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Scrambling in many-body quantum systems causes initially local observables to spread uniformly
over the whole available Hilbert space under unitary dynamics, which in lattice systems causes
exponential suppression of dynamical correlation functions with system size. Here, we present a
perturbed free quantum circuit model, in which ergodicity is induced by an impurity interaction
placed on the system’s boundary, that allows for demonstrating the underlying mechanism. This is
achieved by mapping dynamical correlation functions of local operators acting at the boundary to a
partition function with complex weights defined on a two dimensional lattice with a helical topology.
We evaluate this partition function in terms of transfer matrices, which allow for numerically treating
system sizes far beyond what is accessible by exact diagonalization and whose spectral properties
determine the asymptotic scaling of correlations. Combining analytical arguments with numerical
results we show that for impurities which remain unitary under partial transpose correlations are
exponentially suppressed with system size in a particular scaling limit. In contrast for generic
impurities or generic locations of the local operators correlations show persistent revivals with a
period given by the system size.

Spatiotemporal correlation functions provide the key
diagnostic tool for studying spatially extended complex
quantum many-body systems, both theoretically [1, 2]
and experimentally [3–5], and most recently also in quan-
tum simulations [6]. They give rise to a notion of ergod-
icity in quantum systems [7, 8] and allow for quantifying
scrambling of local quantum information [9–12]. More-
over, two-point correlation functions determine transport
coefficient of conserved currents [13] as well as the relax-
ation dynamics of local operators and their approach to
thermal equilibrium [14]. More precisely, the relaxation
dynamics of auto-correlation functions encodes statisti-
cal properties of the operators’ matrix elements in the
energy eigenbasis and hence yields a convenient tool to
study the validity of the famous eigenstate thermalization
hypothesis (ETH) [14–16]. The latter conjectures univer-
sal statistics of these matrix elements. In order for ETH
to hold true correlation functions of large finite systems
are required to relax to a value which is exponentially
suppressed with the system size.

The computation of spatiotemporal correlation func-
tions is a challenging task in general due to entangling
dynamics of generic interacting many-body quantum sys-
tems, which limits the applicability of numerical meth-
ods to relatively small systems. In contrast, recent
progress in identifying exactly solvable chaotic many-
body systems provided numerous examples where cor-
relation functions can be computed exactly for all times
in the thermodynamic limit or for extensive finite times
in finite systems. Most notably in quantum circuit mod-
els [7, 8, 17–21] which exhibit a duality between space and
time, so-called dual unitarity [7, 22], correlation functions
are determined by single-site quantum channels as the
rest of the system plays the role of a perfect markovian
bath. These systems can be robust upon small perturba-
tions which break space-time duality [20] and hence give
rise to an ideal testbed for studying properties of ergodic
many-body systems.

Here we present a setup which can be thought of as
a toy model for a non-interacting (aka free) system in
which chaos and ergodicity, i.e. decay of correlations with
time, are induced by a local impurity. Chaos and ergod-
icity have been observed in interacting integrable systems
upon an integrability breaking local impurity [23–29] but
it is less clear, whether this is also the case if the unper-
turbed system is non-interacting. Conceptually, studying
perturbed free systems might allow for exactly integrat-
ing out the trivial free dynamics in analogy to the concept
of Poincaré sections used in classical billiard’s dynam-
ics [30] and the associated quantized Poincaré transfer
operator [31, 32], which reduces the effective dimension
of phase space via often trivial integration between sub-
sequent sections (boundary collisions in billiards). In the
context of many-body systems the integrated free dynam-
ics is in close analogy with the influence matrix approach
[33] as it describes the influence of the trivial bulk dy-
namics on the nontrivial part of the systems exactly even
for finite systems.

In this paper we apply this strategy to generally
chaotic Floquet quantum circuits in which two-point cor-
relation functions between local operators can be com-
puted without approximations for times up to a fixed
number of multiples of system size for arbitrarily large
systems. We can thus target a niche regime between
the realm of exact diagonalization in finite systems and
exact results in the thermodynamic limit. Specifically,
we consider a free quantum circuit composed as a brick-
work of swap gates in which ergodicity and scrambling
is induced by perturbing the circuit with an impurity in-
teraction placed on the system’s boundary. We map the
correlation functions of local operators at the boundary
subject to the Floquet dynamics at time t induced by
the circuit of size L to a partition function defined on
a quasi-one-dimensional ∼ t/L× L lattice with a helical
topology. The latter is evaluated in terms of transfer ma-
trices which for the considered time regime are of much
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smaller dimensionality than the actual Floquet opera-
tor. We derive the asymptotic behavior of correlations
for large L and fixed t/L from the leading parts of the
transfer matrices’ spectra and find exponential suppres-
sion of correlations in L for impurity interactions that
remain unitary under partial transposition. Supported
by the numerical computation of the leading eigenvalues
for increasing t/L we conjecture correlations to be expo-
nentially suppressed for all times t > L in this case. In
contrast, for generic impurities or generic locations of the
local operators we find persistent revivals of correlations
with period L, i.e. around integer t/L.

I. BOUNDARY CHAOS

The models we consider are built as free brickwork
quantum circuits composed of swap gates on a lattice
of size L + 1 with open boundary conditions. To each
lattice site x ∈ {0, 1, . . . , L} we assign a local Hilbert
space Cq of dimension q giving rise to a total Hilbert
space

⊗
x C

q ∼= CN , where N = qL+1. We argue that
ergodicity and scrambling may be induced by replacing
the swap gate acting on the first two lattice sites by an
impurity interaction, i.e., a generic unitary U ∈ U(q2).
We refer to this setup as boundary chaos. Formally, we
define the Floquet operator corresponding to this circuit
layout as U = U2U1 ∈ End

(
CN
)

with

U1 =

bL/2c∏
i=1

P2i−1,2i , U2 = U0,1

b(L−1)/2c∏
i=1

P2i,2i+1 , (1)

where Pi,j (Ui,j) denotes unitary gate acting nontrivially
as the swap P (interaction U) on sites i,j, and trivially
otherwise. The resulting circuit is found to exhibit quan-
tum chaos in the spectral sense as its spectral statistics
match random matrix theory for typical U , see App. B.
Here, however, we are interested in ergodicity and mixing
in the sense of the decay of dynamical correlations

Cab(t) =
1

N
tr
(
U−ta0U tb0

)
(2)

between local operators a0 and b0 acting as traceless Her-
mitian operators a and b ∈ End(Cq) on lattice site 0, re-
spectively, and trivially otherwise. We treat local opera-
tors acting nontrivial on arbitrary lattice sites in Sec. V.
Note, that the normalized trace corresponds to taking
averages with respect to the invariant infinite tempera-
ture state, which constitutes the natural, and in generic
case of ergodicity, unique equilibrium state in Floquet
systems.

We cast the Heisenberg time evolution of operators
into a quantum circuit formulation with enlarged local
Hilbert spaces allowing for a diagrammatic representa-
tion: The so called folded picture [34, 35] which we in-
troduce in the following. To this end we employ the
unitary (w.r.t. the Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product on

End(Cq)) operator-to-state mapping by bilinear exten-

sion of End(Cq) 3 |m〉〈n| 7→ |m〉⊗|n〉 ∈ Cq ⊗ Cq ∼= Cq
2

.
Here {|n〉 |n = 1, . . . , q} is the canonical basis of Cq. We
write |a〉 for the image of an operator a and, specifi-
cally, |◦〉 for the image of q−1/21q. Via tensor multipli-
cation the vectorization mapping extends to an isomor-

phism End((Cq)⊗(L+1)) ∼= (Cq
2

)⊗(L+1) while the Heisen-
berg time evolution is cast into a quantum circuit for-
mulation. This yields a Floquet operator W = W1W2

acting on the lattice (of size L+ 1) of q2-dits, with

W2 = W0,1

∏
i

S2i,2i+1 , W1 =
∏
i

S2i−1,2i , (3)

where the folded local gates are defined as S = P ⊗ P
and W = U† ⊗ UT.

We obtain a diagrammatic representation [36] for cor-
relation functions (2) by introducing the graphical no-

tation S = and W = , for the local gates of the
circuit as well as |a〉 = a and |◦〉 = , for vectorized op-
erators. Then the circuit formulation of Heisenberg time
evolution is used to recast Eq. (2) as a particular tensor
network with nontrivial boundary

Cab(t) = 〈b0|Wt |a0〉 =

a

b

t

L+ 1

. (4)

II. MAPPING TO HELICAL CIRCUIT

In order to evaluate Eq. (4) we map the (L + 1) × t
tensor network representing the correlation function to
a partition function on a (τ + 1) × L lattice with the
topology of a helix. The non-negative integer τ is de-
fined by writing time as t = Lτ + δ with remainder
δ ∈ {0, 1, . . . L − 1}. The partition function can then be

expressed by transfer matrices Tτ ∈ End((Cq
2

)⊗τ ) given
as matrix product operators whereas the helix topology
as well as the initial and final operators are encoded by

a shift operator Cab,τ ∈ End((Cq
2

)⊗τ ) with fixed bound-
ary conditions a and b, respectively. Both Tτ and Cab,τ
are most conveniently defined using their diagrammatic
representation (here for τ = 4) as

Tτ = , where = = V, (5)

Cab,τ =
a b

τ

. (6)
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Using this definitions we obtain for the dynamical corre-
lation function (2):

Cab(t) = tr
([
T L−δτ ⊗ 1q2

]
T δτ+1Cab,τ+1

)
(7)

=

a b

δ
L

τ + 1

, (8)

which can be verified by tracing the wires corresponding
to the swap gates in the diagrammatic representation (4);
see App. C for a formal derivation. Intuitively, the two
different tensor network representations (4) and (8) are
related as follows: The nontrivial local operator a in the
bottom left corner of the network (4) might be scattered
into the bulk (swap) part of the network by the impu-
rity at t = 1. Subsequently it travels freely forth and
back through the system in time t = L until the corre-
sponding wire runs into an impurity interaction at the
boundary again. In the helical network (8) this pro-
cess corresponds to the operator travelling from left to
right. Consequently, the transfer matrices Tτ describe
the process of local operators freely traveling forth and
back through the bulk of the network (4) τ times along
the wires corresponding to the swap gates and being scat-
tered back, whenever these wires hit the impurity at the
boundary. Additionally, instead of being scattered into
the bulk, the local operator a might just travel along
the boundary in the network (4). This corresponds to
the operator travelling from bottom to top in the helical
network.

From the computational complexity point of view,
we replaced direct computation of correlation functions,
which is linear in t and exponential in L, by transfer ma-
trix contraction of the tensor network (8), which is linear
in L and exponential in τ ≈ t/L. Hence Eqs. (7) and (8)
allow to efficiently determine the initial dynamics of cor-
relation functions up to times t = τL for not too large
fixed τ for system sizes L much larger than what is acces-
sible by direct methods. Figure 2 depicts a representative
example for L = 200.

Moreover, the above Eqs. (7) and (8) suggest that the
asymptotic scaling of Cab(τL + δ) for both L − δ and δ
being large is dominated by the leading eigenvalues of Tτ
and Tτ+1. Hence we describe the spectral properties of
the transfer matrices Tτ in the following. Tτ is a vec-
torization of a quantum channel, a non-expanding map,
with spectrum spec(Tτ ) contained in the complex unit
disk [20]. Its eigenvalues are either real or come in com-
plex conjugate pairs, and Tτ is in general not diagonal-
izable, but exhibits nontrivial Jordan blocks. Unitarity
of interaction U implying unitality of the folded gate V ,
i.e.,

= and = (9)

guarantees that there is always the trivial (left and right)

eigenvector |◦〉⊗τ with trivial eigenvalue 1 ∈ spec(Tτ ).
Moreover, unitality of V implies that the spectra of trans-
fer matrices grow with τ , i.e., spec (Tτ ) ⊆ spec (Tτ+1).

III. T-DUAL IMPURITIES

In order to be able to analyze the nontrivial eigenvec-
tors as well we first assume folded gates V to be dual-
unitary [7]. More precisely, upon exchanging the role of
space and time the folded gate V remains unitary (uni-
tal), which might be expressed as

= and = . (10)

Note, that dual unitarity of V is equivalent to the impu-
rity interaction U being T-dual [8], i.e., the partial trans-
pose with respect to the first (or equivalently the second)
site of U being unitary. Such gates can be parameterized
as [7]

U = (u+ ⊗ u−) exp
(
iJσq2−1 ⊗ σq2−1

)
(v+ ⊗ v−) . (11)

with σi the generalized Gell-Mann matrices, J ∈ [0, π/4]
and u±, v± ∈ U(q). This parameterization is exhaustive
for q = 2 only.

For T-dual impurities and hence dual-unitary gates V
we observe that Tτ is generically diagonalizable. More-
over, the structure of nontrivial eigenvectors of Tτ can
be described in some detail. For the right (left) eigen-
vector |rλ〉 (〈lλ|) with eigenvalue λ, 〈lλ| Tτ = λ 〈lλ|,
Tτ |rλ〉 = λ |rλ〉, also the vector

|rλ, s〉 = |◦〉⊗s ⊗ |rλ〉 ⊗ |◦〉⊗ρ−τ−s (12)

(and analogous expression for 〈lλ, s|), with s ∈ {0, . . . , ρ−
τ} is a right (left) eigenvector of Tρ for ρ > τ correspond-
ing to the same eigenvalue. Consequently, spec(Tτ ) ⊆
spec(Tτ+1). For each eigenvalue λ there is thus τλ such
that λ ∈ spec(Tτλ) but λ /∈ spec(Tτλ−1). The corre-
sponding eigenvector (eigenoperator) has full support on
the lattice on which Tτλ acts. We use the notation |rλ〉
(〈lλ|) exclusively for the right (left) eigenvector of Tτλ
and write |rλ, s〉 (〈lλ, s|) for the right (left) eigenvectors
of Tτ for τ > τλ. We call such eigenvalues with τλ = τ
relevant at τ and denote the leading (largest) relevant
eigenvalue by λ1. Furthermore, we denote the leading
nontrivial eigenvalue of Tτ by λ0 giving |λ1| ≤ |λ0| ≤ 1,
where 1 is the trivial eigenvalue. Assuming no accidental
degeneracies the eigenvalue λ is (τ − τλ + 1)-fold degen-
erate. The projection Pλ,τ for given τ onto the corre-
sponding eigenspace can be constructed as follows: For
each ρ ≤ τ we can choose the left and right eigenvectors
corresponding to fixed τλ = ρ to be biorthogonal, i.e.
〈lλ|rλ′〉 = δλ,λ′ . This guarantees that the vectors 〈lλ, s|,
|rλ′ , s〉 are biorthogonal, i.e., 〈lλ, s|rλ′ , s′〉 = δs,s′δλ,λ′ .
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The projections onto the corresponding eigenspaces are
given by

Pλ,τ =

τ−τλ∑
s=0

|rλ, s〉〈lλ, s| (13)

for nontrivial eigenvalues and P1,τ = |◦〉〈◦|⊗τ . They form
– using the numerically observed fact that Tτ is diago-
nalizable – a resolution of identity

∑
λ Pλ,τ = 1q2τ .

Writing Tτ =
∑
λ λPλ,τ and inserting into Eq. (7) we

obtain for t = Lτ + δ

Cab(t) =
∑
λ,σ

λL−δσδ(〈lλ|⊗〈b|) |rσ〉〈lσ| (|a〉⊗|rλ〉) , (14)

where the sums run over all nontrivial eigenvalues λ ∈
spec(Tτ ) and σ ∈ spec(Tτ+1) for which τλ = τ and
τσ = τ + 1. The latter restriction is due to the prop-
erty that tr

([
Pλ,τ ⊗ 1q2

]
Pσ,τ+1Cab,τ+1

)
= 0 if τλ < τ or

τσ < τ + 1, essentially following from tr(a) = tr(b) = 0;
see App. E for details. This justifies the notion of rele-
vant eigenvalues, as only the eigenvalues relevant at τ and
τ + 1 contribute to the correlation functions (8). Their
asymptotic scaling is hence determined by the leading
relevant eigenvalues of Tτ and Tτ+1, respectively. As-
suming unique leading relevant eigenvalues λ1 and σ1,
the correlations scale as

Cab(t) ∼ λL−δ1 σδ1(〈lλ1 |⊗〈b|) |rσ1〉〈lσ1 | (|a〉⊗|rλ1〉) (15)

if both L − δ and δ are large. Here the factors involv-
ing the scalar products of eigenvectors as well as initial
and final operators depend on τ only but not on L and
δ. Hence for fixed τ ≥ 1 and arbitrary δ correlations are

bounded by |Cab(t)| ≤ const× (max{|λ1|, |σ1|})L, imply-
ing exponential suppression of correlations in large but
finite systems for t > L, provided there is a spectral
gap, i.e. |λ1| < 1, |σ1| < 1. By numerically computing
both the leading nontrivial eigenvalue λ0 and the leading
relevant eigenvalue λ1 for the respective largest accessi-
ble system sizes, we confirm that, with probability one,
the leading (relevant) eigenvalues have modulus smaller
than one. For this we choose more than 1000 realizations
with fixed J = 1/2 and Haar random u±, v± ∈ U(q), see
Eq. (11). The corresponding probability densities p(|λ|)
are depicted in Fig. 1(a,b). For q ∈ {3, 4} the probability
density p(|λ|) approaches zero for |λ| → 1 for both the
leading nontrivial and leading relevant eigenvalue. Al-
though this is not the case for qubits, q = 2, we found
no instance for which |λ1| = 1. This difference between
qubits, q = 2, and q ≥ 3 might be related due the fact
that T-dual impurity interactions cannot be maximally
entangling as their entangling power is strictly smaller
than the maximal possible value [8, 37]. In contrast, for
larger q the impurity interaction may exhibit the maxi-
mal possible entangling power. Further note that p(|λ|)
depends only weakly on τ , i.e. the distributions depicted
in Fig. 1 do not change significantly with τ . We there-
fore conclude that the exponential suppression of corre-

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0

16

32

|λ0|

p(|λ|)
(c)

q = 2

q = 3

q = 4

0.50 0.75 1.00

0

6

12

p(|λ|)

|λ0|

(a)

0.50 0.75 1.00|λ1|

(b)

FIG. 1. Distribution p(|λ|) of (a) the largest nontrivial eigen-
value λ0 and (b) the largest relevant eigenvalue λ1 for T-dual
impurity interactions for q = 2, 3, 4 (with corresponding τ
given by (a) τ = 10, 6, 4 and (b) τ = 6, 4, 3). Panel (c) de-
picts the distribution p(|λ|) of the largest nontrivial eigenvalue
λ0 for generic impurity interactions for q = 2, 3, 4 (with cor-
responding τ given by τ = 10, 6, 4). Dotted lines correspond
to |λ0| = 1/q. All histograms are created from > 1000 real-
izations with Haar random U in the generic case, and U with
Haar random local unitaries u±, v± and fixed J = 1/2 in the
T-dual case; see Eq. (11).

lation functions with system size is a generic feature of
the boundary-chaos model in case of T-dual impurities.

This is also depicted in Fig. 2(a), where correlations
for a representative example system are shown for
system sizes between L = 10 and L = 200 clearly
demonstrating the exponential dependence of correla-
tions on L. In particular for L = 200 we find good
qualitative agreement with the asymptotic result (15).
Here the computationally maximal accessible system size
is restricted by machine precision due to the exponential
suppression. In particular for sufficiently small leading
relevant eigenvalues correlations for much larger system
sizes than L = 200 can be obtained. Time intervals
in which correlations decay with t correspond to τ for
which |λ1| > |σ1| while growing correlations correspond
to |σ1| > |λ1|. Corrections to the asymptotic scaling
are dominated by the next to leading relevant eigen-
values λ2 and σ2 of Tτ and Tτ+1 and are of the order

(λ2/λ1)
L−δ

(σ2/σ1)
δ
. Note that the gap between the

leading and subleading eigenvalue will in general shrink
as τ grows. In any case deviations to the asymptotic
scaling are most prominent when t ≈ τL, i.e., when
either δ or L− δ are small as it is also seen in Fig. 2(a).

In order to establish exponential suppression of corre-
lations with system size for all τ one needs to show that
there is a spectral gap ∆1 = lim supτ→∞ (1− |λ1(τ)|) >
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0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

10−27

10−13

101

(b)

t/L

|Caa(t)|

10−31

10−15

101

(a)

|Caa(t)|

FIG. 2. Autocorrelation functions Caa(t) for (a) T-dual and
(b) generic impurities for qubits, q = 2, and a = σz via
Eq. (7). Lines correspond to system sizes (top to bottom)
L = 10 (blue), L = 50 (red), L = 100 (orange), L = 150
(green), and L = 200 (magenta). Blue circles denote correla-
tion functions obtained from exact diagonalization at L = 10.
Dashed lines depict the asymptotic scaling from (a) Eq. (15)
and (b) ∼ σδ0 with fitted prefactor.

0, where λ1(τ) denotes the leading relevant eigenvalue
at τ . We are able to address this question only nu-
merically by considering instead the leading nontrivial
eigenvalue λ0(τ) of Tτ and the corresponding spectral gap
∆0 = limτ→∞ (1− |λ0(τ)|), as λ0(τ) can be computed ef-
ficiently using Arnoldi iteration and the matrix-product
structure of Tτ . Note that |λ0(τ)| grows monotonically
with τ . For T-dual impurities drawn from the ensemble
defined above, i.e., fixed J = 1/2 and Haar random local
unitaries, we find the probability p(|λ0(τ + 1)| > |λ0(τ)|)
for the leading eigenvalue to grow from τ to τ + 1 to
quickly decrease with τ . This is illustrated in Fig. 3,
where we depict p(|λ0(τ+1)| > |λ0(τ)|) as a function of τ .
Thus the leading eigenvalue will generically be constant
from a fixed τ on. Combining this with the properties
of the probability distribution for the leading eigenvalues
we conclude that for generic choices of T-dual impuri-
ties there exists a finite spectral gap ∆0 > 0 and hence
∆1 > 0 implying exponential suppression of correlation
functions (2) with system size for any τ = bt/Lc ≥ 1.
However, due to the overlaps between eigenstates and
initial and final operators in Eq. (14) this might not be
uniform in τ .

10−4

10−3

10−2

10−1

100

τ

p

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

T-dual impuirities:

generic impurities:

q = 2
q = 3
q = 4

q = 2
q = 3
q = 4

FIG. 3. Probability p(|λ0(τ + 1)| > |λ0(τ)|), i.e., for the
largest nontrivial eigenvalue to grow when advancing from τ
to τ + 1 for various q and for both the T-dual and the generic
case. Here we use more than 2000 realizations and 500 for
the largest accessible values of τ , respectively from the same
ensembles as used for Fig. 1. The maximum system size is
given by τ + 1 = 11, τ + 1 = 8, and τ + 1 = 5 for q = 2, 3, 4,
respectively. In particular, for q = 2, 3 the probability is found
to be zero, when there is no bar depicted. For q = 4 this holds
only up to τ = 4 as we compute the leading eigenvalue only
up to τ + 1 = 5.

IV. GENERIC UNITARY IMPURITIES

In the following we comment on the case of generic
unitary impurity interactions U ∈ U(q2) for which cor-
relation functions exhibit qualitatively different proper-
ties. This again can be understood in terms of the spec-
tral properties of the transfer matrices Tτ , which dif-
fer in some important points from the T-dual case. We
list those differences obtained using both numerical and
analytical arguments below. For more details we refer
the reader to App. F. Firstly, Tτ fails to be diagonal-
izable but exhibits nontrivial Jordan blocks, which for
eigenvalue λ is of dimension τ − τλ + 1. Secondly, us-
ing the notation of Eq. (12), only 〈lλ, 0| and |rλ, ρ− τ〉
is a left or, respectively, right eigenvector of Tρ, imply-
ing spec(Tτ ) ⊆ spec(Tτ+1) also for generic impurity in-
teractions. We have to consider the Jordan decompo-
sition of the transfer matrices, for which the projection
onto the Jordan block corresponding to λ is not given
by Eq. (13) but can only be constructed numerically for
small τ . Inserting the Jordan decomposition into Eq. (7)
nevertheless yields the asymptotic scaling of correlations
with system size. In contrast to the T-dual case now the
notion of relevant eigenvalues breaks down as all pairs
λ, σ of eigenvalue λ of Tτ and nontrivial eigenvalue σ of
Tτ+1, contribute to the correlation function. Note that
the trivial eigenvalue 1 ∈ spec(Tτ ) is not excluded and
in the absence of further eigenvalues with modulus one
dominates the correlation function for L− δ being large.
Replacing Tτ by the projection onto the trivial eigenspace
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|◦〉〈◦|⊗τ and reversing the mapping from the original ten-
sor network (4) to the helical network (8) allows for some
intuition on the role of the trivial eigenvector: The local
operator a cannot travel along the boundary for more
than δ subsequent time steps before being scattered into
the bulk, where it undergoes free dynamics. This min-
imizes the total number of scattering events at the im-
purity interaction from t to τ × δ and hence gives rise
to the dominant contribution to the correlation function.
In contrast, the above process has a vanishing contribu-
tion to the correlation function in the T-dual case as a
consequence of dual unitarity of the folded gates V .

In order to estimate contributions from the remain-
ing part of the spectrum we confirm that generically the
leading nontrivial eigenvalue has modulus smaller than
one by computing the leading nontrivial eigenvalue λ0
for the largest accessible τ numerically for Haar-random
impurities. The resulting probability distribution p(|λ0|)
is shown in Fig. 1(c). The probability density is peaked
at 1/q and approaches 0 as |λ0| → 1. Moreover, we ex-
pect nonzero spectral gap ∆0, i.e., the leading nontrivial
eigenvalue obeys |λ0(τ)| < 1 for all τ . This is supported
by the decrease of the probability p(|λ0(τ+1)| > |λ0(τ)|)
of the leading nontrivial eigenvalue to grow from τ to τ+1
with τ which we illustrate in Fig. 3.

Hence the asymptotic large L scaling of correlation
functions is obtained by replacing Tτ in Eq. (7) by the

projection |◦〉〈◦|⊗τ onto the eigenspace corresponding to
the trivial eigenvalue. This results in

Cab(Lτ + δ) ∼ 〈◦|⊗τ⊗〈b| T δτ+1 |a〉⊗|◦〉⊗τ (16)

=

a

b

δ

τ + 1

. (17)

which coincides with spatiotemporal correlation func-
tions 〈bx+r|ax(t)〉 in constant gate brickwork quantum
circuits, see e.g. [20], for t − r = δ, t + r = τ + 1, and
is in general nonzero. For large δ, Eq. (16) is dominated
by the leading nontrivial eigenvalue σ0 of Tτ+1 as the

trivial eigenvector is orthogonal to both |a〉 ⊗ |◦〉⊗τ and

|◦〉⊗τ ⊗|b〉. Consequently, Cab(Lτ + δ) ∼ σδ0 independent
from L as long as L− δ � τ and δ � τ , i.e., larger than
the largest Jordan blocks. This implies persistent revivals
of correlation functions with period L to a value which
is approximately independent of the system size. Thus
for generic impurity interactions correlations are not ex-
ponentially suppressed in L for all times. For a repre-
sentative example this is depicted in Fig. 2(b) showing
clear signatures of persistent revivals. Nevertheless, the
leading nontrivial eigenvalue of Tτ+1 yields the correct
asymptotic scaling as it is indicated by the dashed black
lines for L = 200 with a fitted prefactor. Deviations from
the asymptotic scaling ∼ σδ0 are most prominent around

t ≈ τL, i.e., for small or large δ, and are due to both the
subleading parts of the spectra of Tτ and Tτ+1 as well as
the nontrivial Jordan structure. Nevertheless, by evalu-
ating the diagrammatic expression (17) for large τ and
small (fixed) δ in terms of column transfer matrix (with
leading nontrivial eigenvalue χ, |χ| < 1) instead of the
row transfer matrices Tτ+1 we find the dominant contri-
bution ∼ χτ . This suggest exponential correlation decay
on an extensive time scale −L/ log |χ|, which is expected
due to the 1/L density of impurities. In particular, this
causes the amplitude of the revivals to decay exponen-
tially with τ and the system will eventually thermalize.

V. CORRELATION FUNCTIONS FOR
ARBITRARY LOCAL OPERATORS

The techniques to study correlations functions between
local operators a0 and b0 acting on the first lattice site
can be extended to local operators acting on arbitrary
sites. To this end let ax and by denote operators act-
ing as traceless Hermitian operators a and b on lat-
tice sites x and y, respectively, and trivially otherwise.
Again we are interested in correlation functions given by
N−1tr (U−taxU tby). Due to unitality of the folded gates
W and the free dynamics in the bulk it is sufficient to
consider only local operators ax acting on the lattice sites
x ∈ {0, 1} and by acting on sites y ∈ {0, 2}. We denote
their correlations by

Dab(t) =
1

N
tr
(
U−taxU tby

)
. (18)

Dynamical correlations for different lattice sites are just
shifted in time by ∆t = ∆tx+∆ty ≤ 2(L−1) and are zero
for times t < ∆t. Here, ∆tx = L−x/2 if x is even, ∆tx =
(x−1)/2 if x is odd, and ∆tx = 0 if x = 0, whereas ∆ty =
y/2− 1 if y is even, ∆ty = L− (y + 1)/2 if y is odd, and
∆ty = 0 if y = 0. Hence we focus on the computation of
Dab(t) and for the sake of concreteness consider only the
case x 6= 0 6= y in the following. Writing again t = τL+δ
we obtain a tensor network representation of Dab(t) as

Dab(t) =

a

b

δ
L

τ + 1

. (19)

Structurally, the above network is the same as the
network (8), with only Cab replaced by C11, the left
boundary conditions of the bottom most transfer matrix
Tτ+1 replaced by a, and the right boundary condition
of the top most transfer matrix Tτ+1 replaced by b.
Consequently, for large L and large δ the correlations
are determined by the spectral properties of transfer
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FIG. 4. Correlation functions Daa(t) for (a) T-dual and (b)
generic impurities for qubits, q = 2, and a = σz via Eq. (7)
in the same systems as in Fig. 2. Lines correspond to system
sizes (top to bottom) L = 10 (blue), L = 50 (red), L = 100
(orange), L = 150 (green), and L = 200 (magenta). Blue
circles denote correlation functions obtained from exact diag-
onalization at L = 10. (b) Dashed lines depict the asymptotic
scaling ∼ σδ0 with fitted prefactor. For T-dual impurity inter-
actions Daa(t) = 0 for 1 < t < L+ 1.

matrices Tτ and Tτ+1 with the original boundary con-
ditions given by |◦〉. Replacing these transfer matrices
by their spectral or Jordan decomposition respectively
allows for studying the asymptotics of correlations.

Again, we first consider the case of T-dual impurity
interactions. T-duality causes correlations to vanish for
times 1 < t < L, i.e. τ = 0 and δ > 0. For τ > 0 the
notion of relevant eigenvalues as defined for x = y = 0
breaks down. Instead, for δ 6= 1, the pairs of nontrivial
eigenvalues λ of Tτ and σ of Tτ+1 with τσ = τλ + 1
contribute to the correlations. Each such pair gives
a contribution ∼ λL−δσδ to the correlation function.
Assuming a spectral gap ∆0 > 0 this gives rise to
exponential suppression of correlations. This is depicted
in Fig. 4(a), where correlations clearly show exponential
suppression for δ 6= 1. The asysmptotic scaling, however,
at fixed τ is typically not given by a single pair of
eigenvalues, as pairs for which ∼ λL−δσδ decreases
with δ compete with pairs for which this expression
grows with δ, leading to the switching between positive
and negative slope of the correlations at fixed τ . In
contrast to the above, for δ = 1 the correlations are
approximately independent from system size leading to
persistent L-periodic revivals. These revivals are due to
the trivial eigenvalue of Tτ , which gives a non-vanishing

contribution to the correlation function for δ = 1.
Instead the correlations are determined by a two-qudit
quantum channel M introduced in Ref. [7], where it
governs correlations along light rays in dual-unitary
brickwork quantum circuits. The asymptotic correlation
functions then read 〈b|Mτ |a〉. Hence the amplitude
of the revivals decays with τ as χτ with χ the leading
nontrivial eigenvalue of M, implying thermalization on
an extensive time scale −L/ log |χ| for typical T-dual
impurities. In contrast if either of the local operators ax
or by acts on lattice site x = 0 or y = 0, respectively,
revivals of correlations do not appear and correlations
are exponentially suppressed at all times.

For generic impurity interactions the analysis of
correlation functions is up to minor details the same for
Dab(t), Eq. (18), and Cab(t), Eq. (2). That is, for large L
the correlations are dominated by the trivial eigenvector
of Tτ leading to persistent revivals of correlations with
period L, which decay on an extensive time scale as
discussed in the case of x = y = 0. For both L and
δ large, correlations scale as σδ−20 with σ0 the leading
nontrivial eigenvalue of Tτ+1. The correlations and
their asymptotic scaling are depicted in Fig. 4(b) and
show qualitatively the same behavior as in Fig. 2(b) for
x = y = 0.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The concept of boundary chaos provides a minimal
model of an interacting many-body systems, which
despite exhibiting quantum chaos allows for a rigorous
treatment via the mapping to the helical circuit. This
effectively reduces the dimension of the relevant tensor
networks t × L → [t/L] × L = t. We use this mapping
to efficiently compute correlation functions between
local operators for system sizes much larger than what
is accessible by direct computation for times up to a
few multiples of system size. For impurity interactions
fulfilling the T-duality property we establish exponential
suppression of correlations with system size for all
times and for local operators acting nontrivially at
the first lattice site. For arbitrary locations of the
operators this is still the case for almost all times as
L → ∞. In contrast, for generic impurity interactions
correlations show persistent revivals with a period given
by the system size L irrespective of the location of the
operators. The amplitude of these revivals nevertheless
decays exponentially with τ leading to thermalization
on an extensive (in L) time scale. Our construction
bears curious analogy with the method of Poincaré
section in few-body dynamics [30], specifically with
quantized Poincaré transfer operator [31, 32] as well
as with the influence matrix approach to many-body
quantum dynamics [33]. Our method ‘integrates out’ the
free flights through swap circuits between subsequent
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impurity interactions and hence is able to exactly de-
scribe the influence of the trivial bulk on the nontrivial
boundary. As swap gates represent a particular solution
of Yang-Baxter equation, one may expect that our
concept can be extended to boundary perturbations
of generic integrable circuits where one would need to
‘integrate out’ interacting integrable dynamics between
collisions. Aside from a natural extension of our analysis
to operator entanglement and out-of-time-order correla-
tions, it may allow for a rigorous proof of ETH once the
existence of a spectral gap can be established. Moreover,
one should attempt a rigorous analysis of the spectral
form factor, which should reveal more structure than
in uniform dual-unitary circuits [38], e.g. we observe a

nontrivial Thouless time scale; see App. B.
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Appendix A: Parameterization of T-dual Impurities

A unitary matrix U ∈ U(q2) acting on Cq ⊗ Cq is called T-dual [8], if its partial transpose UT1 (with respect to
the first tensor factors) is unitary as well. More precisely, denoting the matrix elements with respect to the canonical

product basis by U ijkl , the matrix elements of the partial transpose are given by(
UT1

)ij
kl

= Ukjil . (A1)

Equivalently, one might define T-duality by requesting that the partial transpose with respect to the second tensor
factor is unitary, as unitarity under partial transpose with respect to one tensor factor implies unitarity under partial
transpose with respect to the other tensor factor. A parametrization of a subset of T-dual gates can be obtained from
a parametrization of dual-unitary gates [18, 38] (which is complete for q = 2 [7]):

Udu = (u+ ⊗ u−) exp
(
iJσq2−1 ⊗ σq2−1

)
P (v− ⊗ v+) ∈ U(q2) (A2)

with σi the generalized Gell-Mann matrices, J ∈ [0, π/4] and u±, v± ∈ U(q). Hence T-dual gates which are of the
form U = UduP can be parameterized as given by Eq. (11) This parametrization, however, is neither surjective nor
injective for q > 2. For numerical investigations we fix J = 1/2 throughout this article, and either pick a fixed set
of generic local unitaries u±, v± or sample them randomly and Haar distributed in U(q). Note, that the operator
entanglement entropy E(U) = sin2(2J)/2 [37] as well as the entangling power e(U) = 2 sin2(2J)/3 [8] for q = 2 is
independent of the local unitaries. In particular the latter is strictly smaller than the maximal value of e(U) = 2/3
if J < π/4 and hence the ensembles of T-dual gates considered do not give rise to maximally entangling (chaotic)
dynamics.

Appendix B: Spectral Statistics

In this section we present some numerical results on spectral properties of the quantum circuits studied in the main
text in order to justify our hypothesis, that the impurity interaction on the circuit’s boundary is sufficient, despite
non-interacting dynamics in the bulk, to generate random-matrix spectral statistics (and hence justify the name
‘boundary chaos’). Note that in a weaker context, namely considering local perturbation to integrable interacting
spin chain, observation of quantum chaos has been reported in the literature before, see e.g. [23, 27, 29].

To this end we consider two measures of level statistics: the nearest neighbor level-spacing distribution p(s)
and the spectral form factor K(t). We find in general good agreement with random matrix theory (RMT) with
the notable exception of T-dual impurities for qubits q = 2. In Fig. 5(a) we show the level-spacing distribution
for the cases for which we depict dynamical correlation functions in Fig. 2 in the main text, where q = 2. At
the chosen system size of L = 14 the level-spacing distribution of the T-dual impurity interaction resembles
Wigner-Dyson distribution corresponding to the circular orthogonal ensemble (COE), indicating existence of an
antiunitary symmetry of the circuit. For the generic impurity interaction the distribution is close to that of the
circular unitary ensemble (CUE) but is slightly shifted to the left. This seems to be reminiscent of a generic
feature of the systems studied here: For small system size the distribution is shifted to the left but approaches the
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FIG. 5. Level spacing distribution p(s) for (a) the systems shown in Fig. 2 and (b) for the ensemble average over Haar-Random
generic impurities and T-dual impurities at fixed J = 1/2 and Haar-random local unitaries u± and v±, see Eq. (11). The dashed
black line corresponds to the RMT result for the CUE and the dotted black line to the COE. Panel (c) depicts the normalized
spectral form factor averaged over 1000 realizations of impurities. The data are further smoothed by a moving average over a
window of 20 time steps. For the T-dual case with q = 2 times t = τL are excluded from the moving time average. The inset
shows the spectral form factor for T-dual impurities with q = 2 without smoothing. Black lines indicate the respective RMT
spectral form factor with the dashed lines corresponding to the CUE and dotted lines corresponding to the COE. Time and
K(t) are scaled by the Heisenberg time tH = qL+1.

corresponding random matrix result for large enough systems, possibly beyond what can be studied by numerical
exact diagonalization. However, except for T-dual qubit (q = 2) circuits, we find random matrix spectral statistics
even for moderate system sizes. This is indicated in Fig. 5(b) for ensembles of impurities and local Hilbert space
dimensions q = 2 and q = 3. We computed spectral statistics also for q = 4 but do not show the corresponding data
as they can not be distinguished from q = 3 on the shown scale. In order to improve statistics we computed level
statistics for an ensemble of systems with randomly sampled impurity gates, while we checked that the histograms
of level spacing distribution do not change significantly for fixed typical impurities (not shown). In the T-dual
case the parameter J = 1/2 entering the parameterization (11) is kept fixed while the local unitaries u± and
v± are drawn independently from the Haar ensemble. In the generic case impurities are choosen Haar random.
Except for qubits in the T-dual case the level spacing distribution is close to that of the CUE. For T-dual qubits the
distribution is closer to the COE but is shifted to the left. The RMT result might be approached for larger system sizes.

As a further spectral indicator of quantum chaos we compute the spectral form factor K(t), i.e., the Fourier
transform of the connected two-point function of the spectral density. The spectral form factor is computed via
K(t) = 〈|tr (U t) |2〉, where the brackets denote the average over the ensembles of systems with varying impurity gates
as described above. This averaging is now necessary as the spectral form factor is not self-averaging [39]. In Fig. 5(c)
we again show data for both T-dual and generic impurities for local Hilbert space dimension q = 2 and q = 3. There,
both the spectral form factor and time t are measured in units of Heisenberg time tH = qL+1. We again computed
the spectral form factor also for q = 4 but omit showing the data as it yields nearly identical results as q = 3. For
the sake of a clearer presentation we additionally perform a moving time average over a window of width ∆t = 20.
As it is the case for the level spacing distribution except for T-dual qubits we find good agreement with the spectral
form factor of the CUE given by K(t) = t for t < tH and K(t) = tH for t > tH after some initial non-universal
regime corresponding to the so-called Thouless time tTh. Remarkably, for generic impurity interactions and q ≥ 3 we
find almost no deviation from RMT spectral form factor for all times, indicating tTh = 0 for large q. This curious
observation certainly justifies a separate study. For T-dual qubits we find strong enhancement of K(t) at times t = τL
as it is shown in the inset where no moving time average is performed. For the moving time average in the main panel
we neglect these times and rescale the Heisenberg time by a factor (L − 1)/L accordingly. This leads to a spectral
form factor close to, but slightly below, the spectral form factor of the COE given by K(t) = 2t−2t2/tH +2t3/t2H− . . .
.
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Appendix C: Boundary to Helix Mapping

In this section we provide the proof for the equality claimed in Eq. (7). In fact, we prove a stronger statement by
providing a matrix product representation of integer powers of the evolution operator

W =

0 2 4 L − 2 L
x

=

0 2 4 L − 2 L
x

S1

S2
=: S2V0,1S1 (C1)

which is shown here for odd L. To this end we rewrite W in terms of the folded gate V instead of W and introduce
the combined action of the swap gates Sx,x+1 acting on neighboring lattice sites x and x + 1 in the first (last) layer
as S1 (S2). Additionally, we indicate the labels of the lattice sites above. The matrix-product representation of Wt

is obtained by contracting the inner legs corresponding to the swap gates to a compact form and by translating the
swap gates which connect to in- and out-going legs, respectively, into suitable permutations of local lattice sites. To
make this more formal let us begin by introducing some notation. We fix the size L of the system and we denote the

local Hilbert spaces obtained by the vectorization of local operators by Kx ' Cq
2

for the lattice sites x ∈ {0, 1, . . . , L}.
That is, W acts on K :=

⊗L
x=0Kx ' Cq

2(L+1)

. Moreover we define [L] := {1, 2, . . . , L} and introduce the Hilbert

space K[L] :=
⊗

x∈[L]Kx, i.e., K = K0 ⊗ K[L]. By fixing an orthonormal basis {|i〉 |i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , q2 − 1}} of Cq
2

we

obtain a product basis both in K and K[L] whose elements we denote by |i0i1 . . . iL〉 := |i0〉 ⊗ |i1〉 ⊗ . . . ⊗ |iL〉 and
|i1 . . . iL〉, respectively.

The symmetric group SL on L elements acts on K[L] via the unitary representation P : SL → U(K[L]) which

permutes tensor factors. More precisely, we identify elements of the product basis {|i1 . . . iL〉 |ix ∈ {0, . . . q2−1}} with
maps i : [L] → {|i〉 ∈ {0, . . . q2 − 1}} via i 7→ |i(1) . . . i(L)〉 = |i1 . . . iL〉. A left action of SL on the set of these maps

is given by i
σ7→ i ◦ σ−1 for σ ∈ SL. This translates to a left action of SL on the product basis which gives rise to the

unitary operator Pσ defined by its action on basis vectors

Pσ |i1i2 . . . iL〉 := |iσ−1(1)iσ−1(2) . . . iσ−1(L)〉 (C2)

and linear extension. Note, that with this definition one has

PρPσ |i1 . . . iL〉 = Pρ |iσ−1(1) . . . iσ−1(L)〉 = |iσ−1ρ−1(1) . . . iσ−1ρ−1(L)〉 = |i(ρσ)−1(1) . . . i(ρσ)−1(L)〉 = Pρσ |i1 . . . iL〉 (C3)

for any σ, ρ ∈ SL. We represent the unitary operator Pσ diagrammatically by a box as

Pσ =
. . .

. . .

σ

LL − 11 2 3

x

(C4)

for each permutation σ ∈ SL. Let us make a remark about the diagrammatic technique used here: As Pσ maps simple
tensors to simple tensors with only its tensor factors permuted the box in the above definition might be thought of
L wires each of which connects an in-going leg with an out-going leg. In a diagrammatic representation those wires
might be arbitrarily continuously deformed without changing the operator as long as in-going and out-going legs are
held fixed at the corresponding lattice site.

In preparation for our proof we consider specific permutations and study some of their relations in the following.
To this end it is convenient to adapt the following convention: For any integer x ∈ Z we take the representative of
xmod L in the set [L], i.e., we identify L ≡ 0. Using this convention we define permutations σδ ∈ SL, indexed by
δ ∈ Z, by

σδ(x) :=

{
2(x+ δ) mod L if (x+ δ) mod L < L+1

2 ,

(−2(x+ δ) + 1) mod L if (x+ δ) mod L ≥ L+1
2

(C5)

for x ∈ [L]. A simple calculation shows that the inverse of σδ is given by

σ−1δ (x) :=

{(
x
2 − δ

)
mod L if x is even,(

−x−12 − δ
)

mod L if x is odd.
(C6)
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By straightforward computations one moreover obtains the following properties.

Lemma 1: Given α, δ ∈ Z one has

(i) σ−1α σδ+α = ηδ ∈ SL, where ηδ denotes the periodic shift by δ, i.e., ηδ(x) := (x+ δ) mod L for x ∈ [L] and

(ii) πδ := σασ
−1
δ+α ∈ SL is given by

πδ(x) =


(x− 2δ) mod L if x is even and

(
x
2 − δ

)
mod L < L+1

2 ,

(−x+ 2δ + 1) mod L if x is even and
(
x
2 − δ

)
mod L ≥ L+1

2 ,

(−x− 2δ + 1) mod L if x is odd and
(
−x−12 − δ

)
mod L < L+1

2 ,

(x+ 2δ) mod L if x is odd and
(
−x−12 − δ

)
mod L ≥ L+1

2

(C7)

for x ∈ [L] and independent of α.

In case δ = 1 the second part of Lemma 1 reduces to

π1(x) =


x− 2 if x is even and x > 2

1 if x = 2

L− 1 if x is odd and x = L

x+ 2 if x is odd and x < 2

(C8)

for x ∈ [L].

As last preparatory step before formulating our claim we introduce operators Rδ for δ ∈ {0, 1, . . . L} acting on K in
the form of two-layer matrix-product operators intertwined by their boundary conditions which are most conveniently
defined by their respective diagrammatic representation

Rδ :=

0 2 L − δ L − δ + 2 L
x

. (C9)

Here all local tensors in the lower layer corresponding to lattice sites in [L] as well as those in the upper layer
corresponding to lattice sites in {1, 2, . . . , L − δ} are given by swap gates. In contrast, the local tensors at the
remaining lattice sites in the upper layer are given by the folded gates V with the orientation indicated by the mark
in the respective top corner. Note that R0 = 1K. One might also rewrite Rδ as a quantum circuit with 2L layers and
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one nontrivial gate per layer as

Rδ =

0 2 L− δ + 1 L
x

. . . . . .

. . . . . .

. . . . . .

. . . . . .

R′δ

R′′δ

= R′′δ (VL−δ,L−δ+1 · · ·VL−2,LVL−1,L)R′δ. (C10)

Here, we introduced R′δ (R′′δ ) which combines the action of the swap gates in the first L (last L − δ) layers. The
above rewriting of Rδ additionally demonstrates its unitarity.

We are now able to state our main claim as

Proposition: For any non-negative integer t, written as t = τL + δ with unique non-negative integer τ and δ ∈
{0, 1, . . . , L− 1}, one has

Wt = (1K0 ⊗ Pσδ)RδRτL
(
1K0 ⊗ P−1σ0

)
. (C11)

Intuitively, the first and the last factor describe the action of those swap gates which connect to out-going and
in-going legs of a diagrammatic representation of Wt while the factor RδRτL combines the effect of the t impurities
at the systems boundary. We prove the proposition by induction on t.

The case t = 0 is trivial as τ = δ = 0 and R0 = 1K[L]
yielding

(1K0
⊗ Pσ0

)R0

(
1K0
⊗ P−1σ0

)
=
(
1K0
⊗ Pσ0

P−1σ0

)
= 1K =W0. (C12)

However, we additionally need to consider the case t = 1, i.e., τ = 0 and δ = 1, separately. It suffice to check that
W |i0 · · · iL〉 = (1K0 ⊗ Pσ1)R1

(
1K0 ⊗ P−1σ0

)
|i0 · · · iL〉 for any basis state |i0 · · · iL〉. We restrict ourselves to odd L,

the case of even L works analogously. To this end, we use the factorization of W introduced in Eq. (C1) and obtain

W |i0i1 · · · iL〉 = S2V0,1S1 |i0i1 · · · iL〉 (C13)

= S2V0,1 |i1i0i3i2 · · · iLiL−1〉 (C14)

=
∑
k,l

S2V kli1i0 |k l i3i2 · · · iLiL−1〉 (C15)

=
∑
k,l

V kli1i0 |k i3l i5i2 · · · iLiL−3iL−1〉 , (C16)



13

where V klij := 〈kl|V |ij〉 denotes the matrix elements of the folded gate V . On the other hand we have

(1K0 ⊗ Pσ1)R1

(
1K0 ⊗ P−1σ0

)
|i0 · · · iL〉 = (1K0 ⊗ Pσ1)R′′1VL−1,LR′1

(
1K0 ⊗ P−1σ0

)
|i0 · · · iL〉 (C17)

= (1K0 ⊗ Pσ1)R′′1VL−1,LR′1 |i0iσ0(1) · · · iσ0(L)〉 (C18)

= (1K0
⊗ Pσ1

)R′′1VL−1,L |iσ0(1)iσ0(2) · · · iσ0(L)i0〉 (C19)

=
∑
k,l

V kliσ0 (L)i0
(1K0

⊗ Pσ1
)R′′1 |iσ0(1)iσ0(2) · · · k l〉 (C20)

=
∑
k,l

V kli1i0 (1K0
⊗ Pσ1

) |k iσ0(1)iσ0(2) · · · , l〉 (C21)

=
∑
k,l

V kli1i0 |k iσ0σ
−1
1 (1)l iσ0σ

−1
1 (3)iσ0σ

−1
1 (4) · · · iσ0σ

−1
1 (L)〉 (C22)

=
∑
k,l

V kli1i0 |k iπ1(1)l iπ1(3)iπ1(4) · · · iπ1(L)〉 , (C23)

where in line (C21) we used σ0(L) = 1 and in line (C22) we used σ1(L) = 2. In the last line we inserted the definition
of π1 from Lemma 1 (ii). Using the lemma (and Eq. (C8)) we see that the expressions (C16) and (C23) coincide
thereby proving our claim for t = 1.

Now let us assume Eq. (C11) is true for any t′ ≤ t. This implies the claim for t + 1, corresponding to the step
δ → δ + 1, as we demonstrate in the following. Note, that all preceding arguments work also for the borderline cases
δ = 0 and δ = L− 1. In any case we have

Wt+1 =WWt =W (1K0
⊗ Pσδ)RδRτL

(
1K0
⊗ P−1σ0

)
(C24)

= (1K0
⊗ Pσ1

)R1

(
1K0
⊗ P−1σ0

)
(1K0

⊗ Pσδ)RδRτL
(
1K0
⊗ P−1σ0

)
(C25)

= (1K0
⊗ Pσ1

)R1

(
1K0
⊗ P−1σ0

Pσδ
)
RδRτL

(
1K0
⊗ P−1σ0

)
(C26)

= (1K0 ⊗ Pσ1)R1 (1K0 ⊗ Pηδ)RδRτL
(
1K0
⊗ P−1σ0

)
, (C27)

where we used the assumption for Wt (W1) in the first (second) line. In the last line we used the fact, that
P is a homomorphism as well as Lemma 1 (i). In order to show that the right hand side of Eq. (C27) equals(
1K0 ⊗ Pσδ+1

)
Rδ+1RτL

(
1K0 ⊗ P−1σ0

)
it suffices to show that

(
1K0
⊗ Pσδ+1

)
Rδ+1 = (1K0

⊗ Pσ1
)R1 (1K0

⊗ Pηδ)Rδ (C28)

⇐⇒ Rδ+1 =
(
1K0 ⊗ P−1σδ+1

)
(1K0 ⊗ Pσ1)R1 (1K0 ⊗ Pηδ)Rδ (C29)

=
(
1K0
⊗ P−1ηδ

)
R1 (1K0

⊗ Pηδ)Rδ, (C30)

where in the last line we again used Lemma 1 (i). As Pηδ implements a periodic shift on the lattice sites in [L]
conjugation of R1 by (1K0

⊗ Pηδ) shifts the action of the only non-swap gate from lattice site L to lattice site L− δ,
i.e.,

(
1K0
⊗ P−1ηδ

)
R1 (1K0

⊗ Pηδ) =

ηδ

η−δ

0 2 L − δ L
x

=

0 2 L − δ L
x

, (C31)

which might also be checked on the basis vectors by using the representation (C10). Here we used η−δ = η−1δ in
the diagrammatic representation. Using the above equation, the right hand side of Eq. (C30) can be evaluated
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diagrammatically (or by again using a similar representation as in Eq (C10)) as

(
1K0
⊗ P−1ηδ

)
R1 (1K0

⊗ Pηδ)Rδ =

0 2 L − δ L
x

(C32)

=

0 2 L − δ L
x

(C33)

= Rδ+1. (C34)

This proves the claim for t+ 1 and hence completes the proof of the proposition. As a final remark we note that the
above construction might be repeated for the unfolded circuit U in a similar fashion as no argument depends on the
origin of the local Hilbert spaces Kx from the vectorization of operators. However, one needs to take the placement
of the impurity interaction in the second rather than the first layer of the circuit into account.

We now come back to the computation of correlation functions Cab(t) for local operators a0 and b0 acting nontrivially
only on the first site, i.e., site 0. In vectorized form a0 reads

|a0〉 = |a〉 ⊗ |◦〉⊗L (C35)

and is obviously an eigenvector of 1K0
⊗Pσ with eigenvalue 1 for any permutation σ ∈ SL. The same of course holds

for b0. Hence the correlation function at time t = τL+ δ is given by

Cab(t) = 〈b0|Wt |a0〉 = 〈b0|RδRτL |a0〉 (C36)

=

0 2 L − δ + 1 L
x

a

b

τ

=

a

b

, (C37)

where in the last step we contracted the first layer of swap gates and added the top layer minding that the internal
wires corresponding to the swap gates can undergo arbitrary continuous deformations without changing the value of
Cab(t). The above diagrammatic representation is, however, just a ninety-degree counterclockwise rotated version of
Eq. (8). This concludes the proof of the equality claimed in Eqs. (7) and (8).

Appendix D: Spectral Properties of Transfer Matrices

In this section we present some numerical results on the spectral properties of transfer matrices Tτ for both T-dual
and generic impurity interactions as well as various local Hilbert space dimensions (of the original spatial lattice)
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q ∈ {2, 3, 4}. As Tτ is real in the sense that it maps the vectorization of Hermitian operators to the vectorization
of Hermitian operators its eigenvalues are either real or come in complex conjugate pairs. We depict the respective
spectral densities of nontrivial eigenvalues of the transfer matrices for the ensembles introduced in the previous sections
in Fig. 6. In any case we find the distribution to be a superposition of the distribution of real eigenvalues and the
distribution of complex conjugates pairs of eigenvalues. The former is clearest seen for the T-dual case, where it is
supported on the whole interval [−1, 1], and is less pronounced and of strictly smaller support in the generic case. In
the T-dual case the distribution of complex eigenvalues has highest weight on a ring with mean radius approximately
1/2 for both q = 3 and q = 4, with q = 2 again showing different behavior. In contrast, for generic impurities
the distribution is supported mainly within the disk of radius 1/q. From our numerical experiments we find these
distributions to be stable upon varying τ (not shown).

Therefore one might hope, that also the leading nontrivial eigenvalue λ0 = λ0(τ) does not grow when increasing
τ at least when τ is sufficiently large. In Ref [20] it is demonstrated that this happens typically for q = 2. As |λ0|
is a monotonically non-decreasing function of τ which is bounded by 1 the leading nontrivial eigenvalue converges as
τ → ∞. In order to estimate whether this limit is smaller than 1 and hence whether there is a spectral gap ∆0 > 0
we compute the leading nontrivial eigenvalues for random realizations of the impurity interaction drawn from the
ensembles introduced in the main text for various τ . From this we estimate the probability p = p(|λ0(τ + 1)| >
|λ0(τ)|) for the leading nontrivial eigenvalue to grow when increasing τ . In order to efficiently compute the leading
nontrivial eigenvalue we use the following numerical protocol: We project a random initial vector, which is orthogonal
to the trivial eigenvector, to the Jordan subspace (eigenspaces in the T-dual case) corresponding to the leading
nontrivial eigenvalues. This is achieved by applying T kτ to the initial state for sufficiently large k using the matrix
product structure of Tτ . Subsequently we construct the Krylov subspace containing the leading nontrivial eigenvalue’s
Jordan subspace via Arnoldi iteration applied to the projected initial vector taking also the possibility of a complex
conjugate pair of leading nontrivial eigenvalues into account. This allows to estimate the leading eigenvalue of Tτ
by diagonalizing Tτ within the Krylov subspace. However, as a consequence of Tτ in general exhibiting a nontrivial
Jordan structure, the accuracy of the obtained eigenvalues is relatively low. Nevertheless, this procedure allows to
estimate p(|λ0(τ +1)| > |λ0(τ)|) as it is shown in Fig. 3. The probability decreases fast with τ and we find no increase
in the leading eigenvalue at the largest accessible system sizes, except for T-dual gates at τ = 4. More precisely for
q = 2 (q = 3) we compute the leading eigenvalue up to a maximum value of τ = 11 (8) and find no increase in the
leading eigenvalue for τ > 5. For q = 4 we compute the leading eigenvalue only up to a maximum value of τ = 5 and
therefore Fig. 3 does not include data for p(|λ0(τ +1)| > |λ0(τ)|) for τ > 4 if q = 4. We find no increase in the leading
eigenvalue already for τ > 2 for generic impurities and q = 4. In contrast, for T-dual impurities we find a nonzero
probability for the leading eigenvalue to increase even at the largest accessible τ . Nevertheless p(|λ0(τ +1)| > |λ0(τ)|)
is decreasing with τ for τ > 2 and we can hope for it to approach zero as well for larger τ than what we can access
numerically. Based on the above observations we conjecture, that generically the leading eigenvalue will become
stationary for sufficiently large τ implying a nonzero spectral gap ∆0 and hence also a nonzero spectral gap for the
leading relevant eigenvalue ∆1 > 0 in the T-dual case.

Appendix E: Eigenstates of transfer matrices in the T-dual case

In this section we motivate the notion of relevant eigenvectors (eigenoperators) in the case of T-dual impurities
and derive the asymptotics of correlation functions given by Eq. (15). To this end we first construct the spectral
decomposition

Tτ =
∑
λ

λPλ,τ . (E1)

More precisely, we demonstrate that the projections Pλ,τ onto the eigenspaces corresponding to nontrivial eigenvalues
λ ∈ spec(Tτ ) are given by Eq. (13). To this end, we show that the right eigenvectors |rλ, s〉, Eq. (12), and the
corresponding left eigenvectors 〈lλ, s| are biorthogonal. We initially restrict to the nontrivial eigenvalues and extend

the notation from the main text by adding a subscript τ in the bra-ket notation, e.g., we write |φ〉τ , |ψ〉τ ∈ Cq
2τ

as
well as τ 〈ψ| for the respective bra-vector in order to indicate the number τ of lattice sites. We moreover denote scalar
products of such vectors by 〈φ|ψ〉τ and write |φ〉〈ψ|τ for rank-one operators. Additionally, we denote the right (left)
eigenvectors for eigenvalue λ of Tτ with τλ = τ by |rλ〉τλ (τλ〈lλ|) and use the graphical representation

|rλ〉τλ =
. . .
λ and τλ〈lλ| = . . .

λ , (E2)
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−1

0

1

Im λ

(a) (b)

−1

0

1

Im λ

(c) (d)

−1 0 1

−1
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1

Re λ

Im λ

(e)

−1 0 1Re λ

(f)

0 max

FIG. 6. Histogram of the nontrivial eigenvalues for q = 2, τ = 7 (a, b), q = 3, τ = 4 (c, d), and q = 4, τ = 3 (e, f) for the
T-dual case (a, c, e) as well as the generic case (b, d, f) for 500 realizations of the circuit for each case. The black circles
have radii 1 and 1/q, respectively. Each eigenvalue is weighted by the degree of its degeneracy in the T-dual case and by the
dimension of the corresponding Jordan block in the generic case.

where the number of out-going legs and, respectively, in-going legs is τλ. These eigenvectors obey

|rλ,+〉τλ−1 :=
. . .
λ = 0 =

. . .
λ =: |rλ,−〉τλ−1 , (E3)

τλ−1〈lλ,+| := . . .
λ = 0 = . . .

λ =: τλ−1〈lλ,−| . (E4)

Note, that contraction with the states |◦〉 at a given subset of lattice sites corresponds to taking the partial trace with
respect to the corresponding subsystem upon reversing the operator-state mapping. Moreover, this demonstrates that
the corresponding operators have full support on the τ lattice.

Equations (E3) and (E4) can be obtained using unitality, Eq. (9), and dual unitality, Eq. (10), of the gate V . For
instance we find

Tτλ−1 |rλ,+〉τλ−1 =

. . .

λ =

. . .

λ = λ |rλ,+〉τλ−1 , (E5)

where the second equality holds due to unitality of V (in backward time direction) and the third equality
reflects the fact that Tτλ |rλ〉τλ = λ |rλ〉τλ . Hence if |rλ,+〉τλ−1 was nonzero we would have λ ∈ spec(Tτλ−1) in con-

trast to τλ being minimal. This argument might be repeated for the remaining cases yielding all of Eqs. (E3) and (E4).
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From this we prove the biorthogonality of the left and right eigenvectors of Tτ for fixed τ . For λ, σ ∈ spec(Tτ ) with
τλ 6= τσ for all possible choices of r and s we find 〈lσ, s|rλ, r〉τ = 0 as at least one of the rightmost or leftmost legs of
one of the states τ 〈lσ, s| or |rλ, r〉τ is contracted with |◦〉. The same reasoning yields 〈lσ, s|rλ, r〉τ = 0 if τλ = τσ but
r 6= s. In the remaining case, τλ = τσ and r = s we have 〈lσ, s|rλ, r〉τ = 〈lσ|rλ〉τλ = δσ,λ which vanishes if σ 6= λ and

which is one if σ = λ as we can chose |rλ〉τλ and τλ〈lσ| biorthogonal. As by Eqs. (E3) and (E4) the trivial left and
right eigenvectors are orthogonal to all other eigenvectors we conclude that the left and right eigenvectors given by
Eq. (12) are biorthogonal and hence

Pλ,τPσ,τ =
∑
s,r

|rλ, s〉〈lλ, s|τ |rσ, r〉〈lσ, l|τ =
∑
s,r

|rλ, s〉〈lσ, r|τ δr,sδσ,λ = Pλ,τδσ,λ (E6)

This determines the spectral decomposition of the transfer matrix Tτ given by Eq. (E1) and allows for determining
the eigenvalues which contribute to the correlation functions (2). Inserting the spectral decomposition in Eq. (7) we
obtain

Cab(t) =
∑
λ,σ

λL−δσδcab,τ (λ, σ), (E7)

where the double sum runs over all eigenvalues λ ∈ spec(Tτ ) and σ ∈ spec(Tτ+1). We moreover defined

cab,τ (λ, σ) := tr
([
Pλ,τ ⊗ 1q2

]
Pσ,τ+1Cab,τ+1

)
(E8)

=
∑
s,r

tr
([
|rλ, s〉〈lλ, s|τ ⊗ 1q2

]
|rσ, r〉〈lσ, r|τ+1 Cab,τ+1

)
(E9)

=:
∑
s,r

cs,rab,τ (λ, σ) (E10)

which can be simplified using a diagrammatic representation. To this end we extend the definition (E2) as

|rλ, s〉τ =
. . .

λ, s and τ 〈lλ, s| = . . .
λ, s . (E11)

Inserting this into cs,rab,τ (λ, σ) for fixed r and s we obtain

cs,rab,τ (λ, σ) =

. . .

λ, s

λ, s
. . .

σ, r

σ, r

. . . ba

=

b
. . .

λ, s

σ, r

a
. . .
λ, s

σ, r
(E12)

= (τ 〈lλ, s| ⊗ 1〈b|) |rσ, r〉〈lσ, r|τ+1 (|a〉1 ⊗ |rλ, s〉τ ) . (E13)

We aim for showing that the latter expression is nonzero only if τλ = τ and τσ = τ + 1 and hence the double
sum over r and s in Eq. (E10) reduces to a single term. On the one hand the condition on τσ is due to the local
operators a and b being traceless. If the left (right) eigenvector corresponding to σ has a factor |◦〉1 on the first (last)
site this produces as factor 〈◦|a〉1 = 0 (〈b|◦〉1 = 0). On the other hand the condition on τλ is a consequence of the
properties (E3) and (E4). If the left (right) eigenvector corresponding to λ has a factor |◦〉 on the first (last) site
contraction along the corresponding wire maps |rσ〉τ+1 (τ+1〈lσ|) to |rσ,−〉τ = 0 (τ 〈lσ,+| = 0). This argument might
be formalized as follows: First, assume that τσ < τ + 1 and thus r ∈ {0, 1, . . . , τ + 1 − τσ}. If r > 0 we might write

τ+1〈lσ, r| = 1〈◦| ⊗ τ 〈lσ, r − 1| and hence the second factor in Eq. (E13) becomes

τ+1〈lσ, r| (|a〉1 ⊗ |rλ, s〉τ ) = 〈◦|a〉1 〈lσ, r − 1|rλ, s〉τ = 0 (E14)

as we have chosen the local operator a to be traceless and therefore Hilbert-Schmidt orthogonal to the identity
which in verctorized form reads 〈◦|a〉1 = 0. If on the other hand r = 0 we might repeat the argument and write
|rσ, r〉τ+1 = |rσ, r〉τ ⊗ |◦〉1 for which the first factor becomes

(τ 〈lλ, s| ⊗ 1〈b|) |rσ, r〉τ+1 = 〈lλ, s|rσ, r〉τ 〈b|◦〉1 = 0 (E15)
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as b is traceless. This proofs that cab,τ (λ, σ) 6= 0 only if τσ = τ + 1 and hence |rσ, r〉τ+1 (τ+1〈lσ, r|) can be replaced

by |rσ〉τ+1 (τ 〈lσ|). We continue by demonstrating that for cs,rab,τ (λ, σ) 6= 0 and hence cab,τ (λ, σ) 6= 0 also τλ = τ has

to hold by similar reasoning. Assume, that this is not the case and therefore s ∈ {0, 1, . . . τ − τλ}. If s > 0 we write

τ 〈lλ, s| = 1〈◦| ⊗ τ−1〈lλ, s− 1| and obtain

(τ 〈lλ, s| ⊗ 1〈b|) |rσ〉τ+1 = (1〈◦| ⊗ τ−1〈lλ, s− 1| ⊗ 1〈b|) |rσ〉τ+1 = (τ−1〈lλ, s− 1| ⊗ 1〈b|) |rσ,−〉τ = 0, (E16)

where we used Eq. (E3). Similarly, for s = 0 we write |rλ, s〉τ = |rλ, s〉τ−1 ⊗ |◦〉1 and obtain

τ+1〈lσ| (|a〉1 ⊗ |rλ, s〉τ ) = τ+1〈lσ|
(
|a〉1 ⊗ |rλ, s〉τ−1 ⊗ |◦〉1

)
= τ 〈lσ,+|

(
|a〉1 ⊗ |rλ, s〉τ−1

)
= 0. (E17)

Therefore we conclude that cab,τ (λ, σ) 6= 0 only if τλ = τ and hence |rλ, s〉τ (τ 〈lλ, s|) can be replaced by |rλ〉τ (τ 〈lλ|)
yielding

cab,τ (λ, σ) = δτλ,τδτσ,τ+1 ( τ 〈lλ| ⊗ 1〈b|) |rσ〉〈lσ|τ+1 (|a〉1 ⊗ |rλ〉τ ) . (E18)

Inserting the latter expression back into Eq. (E7) we finally obtain Eq. (14).

Appendix F: Asymptotics of correlations for generic impurities

In this section we derive the asymptotic expression (16) for correlation functions in the case of generic impurities.
Our numerical experiments show that the transfer matrix Tτ in general fails to be diagonalizable if τ > 1 and the
nontrivial eigenvalues lead to nontrivial Jordan blocks. Hence we start by describing the Jordan decomposition of
Tτ in the following. Using the notation from the T-dual case, Eq. (12), only |rλ, τ − τλ〉 (〈lλ, 0|) is a right (left)
eigenvector with eigenvalue λ. The corresponding Jordan block, again assuming no accidental degeneracies, has

dimension dλ = τ − τλ + 1 and corresponds to the Tτ invariant subspace ker
(
N dλ
λ,τ

)
, where Nλ,τ = Tτ − λ1q2τ . Let

us denote the projection onto this subspace by Pλ,τ , which does not coincide with Eq. (13). Note that N dλ
λ,τPλ,τ = 0

and in particular for the trivial eigenvalue N1,τP1,τ = 0. The projections Pλ,τ again form a resolution of identity and
we write

Tτ =
∑

λ∈spec(Tτ )

(
λ1q2τ +Nλ,τ

)
Pλ,τ = |◦〉〈◦|⊗τ +

∑
λ

(
λ1q2τ +Nλ,τ

)
Pλ,τ , (F1)

where the sums on the right hand side and in what follows runs only over the nontrivial eigenvalues λ ∈ spec(Tτ ). As
we are interested in the scaling of correlations with system size L let us assume that L− δ � τ and hence L− δ > dλ
for all λ ∈ spec(Tτ ) for fixed δ. Upon inserting the Jordan decomposition into Eq. (7) we obtain

Cab(t) = tr
([
|◦〉〈◦|⊗τ ⊗ 1q2

]
T δτ+1Cab,τ+1

)
+
∑
λ

tr
([(

λ1q2τ +Nλ,τ
)L−δ Pλ,τ ⊗ 1q2] T δτ+1Cab,τ+1

)
(F2)

= 〈◦|⊗τ ⊗ 〈b| T δτ+1 |a〉 ⊗ |◦〉⊗τ +
∑
λ

λL−δ−dλ
dλ∑
n=0

(
L− δ
n

)
λdλ−ntr

([
Nn
λ,τPλ,τ ⊗ 1q2

]
T δτ+1Cab,τ+1

)
. (F3)

Assuming a spectral gap, as suggested by our numerical experiments, the second term in the last line vanishes as LτλL0
as L tends to infinity, with the factor Lτ bounding the asymptotic growth of the binomial coefficients

(
L−δ
n

)
. Hence

asymptotically the second term is exponentially suppressed as λL0 and the first term which coincides with Eq. (16)
governs the correlation function. Let us further explore the δ-dependence of the second term. To this end we assume
δ � τ + 1, i.e., δ larger than the dimension of the largest Jordan block. By inserting the Jordan decomposition of
Tτ+1 into the second term of the right hand side in Eq. (F3) we obtain for the trace

tr
([
Nn
λ,τPλ,τ ⊗ 1q2

]
T δτ+1Cab,τ+1

)
=
∑
σ

σδ−dσ
dσ∑
m=0

(
δ

m

)
σdσ−mtr

([
Nn
λ,τPλ,τ ⊗ 1q2

]
Nm
σ,τ+1Pσ,τ+1Cab,τ+1

)
. (F4)

Here the sum over σ runs again over nontrivial eigenvalues only as |◦〉〈◦|⊗τ+1 Cab,τ+1 = 0. Consequently, the above
expression is dominated by the leading nontrivial eigenvalues σ0 of Tτ+1 for large δ and hence the second term
in Eq. (F3) is suppressed at least as |σ0|L for all δ since |λ0| ≤ |σ0|. Again the binomial coefficient gives only a
polynomial correction proportional to δτ . Hence the first term dominates the large L asymptotics of correlation
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functions. Inserting the Jordan decomposition of Tτ+1 there and noting that |◦〉⊗τ+1
is orthogonal to |◦〉⊗τ ⊗ |a〉

yields

〈◦|⊗τ ⊗ 〈b| T δτ+1 |a〉 ⊗ |◦〉⊗τ =
∑
σ

σδ−dσ
dσ∑
m=0

(
δ

m

)
σdσ−m 〈◦|⊗τ ⊗ 〈b| Nm

σ,τ+1Pσ,τ+1 |a〉 ⊗ |◦〉⊗τ . (F5)

By the same reasoning as above this is dominated by the leading nontrivial eigenvalue σ0 of Tτ+1 for sufficiently large
δ. Hence one has the asymptotics Cab(t = τL + δ) ∼ σ0(τ)δ if both δ and L − δ are large. Here, we indicate the τ
dependence of σ0 in the notation and for simplicity assume a unique real leading eigenvalue. Note, that our numerical
experiments on the spectral properties of the transfer matrices imply |σ0| ≈ 1/q. As indicated in the main text at
times t ≈ τL non-universal corrections to the asymptotic scaling need to be taken into account.

Using the diagrammatic representation (17) of the leading contributions to the correlation function suggests that
the correlations should exponentially decay with τ . This can be seen by evaluating the diagram in terms of column
transfer matrices instead of the (row) transfer matrices Tτ+1. Both types of transfer matrices share similar spectral
properties and hence the diagram gives a contribution scaling with the largest nontrivial eigenvalue of the column
transfer matrix χ0 as χτ0 . The arguments outlined above, however, do not guarantee that the second term in Eq. (F3)
gives rise only to subleading terms when L is kept fixed and τ →∞.
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