(t,N) = ⟨l|T1 (T2T1)⌈t⌉/2−1 |r⟩ , T1 =

1

N2 − 1

(
1 − 1

N
− 1

N 1

)
, T2 =

(
N2 N
N N2

)
, (SC.1)

where T1 accounts for the Weingarten functions, and T2 accounts for the contraction due to the SFF structure.
⟨l| = (1, 1)T and |r⟩ = (N,N). ⌈·⌉ is the ceiling function. Direct computation leads to

KRMT
g-TRS(t,N) = 2

N

N + 1

N→∞−→ 2 , (SC.2)

which is independent of t, and tends to 2 in large N as expected.

Appendix D: SFF diagrams

In this section, we provide the proofs of Lemma 1 which is restated below. In doing so, we discuss technical
details required to adapt the proof for three models, RPM, HRM and RMT, in four kinds of TRS symmetries. These
variations will also be useful for Appendix E.
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FIG. S5. Proof for leading local SFF diagrams for Floquet TRS models. (a, b) Diagrammatical representation of
SFF K(t) with loops of consecutive solid and dashed lines (green), and loops of consecutive double and dashed lines (orange).
The SFF diagrams are the (a) twisted diagram (SD.1) with m = 2t, and (b) ladder diagram (SD.2) with m = 1. (c) We can
construct leading SFF twisted diagrams by choosing σ(1) = m with even m. In order to form 1-loops (for reasons described
in the main text), we are forced to choose σ(2) = (m − 1) (mod 2t), as in (d), and σ(3) = (m − 2) (mod 2t), as in (e). For
HRM, the diagrammatical representation of the SFF on site i is given in (f), where the red (blue) nodes denote unitaries that
act on sites i− 1 and i (sites i and i+ 1). Due to cyclicity, the representation of SFF allows us to shift the half gates around
the trace, and the grey line denotes the boundary between the top and bottom half gates in Fig. 3 (e,f,g).

Lemma D.1. Leading local spectral form factor (SFF) diagrams for generic quantum many body quan-
tum chaotic systems with TRS and discrete time translational symmetry. Consider the SFF (11) for (i)
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Floquet TRS random phase model (RPM), (ii) Floquet TRS Haar-random model (HRM), and (iii) the random matrix
model (RMT) for Floquet TRS gMBQCs. For (i) and (ii) at each physical site in the order of the local Hilbert space
dimension q, and for (iii) in the order of matrix dimension N , the 2t leading SFF diagrams are of order O(1) and
are given by t twisted diagrams,

σ
(m)
twisted(i) = (m− i+ 1) (mod 2t) , (SD.1)

for m = 2, 4, . . . , 2t, and t ladder diagrams,

σ
(m)
ladder(i) = (m+ i− 1) (mod 2t) , (SD.2)

where m = 1, 3, . . . , 2t− 1, and we take the convention with 2t (mod 2t) = 2t. The conventions of permutation labels
are given in Fig. S5 (a) for models (i) and (iii), and Fig. S5 (f) for model (ii). For (ii), the leading SFF diagrams
have contractions on unitaries acting on sites i− 1 and i (in red), and contractions on unitaries acting on sites i and
i+ 1 (in blue) both taking identical permutation values given by (SD.1) or (SD.2).

Examples. For the twisted SFF diagrams of Floquet TRS RPM on each site at t = 3, see Fig. 10 (d), (c), and (b) for

σ
(m)
twisted with m = 2, 4, and 6 respectively. For the ladder SFF diagrams of the same model, Fig. 10 (e), (f), and (g)

for σ
(m)
ladder with m = 1, 3, and 5 respectively.

Proof. Consider the SFF K(t) of models (i), (ii) and (iii), which can be diagrammatically represented as Fig. S5 (a,b).
Note that for (ii), the half-gates discussed in the main text [e.g. Fig. 4 (c) top-most and bottom-most layers] can be
combined to a COE gate using the cyclic property of trace in the SFF [Fig. S5 (f)]. We use N to denote the dimension

of a single tensor network worldline, i.e. N = q for model (i) and (ii), and N = N for model (iii). We use Ñ to denote

the dimension of the COE gates in each model, i.e. Ñ = q, q2, N for models (i), (ii), and (iii) respectively. Under
Eq. (9) and the diagrammatical approach, there are two types of loops in the evaluation of K(t): Loops composed of
consecutive solid and dashed lines [Fig. S5 (a,b) green], and loops composed of consecutive double and dashed lines
[Fig. S5 (a,b) orange]. Loops of the first type arise from the evaluation of the delta functions in Eq. (9), and correspond
to a sum over the Hilbert space of a single degrees of freedom, giving rise to a factor of N per loop. Loops of the

second type in each diagram give rise to factors ofN , due to the Weingarten Wg[(c1, c2, . . . , ck); Ñ ] = O(Ñ k−2
∑k

i=1 ci).
Together, these facts imply that the leading SFF diagrams correspond to diagrams with the most number of loops.

Now we identify the order of a leading SFF diagram in N . For all models, there always exists the SFF diagram,

σ
(m=1)
ladder , on each site (for (iii), the RMT models, there is effectively only one site). This diagram is associated with

N t from t 1-loops of the first type, and with Wg[{1, 1, . . . , 1}; Ñ ] = O(Ñ−t) with t 1-loops of of the second type [see

e.g. Fig. 10 (e) for K(t = 3)]. Note that for (ii), this local diagram is assigned
√
Wg[{1, 1, . . . , 1}; Ñ ] = O(N−t) [24].

Together, the SFF diagram σ
(m=1)
ladder is of order O(1) under the normalization in (11). Thus, any diagrams of order

O(N−1) is subleading, and in fact, any diagrams with loops longer than length 1 are subleading diagrams in N . This
is because for a given diagram at time t, the total length of all loops are fixed, and therefore having higher number
of longer loops implies fewer number of loops.

For fixed odd m, consider the diagram labelled by the permutation σ
(m)
ladder in (SD.2). [24] has shown that this

diagram is the only leading diagrams for a given odd m.

For fixed even m, consider the permutation σ
(m)
twisted with σ

(m)
twisted(1) = m, as in Fig. S5 (c). In order to have 1-loop,

the condition of Wg[{1, 1, . . . , 1}, Ñ ] forces σ(2) = (m − 1) (mod 2t), such that a 1-loop of loop type 2 is formed
[Fig. S5 (d)]. Any other choices σ(2) ̸= (m− 1) (mod 2t) would lead to a loop with loop length larger than 1. Next,
σ(3) = (m− 2) (mod 2t) so that a new loop of type 1 with length 1 is formed [Fig. S5 (e)]. Again, any other choices
of σ(3) ̸= (m − 2) (mod 2t) leads to a loop with loop length larger than 1. This procedure can be iterated until
σ(2t) = (m− 2t+ 1) (mod 2t).
For TRS HRM, the diagrammatical representation of the SFF on site i is given in Fig. S5 (f), where the red (blue)

nodes denote unitaries that act on sites i − 1 and i (sites i and i + 1). Contractions are allowed among dots of the
same colour from the unitaries to their conjugation due to the bond constraint (see main text and [24]). In contrast
TRS RPM, we use two permutations σr, σb ∈ S2t to label the possible contractions. The joint permutation of these
two permutations lie within S4t. By repeating the same reasoning described in the last paragraphs onto this joint
permutation, one can identify (SD.1) and (SD.2) as the 2t leading diagrams that respect the bond constraint.
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FIG. S6. Proof for leading local SFF diagrams for global TRS models w/o local TRS. (a, b) Diagrammatical
representation of SFF K(t) of global TRS RPM w/o local TRS and its corresponding RMT for odd and even time t. (c) The
diagram can be folded [see Fig. S7] such that identically-drawn unitary matrices are placed together locally. The red dot can be
contracted to either the blue or the green dot. The former choice imposes on all other contractions, giving the leading diagram
in (d), and the latter giving (e). For HRM, the diagrammatical representation of the SFF on site i is given in (f) and (g) for
odd and even time t, where the red (blue) nodes denote unitaries that act on sites i− 1 and i (sites i and i+ 1). For (a,b,f,g),
the grey lines denote the time reversal axis.
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FIG. S7. Global TRS and folding. The folding procedure and quantum-classical mapping. (a) Illustration of U(t, L) and
U†(t, L) in light and dark grey respectively. The TRS inversion axis is illustrated in red. (b) Folding can be performed such
that, for global TRS models, the identically-sampled unitary gates are placed as stacks of unitaries in proximity to each other.
(c) A quantum-classical mapping can be performed such that the large-q limit of SFF is mapped to the partition function of a
classical ferromagnetic Ising model. This folding procedure naturally arises in global TRS circuits and is also used in [75].

Corollary D.1.1. Leading local SFF diagrams for generic quantum many body quantum chaotic systems
with global TRS and local TRS. Consider the SFF (11) for (i) global TRS RPM w/ local TRS, (ii) global TRS
HRM w/ local TRS. At each physical site in the order of local Hilbert space dimension q, the 2 leading SFF diagrams

are of order O(1) and are given by the twisted diagram σ
(m=2t)
twisted (i) and the ladder diagram σ

(m=1)
ladder (i) defined in (SD.1)

and (SD.2) in D.1.

Note again that we use the permutation convention as in Fig. S5 (a), and the convention 2t (mod 2t) = 2t. The SFF
for RMT for global TRS gMBQCs can be evaluated exactly in Appendix C.

Corollary D.1.2. Leading local SFF diagrams for generic quantum many body quantum chaotic systems
with global TRS without local TRS. Consider the SFF (11) for (i) global TRS RPM w/o local TRS, (ii) global
TRS HRM w/o local TRS, and (iii) the RMT for global TRS gMBQCs (w/ or w/o local TRS). For (i) and (ii) at
each physical site in the order of the local Hilbert space dimension q, and for (iii) in the order of matrix dimension N ,
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the 2 leading SFF diagrams are of order O(1) and are given by the twisted diagram σ
(m=tmax)
twisted (i) = tmax − i+ 1, and

the ladder diagram σladder(i) = i. For (i) and (iii), tmax = t+δ0,(t+1) (mod 2). For (ii) and odd t, we have tmax = t+1
for both contractions of the red gates, σr, and of the blue gates, σb. For (ii) and even t, we have tmax = t+ 2 for σr
and tmax = t+ 1 for σb.

Corollary D.1.3. Leading local SFF diagrams for generic quantum many body quantum chaotic systems
with local TRS. Consider the SFF (11) for (i) local TRS RPM, (ii) local TRS HRM, and (iii) the RMT for local
TRS gMBQCs. For each (effective) physical site, in the order of local Hilbert space size q for (i) and (ii), and in the
order of matrix dimension N for (iii), the leading SFF diagrams is of order O(1) and is given by the ladder diagram

σ
(m=1)
ladder (i) defined by (SD.2) in D.1.

Proof. For D.1.1 and D.1.2, the proofs follow directly from the proof of D.1, except that due to the lack of translational
invariance in time, only the 2 leading SFF diagrams, one twisted diagram and one ladder diagram, are allowed. It is
instructive to illustrate the proof by folding the diagram across the time reversal axis, grey lines in Fig. S6 (a,b,f,g),
such that identically-drawn unitary matrices are placed together locally [Fig. S7]. The first contraction can be assigned
between red and blue, or red and green dots in Fig. S6 (c), which imposes on all the other contractions, giving rise
to the leading order SFF ladder diagram in (d), and the SFF twisted diagram in (e). The above argument applies to
the RPM and RMT in Fig. S6 (a-e), and also the HRM in Fig. S6 (f,g). For D.1.3, the additional lack of global TRS
implies that only a single leading SFF diagram, a ladder diagram, specified in is allowed.

Appendix E: 2PAF and 2PAF fluctuation diagrams

In this section, we provide the proofs of Lemma 3 and Lemma 4, which we restate below.

Lemma E.1. Leading local two-point autocorrelation function (2PAF) for generic quantum many body
quantum chaotic systems with or without TRS. Consider the 2PAF (61) with local diagram labeled as in Fig. 17
(a). For (i) random phase model (RPM), (ii) Haar-random model (HRM), and (iii) the random matrix model (RMT)
with Floquet TRS / with global TRS / without symmetries. For (i) and (ii) at each physical site in the order of the
local Hilbert space dimension q, and for (iii) in the order of matrix dimension N , the leading local 2PAF diagram is
of order O(1) given by the ladder contraction in S2t [Fig. 17 (b)]

σ
(m=1)
ladder (i) = i , TRS / No symmetries, (SE.1)

for sites without local operator support with or without TRS. For sites with non-trivial operator support, the leading
local 2PAF diagram in the presence of TRS is of order O(q−1) or O(N−1), and is given by the twisted contractions
in S2t [Fig. 17 (d)]

σ
(m=2t)
twisted (i) = 2t− i+ 1 , TRS. (SE.2)

For sites with non-trivial operator support, for RPM, HRM, and RMT in the absence of TRS, the leading local 2PAF
diagram are of order O(q−2) or O(N−2), and are given by ladder contractions in S2t [Fig. 17 (h,i)]

σ
(m)
ladder(i) = (m+ i− 1) (mod 2t) , No sym., (SE.3)

for m = 3, 5, . . . , 2t− 1.

Lemma E.2. Leading local two-point autocorrelation function (2PAF) fluctuations diagrams for generic
quantum many body quantum chaotic systems with or without TRS. Consider the 2PAF fluctuations with
local diagram labeled as in Fig. 18 (a). For (i) random phase model (RPM), (ii) Haar-random model (HRM), and
(iii) the random matrix model (RMT) with Floquet TRS / with global TRS / without symmetries. For (i) and (ii) at
each physical site in the order of the local Hilbert space dimension q, and for (iii) in the order of matrix dimension
N , the leading local 2PAF fluctuations diagram is of order O(1) given by the ladder contraction in S4t [Fig. 18 (b)]

σ
(m=1)
ladder (i) = i , TRS / No symmetries, (SE.4)

for sites without local operator support with or without TRS. In the presence of Floquet TRS or global TRS, for sites
with non-trivial operator support, the leading local 2PAF fluctuations diagrams are of order O(q−2) or O(N−2), and
are given by contractions in S4t [Fig. 18 (d,e,f) respectively]

σ(14|23)(i) = (4t+ 1− i) (mod 4t) ,

σ(12|34)(i) = (2t+ 1− i) (mod 4t) , TRS. (SE.5)

σ(13|24)(i) = (2t+ i) (mod 4t) ,
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In the absence of TRS, for sites with non-trivial operator support, the leading local 2PAF fluctuations diagram is of
order O(q−2) or O(N−2), and is given by contractions in S4t [Fig. 18 (f)]

σ(13|24)(i) = (2t+ i) (mod 4t) , No sym. (SE.6)

Note that the parametrization of the 2PAF diagram [Fig. 17 (a)] and 2PAF fluctuations diagram [Fig. 18 (a)] need
to be varied depending on model and the specific TRS symmetries, as in the case in Appendix D.

Proof. For brevity, we will provide the proof in the setting of (i) Floquet TRS RPM and (iii) RMT for Floquet TRS
gMBQCs, and the proof can be extended to other symmetries like global TRS, and also to HRM as in D. We will
first prove the leading diagrams for 2PAF fluctuation and then the leading diagram for 2PAF.

Consider the 2PAF fluctuation C2
µµ(t) of operator Oµ, which can be diagrammatically represented as Fig. 18 (a),

where the indices of the matrix elements of local unitary gates in the circuit U are labelled from 1 to 4t, and similarly
for the complex conjugation of local unitary gates. We use N to denote the dimension of a single tensor network
worldline, i.e. N = q for model (i) and (ii), and N = N for model (iii). We use Ñ to denote the dimension of

the COE gates in each model, i.e. Ñ = q, q2, N for models (i), (ii), and (iii) respectively. Under Eq. (9) and the
diagrammatical approach, there are two types of loops in the evaluation of 2PAF: Loops composed of consecutive
solid and dashed lines, and loops composed of consecutive double and dashed lines. Loops of the first type arise from
the evaluation of the delta functions in Eq. (9), and correspond to a sum over the Hilbert space of a single degrees
of freedom, giving rise to a factor of N per loop. Loops of the second type in each diagram give rise to factors of

N , due to the Weingarten Wg[(c1, c2, . . . , ck); Ñ ] = O(Ñ k−2
∑k

i=1 ci). Together, these facts imply that the leading
diagrams correspond to diagrams with the most number of loops. Since the total lengths of all loop is fixed for a given
diagrammatical representation of an observable, we hope to search for diagrams with the highest possible number of
short loops are of high order in N .

Start from choosing σ(1). To form short loop, we choose σ(1) = 1, but this diagram must vanish due to traceless
properties of operator Oµ. To form the shortest loop while fulfilling Tr[O2

µ] = O(N ) (forming diagrams with higher
power than 2 leads to longer loops and lower order in N ), σ(1) must take the value 2t, 2t + 1, or 4t. These are the

only three possibilities since there are only four operators in C2
µµ(t). Suppose σ(1) = 2t. In order to form a short

loop, choose σ(2) = 2t − 1. Iterate this procedure until we have σ(j) = 2t + 1 − j for j = 1, 2, . . . , 2t. Next, choose
σ(2t+1) = 4t so that we satisfy Tr[O2

µ] = O(N ) for the remaining two operators (operators 3 and 4). Repeat the short
loop argument and we arrive σ(12|34) in Eq. (SE.5). σ(12|34) must be one of the leading 2PAF fluctuation diagrams,

since the loops involving Oµ-s are the shortest possible loops satisfying Tr[O2
µ] = N , and the loops not involving Oµ-s

are also the shortest possible loops.
Repeat the argument by choosing σ(1) = 2t + 1 and we arrive σ(13|24). Repeat the argument for σ(1) = 4t and

we arrive σ(14|23). These are the only three leading diagrams because σ(1) = 2t, 2t+ 1, 4t are the only three possible
ways to form shortest loops involving Oµ-s while satisfying traceless operator condition. This concludes the proof for
the leading local 2PAF fluctuation diagrams.

The 2PAF Cµµ(t) of operator Oµ is diagrammatically represented as Fig. 17 (a), where the indices of the matrix
elements of local unitary gates in the circuit U are labelled from 1 to 2t, and similarly for the complex conjugation
of local unitary gates. Apply the same arguments used for 2PAF fluctuation, the leading 2PAF diagram must have

σ(1) = 2t (since the values 2t+ 1 and 4t are not available), which leads to σ
(m=2t)
twisted in Eq. (SE.2).

Lastly, for the case without TRS symmetries, the proof for the leading diagram for 2PAF fluctuations Eq. (SE.6)
follow immediately from Eq. (SE.5) since the σ(13|24) consists of ladder contractions, and σ(14|23) and σ(12|34) consists
of twisted contractions. The result for leading diagram for 2PAF Eq. (SE.3) is stated in [54], and the proof can be
constructed by extending the tools provided above.

Appendix F: Additional data and numerical methods

In this section, we provide additional numerics and describe our numerical methods to obtain the data. Generally,
we gather data for 1D HRM with q = 2 and L = 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, and for 1D RPM for q = 3 and L = 4, 5, 6, 7, 8. The
number of realizations is of order 105. In Fig. S8, we obtain SFF and the scaling collapse of SFF for global TRS
RPM and HRM with local TRS (in addition to the scaling collapse of global TRS models without local TRS), which
again shows excellent agreement between infinite-q Ising scaling function and finite-q data. In Fig. S9, we provide
numerical data for Floquet SFF RPM (in addition to Floquet SFF HRM in the main text), which shows that SFF
exhibits an initial bump which increases in system size. The bump disappears at the Thouless time which increases
in system size.
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FIG. S8. SFF numerics and scaling collapse for global TRS with local TRS models. K(t) versus t (left) and
κg−TRS(x) = Kg−TRS(t, L) versus L/LTh(t) (right) for the 1D global TRS HRM with local TRS (red) for q = 2 and L =
4, 6, 8, 10, 12 in increasingly dark shades, and for the 1D global TRS RPM with local TRS (blue) for q = 3 and L = 4, 5, 6, 7, 8
in increasingly dark shades. Both models have pbc. For both models, the SFF converge to the RMT behaviour after the Thouless
times, which increase in system size, and the scaling collapse shows excellent agreement with the Ising scaling function.

Now we describe how we obtain LTh(t) and the scaling collapse in Fig. 12 and 13, following the approach in [53].
For concreteness, we will use the global TRS case as an example, and the methodology is also applied to the Floquet
TRS case. For fixed t, we compute the SFF by contracting a tensor network with increaseing system size L in the
space direction, allowing us to access small t but large L data. We then plot the SFF against system size in Fig. S10.
For each SFF data set at fixed t, and we find a length L̃(t) such that the finite-q SFF scaling function coincides

with the infinite-q scaling function K(t, L̃) = κRPM
g-TRS(x0) at a choice of x0, which we choose to be x0 = 3. Since

x0 = L̃(t)/LTh(t) by construction, we obtain the corresponding Thouless length LTh(t) = L̃(t)/x0, which are plotted
in S11. Lastly, we rescale the horizontal axis of Fig. S10 to be x = L/LTh(t), so the finite-q numerics and the infinite-q
scaling function can be compared directly as in 12 and 13.
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FIG. S9. Floquet SFF numerics for RPM. SFF K(t) versus t for the 1D Floquet TRS RPM for L = 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 in
increasingly dark shades. SFF exhibits an initial bump which increases in system size. The bump disappears as the SFF
approaches the RMT behaviour at the Thouless times which increases in system size.

FIG. S10. Methodology for identification of LTh(t). K(t, L) versus L for global TRS HRM without local TRS and with
pbc for different t = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 using space direction simulations. The dashed line is κ(x0 = 3), and for reference, the scaling

function κ(x) is plotted in yellow with LTh taken to be one. The intersections L̃(t) are used to compute the Thouless length

LTh(t) = L̃(t)/x0.
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FIG. S11. Thouless length LTh(t) versus time t for 1D RPM (red) and HRM (blue) in the cases of global TRS without local
TRS (left), global TRS with local TRS (middle), and Floquet TRS (right). The data is obtained by simulating the quantum
circuit in the spatial direction.
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