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Abstract

Ergodic theory provides a rigorous mathematical description of classical dynamical sys-
tems and in particular includes a formal definition of the ergodic hierarchy consisting of merely
ergodic, weakly-, strongly-, and K-mixing systems. Closely related to this hierarchy is a less-
known notion of cyclic approximate periodic transformations [see, e.g., I. Cornfield, S. Fomin,
and Y. Sinai, Ergodic theory (Springer-Verlag New York, 1982)], which maps any “ergodic” dy-
namical system to a cyclic permutation on a circle and arguably represents the most elementary
notion of ergodicity. This paper shows that cyclic ergodicity generalizes to quantum dynamical
systems, and this generalization is proposed here as the basic rigorous definition of quantum
ergodicity. It implies the ability to construct an orthonormal basis, where quantum dynamics
transports an initial basis vector to all other basis vectors one by one, while minimizing the
error in the overlap between the time-evolved initial state and a given basis state with a certain
precision. It is proven that the basis, optimizing the error over all cyclic permutations, is ob-
tained via the discrete Fourier transform of the energy eigenstates (for Hamiltonian systems)
and quasienergy eigenstates (for Floquet systems). This relates quantum cyclic ergodicity to
level statistics. We then show that Wigner-Dyson level statistics implies quantum cyclic er-
godicity, but that the reverse is not necessarily true. For the former, we study CUE, COE, and
CSE ensembles and quantitatively demonstrate the relation between spectral rigidity and er-
godicity. For the latter, we study an irrational flow on a 2D torus and argue that both classical
and quantum flows are cyclic ergodic. However, the corresponding level statistics is neither
Wigner-Dyson nor Poisson. Finally, we use the cyclic construction to motivate a quantum
ergodic hierarchy of operators and argue that under the additional assumption of Poincaré re-
currences, cyclic ergodicity is a necessary condition for such operators to satisfy the eigenstate
thermalization hypothesis. This work provides a general framework for transplanting some
rigorous results of ergodic theory to quantum dynamical systems.
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1 Introduction

Ergodic theory [1–3] concerns itself with a study of the statistical properties of classical dynamical
systems, centered around a mathematically precise classification of dynamics into different levels
of randomness called the ergodic hierarchy [4, 5] (see Fig. 1). These levels, such as ergodic, mixing,
K-mixing and others [1–5] (in order of increasing randomness, discussed in more detail in Sec. 2.1),
can be used to motivate different elements of classical statistical mechanics [4, 5]: ergodicity jus-
tifies the use of the microcanonical ensemble, and mixing the approach to thermal equilibrium,
while K-mixing is responsible for chaotic dynamics.

Figure 1: The Ergodic Hierarchy (according to e.g. Ref. [4]). λ indicates the maximal Lyapunov exponent,
whose nonzero value is a defining signature of chaos [4, 5]. The Bernoulli level has more randomness than
the K-mixing level, but isn’t directly relevant for this work. (Reused from Ref. [6])

In contrast, our present understanding of quantum statistical mechanics is founded on a much
less precise, but empirically successful, connection to the statistical properties of random matri-
ces [7, 8]. Direct contact with the thermalization of observables is made through a comparison of
the energy eigenstates (or eigenvectors) of a system with random eigenvectors, via the Eigenstate
Thermalization Hypothesis (ETH) [9–15] and related approaches [16–21]. While ETH has some
basic mathematical backing from canonical typicality [16, 17], and shows some resemblance to
ergodicity and mixing for local observables [13], much remains unclear about the physical mech-
anism through which ETH arises in individual systems, for precisely which observables in which
kinds of systems, and whether it is the only mode of quantum thermalization [13, 14].

Such observable-dependent ambiguities are avoided in the comparison of the statistics of en-
ergy eigenvalues (i.e. level statistics) of a system with those of random matrices, at the apparent
cost of direct dynamical relevance to thermalization. This approach is based on the observation
that on quantization, typical classically non-ergodic systems show highly fluctuating energy spec-
tra with Poisson (locally uncorrelated) level statistics [22], while classically chaotic systems show
rigid spectra with the local level statistics of Wigner-Dyson random matrices (after appropriately
accounting for symmetries) [23–26]. A semiclassical “periodic orbit” argument for Wigner-Dyson
level statistics soon followed [27, 28] (with further developments in e.g. Refs. [29–32]), assuming
the dominance of isolated periodic orbits in semiclassical contributions to level statistics, a cer-
tain uniform distribution of these periodic orbits, and a K-mixing classical system [7]. However,
extremely recent numerical studies of systems without K-mixing show that Wigner-Dyson level
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statistics can emerge even on quantization of merely mixing [33] or merely ergodic [34] classical
systems. At minimum, this merits a theoretical explanation of spectral rigidity that connects to
the classical limit but does not rely on K-mixing.

Similar trends of spectral rigidity have been observed analytically and numerically in fully
quantum many-body systems [13, 35–44] (along with a number of intermediate cases [45–47])
which do not necessarily have a classical limit, where in the absence of a precise classification,
judgements of the chaoticity of a system have been largely based on intuition. At the same time,
correlation functions of local observables have been rigorously characterized, in a manner similar
to the ergodic hierarchy, in the specific case of dual-unitary quantum circuits [48, 49] — but with-
out any apparent link to level statistics. In all these cases, it remains unclear if there are direct
observable consequences of level statistics in time evolution, with the exception of a small cor-
rection (the “ramp” [35]) to some correlation functions at late times [41, 50], as well as protocols
designed specifically to measure spectral rigidity [51, 52].

In this work, we show that level statistics does have a precise role in determining a quantum
version of ergodicity in the time domain, if one considers not local observables, but dynamical
structures — cyclic permutations — in the Hilbert space of an individual system. This quantum
notion is a natural “quantization” of a discrete version of classical ergodicity i.e. cyclic ergodicity,
that can be rigorously defined in terms of cyclic permutations in classical ergodic theory, but does
not rely on a classical limit. Conversely, our results strongly suggest that cyclic ergodicity un-
derlies ergodicity in any classical dynamical system that can be quantized. We provide analytical
and numerical evidence for the applicability of this picture to Wigner-Dyson level statistics which
has been near-universally seen in quantum “chaotic” systems, as well as the spectral rigidity of
Kolmogorov-Arnold-Moser (KAM) tori — classically ergodic systems (depending on parameters)
that possess neither periodic orbits nor K-mixing and do not show Wigner-Dyson level statistics
on quantization.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Sec. 2 reviews some necessary aspects of classi-
cal ergodic theory, including the use of cyclic permutations to “discretize” a dynamical system [1,
2, 53, 54], and defines cyclic ergodicity and cyclic aperiodicity as discrete, primitive forms of er-
godicity and mixing that can be extended to quantum mechanics. Sec. 3 defines their analogues
in quantum mechanics, and proves that cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity are directly determined
by a specific measure of level statistics and spectral rigidity (namely, mode fluctuations [33, 55,
56]).

While our derivations up to this point are rigorous, the subsequent sections discuss the ap-
plication of these results to physical systems using a combination of analytical and numerical
arguments. Sec. 4 considers the typical time evolution of cyclic permutations, and provides de-
tailed evidence that quantum systems with Wigner-Dyson spectra are ergodic and aperiodic by
this definition, while those with Poisson spectra are not. Sec. 5 argues that quantum cyclic per-
mutations may be identified with classical cyclic permutations in phase space for systems with
a classical limit, and provides primarily numerical evidence that the spectra of quantized KAM
tori satisfy cyclic ergodicity, suggesting that the latter is a genuine quantum version of classical
ergodicity even where random matrix theory is not applicable. Finally, Sec. 6 discusses some in-
sights about thermalization in quantum systems that may be gained from cyclic permutations, in
a largely semi-qualitative manner that may motivate future rigorous work.
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2 A short review of classical ergodic theory

In classical ergodic theory [1–4], one is concerned with dynamics on a phase space (or a smaller
region of interest) P, with an operator Tt : P→ P that evolves points in the space by time t (which
may be a continuous or discrete variable, corresponding to flows or maps). The main questions
of interest are which regions of phase space are explored over time by an initial point, and how
rapidly a typical point explores these regions.

These questions are conveniently posed when there is a measure µ(A) > 0 defined for sub-
sets A ⊆ P that is preserved by time evolution, µ(TtA) = µ(A) (in Hamiltonian dynamics, this
measure is given by the phase space volume

∫
A dnqdnp). An important feature of such systems is

guaranteed by the Poincaré recurrence theorem [1–3]: for any A ⊆ P such that µ(A) > 0, almost ev-
ery point inA eventually returns toA, each within some (long) finite time (i.e. with the exceptions
forming a set of measure zero).

Given such a measure, how well an initial point explores the phase space is generally ex-
pressed through correlation functions of various sets, the behavior of which is classified into the
ergodic hierarchy [4, 5]. In what follows, we normalize the measure so that µ(P) = 1.

2.1 The classical ergodic hierarchy

We first ask whether almost all initial points explore every region of nonzero measure in P. If so,
the dynamics is said to be ergodic in P. If not, P can be decomposed into (say) M subsets that are
invariant under T, i.e. P =

⋃M
j=1 Pj (each with a measure induced by µ), such that the dynamics is

ergodic within each Pj. In terms of correlation functions, ergodicity in P is expressed [1–5] as the
following condition:

lim
T→∞ 1

2T

∫T
−T

dt µ
[
(TtA)∩B

]
= µ(A)µ(B), ∀ A,B ⊆ P. (1)

Here, we use dt either as a continuous integration measure or that corresponding to a discrete
sum, depending on the domain of t.

Mixing is a property of time evolution eventually becoming uncorrelated with initial condi-
tions, and represents how rapidly typical points explore a phase space region P on which time
evolution is ergodic. The simplest such criterion is expressed in terms of two element correlation
functions [1–5],

lim
t→∞ µ

[
(TtA)∩B

]
= µ(A)µ(B), ∀ A,B ⊆ P, (2)

and is conventionally merely called mixing (with two variants, weakly mixing and strongly mix-
ing, depending on whether the limit converges with measure zero exceptions in t, or exactly [3–
5]). This can be extended to higher order correlation functions [57], and the dynamics is said to
be K-mixing when all higher order correlation functions become uncorrelated in the above sense.
These criteria form a hierarchy in the sense that K-mixing implies mixing, which implies ergodic-
ity [4, 5]. Additional levels of randomness may also be considered [4, 5]; see Fig. 1 for a depiction
of the hierarchy of Ref. [4].

It is interesting to note that if one defines a unitary operator UT induced by T on the space of
functions L2(P) on the phase space (Koopman and von Neumann’s Hilbert space representation
of classical mechanics [1–3, 54, 58, 59]), some of these properties can be translated to those of
the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of UT , whose direct extensions to quantum mechanics have
been previously considered [60]. For instance, ergodicity translates to non-degenerate eigenvalues
with eigenfunctions of uniform magnitude, and weak mixing to a continuous spectrum with no
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non-constant eigenfunction, of UT [3]. For a discrete quantum spectrum corresponding to phase
spaces or energy shells of finite measure by Weyl’s law [7], the eigenvalues are almost always
non-degenerate (i.e. are non-degenerate or can be made so by infinitesimal perturbations) and
the spectrum is necessarily discrete, prompting us to seek alternate avenues in which the above
properties are at best emergent in the classical limit.

2.2 Discretizing ergodicity with cyclic permutations

We eventually want to understand how quantum mechanics with its discrete set of energy levels
can lead to ergodic and mixing behaviors, defined classically for continuous systems. A useful
bridge between continuum and discrete descriptions is offered by the technique of discretizing
an arbitrary dynamical system with cyclic permutations, which have been studied in Refs. [53,
54] (see also Refs. [1, 2, 58, 59] for reviews and related results). Here, we discuss and adapt the
elements of this framework that are most relevant for our purposes, following Ref. [54].

Let C = {Ck}
n−1
k=0 be a decomposition of the phase space P into a large number of µ-disjoint

(i.e. with measure zero intersection) closed sets of identical measure, µ(Ck) = 1/n, with a well-
defined n→∞ limiting procedure. Introduce a time evolution operator TC on P, which cycles the
elements of the decomposition, TCCk = Ck+1 (with (n− 1) + 1 ≡ 0 i.e. the addition is modulo n).
As a measure of how well TC approximates T

t0 for some t0, define the error of the permutation
(differing from that in Ref. [54] by the factor of 1/2):

εC(t0) =
1
2

n−1∑
k=0

µ
[
(Tt0Ck)4Ck+1

]
, (3)

where A4B = (A∪B) − (A∩B). We will often drop TC and directly call C the cyclic permutation
for brevity, as any TC that cyclically permutes the elements of C has the same error. We also note
that t0 could implicitly depend on n, in particular for a flow with continuous time. A schematic is
depicted in Fig. 2

C6
C5

C4

C3C1

C0

C9

C7

C8

C2

(a) Partitioning of phase space into {Ck}
10−1
k=0 .

C1

C0

T t0
 

C0

(b) Contribution to error from (Tt0C0)4C1 (shaded
region).

Figure 2: Schematic depiction of an (n = 10)-element cyclic permutation for some phase space P (interior
of ellipse).

The error εC(t0) can serve as a probe of ergodicity. In particular, Ref. [54] shows that with
an additional assumption, the error provides a bound on the number M of subsets Pj ⊆ P that
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are ergodic with respect to T, in the n → ∞ limit. In Appendix A, we recount a version of this
argument without the additional assumption, where the bound is on the number MC of the Pj
that completely contain at least one of the Ck. The essence of the argument is that TC is ergodic on
C, which is a coarse graining of P; the only way T can avoid being ergodic on this coarse graining
is if it is sufficiently different from TC. In fact, one obtains the precise bound εC(t0) > MC/n for
MC > 2.

The bound is to be interpreted as follows: the existence of any n-element cyclic permutation
C that approximates T

t0 with εC(t0) < 2/n, implies that none of the Ck are contained inside any
invariant subset of P (other than P itself). Motivated by this property, we define the property of
“cyclic ergodicity” of a cyclic permutation.

Definition 2.1 (Classical cyclic ergodicity). A cyclic permutation C shows cyclic ergodicity iff any
element Cj ∈ C sequentially intersects a non-vanishing fraction of every other Ck ∈ C at least once under
(future and past) time evolution:

nµ
[
(Tpt0Cj)∩Cj+p

]
> 0 as n→∞, for all j and |p| 6

n

2
, (4)

where p represents the number of integer steps of time evolution in units of t0.

Cyclic ergodicity implies ergodicity in the sense of Eq. (1) if we further require that all in-
variant subsets of P must contain at least one Ck, which is the additional assumption imposed
in Ref. [54]. In such cases, the index k of Ck can be loosely thought of as an approximate time
coordinate in P (when n→∞). Cyclic ergodicity and non-ergodicity are depicted in Fig. 3

C6
C5

C4

C3C1

C0

C9

C7

C8

C2

(a) Cyclic ergodicity.

C6
C5

C4

C3C1

C0

C9

C7

C8

C2

(b) Non-ergodicity.

Figure 3: Schematic depiction of cyclic ergodicity and non-ergodicity for the cyclic permutation of Fig. 2.
The trajectory may be thought of as the future and past history of the center of C0, for 5 steps of t0 each
(arrows indicate the forward flow of time).

It is also useful to define the “cyclic aperiodicity” of a cyclic permutation.

Definition 2.2 (Classical cyclic aperiodicity). A cyclic permutation C shows cyclic aperiodicity iff TtCk
never returns to intersect a non-vanishing fraction of Ck for any t satisfying t0 � t . O(nt0):

nµ
[
(TtCj)∩Cj

]
= 0 as n→∞, for all j and t0 � t . O(t0n). (5)

This can be shown along similar lines [54] (see Appendix A for a review) to imply εC(t0) >
1/n. Cyclic aperiodicity is a necessary condition for mixing in the n → ∞ limit [54] (albeit with
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a subtlety in the order of limits, requiring n → ∞ faster than t → ∞ in Eq. (2)). More generally,
the existence of an n-element cyclic permutation with εC < 1/n rules out mixing in the sense of
Eq. (2) at least until times t > nt0.

The above statements connect properties of discretized classical dynamics to levels of the er-
godic hierarchy. The next section aims to find parallels to these properties in quantum mechanics.

3 Dynamical quantum ergodicity and cyclic permutations

Let ÛH(t) be the unitary time evolution operator, withD (possibly nonunique) eigenstates (|En〉)
D−1
n=0

and D (correspondingly, possibly degenerate) eigenvalues e−iEnt:

ÛH(t)|En〉 = e
−iEnt|En〉. (6)

The time variable t can be chosen to be continuous or discrete, with En respectively corresponding
to the eigenvalues of a Hamiltonian or eigenphases of a Floquet map. Without loss of generality,
we will use terminology associated with Hamiltonians in what follows.

The time evolution of an arbitrary (normalized) state |ψ(t)〉 preserves the overlaps |〈En|ψ(t)〉|
2.

Thus, if the Hilbert space H of states is interpreted as a phase space in the sense of classical er-
godic theory, it always decomposes [13, 14] into a continuum of ergodic sectors, which are subsets

of the invariant regions H(r) in H with definite values of the tuple (rn) =
(
|〈En|ψ〉|

2
)D
n=1

. How-
ever, none of the H(r) themselves form subspaces, and consequently, they do not offer sufficient
structure to consider superpositions and projective measurements.

3.1 Pure state cyclic permutations for quantum dynamics

More useful notions of ergodicity can be defined if one attempts to construct a primitive version
of a classical dynamical system with suitable primitive properties within the Hilbert space. We
will see that the construction of pure state cyclic permutations, in analogy with classical cyclic
permutations, provides one way to achieve this goal; in particular, quantum versions of cyclic
ergodicity and cyclic aperiodicity (Eqs. (4) and (5)) can then be defined naturally.

We work in an invariant subspace Σd ⊆ H (an ‘energy subspace’) spanned by any subset of
suitably relabeled eigenstates (|En〉)

d−1
n=0. This subspace contains several of the invariant regions

H(r) = Σd(r) ⊂ Σd, which we will call subshells. Among these, the unbiased subshell Σd(r) with
rn = 1/d is unique in containing entire orthonormal bases for Σd, while no other subshell contains
even a single orthonormal basis.

We seek cyclic permutations that approximate ÛH(t) within this energy subspace. To this
end, let C = {|Ck〉}

d−1
k=0 be an orthonormal basis spanning Σd with cycling operator ÛC|Ck〉 =

|Ck+1〉. The eigenvalues of ÛC are necessarily distinct d-th roots of unity, {exp(−2πin/d)}d−1
n=0. It

is convenient to introduce the p-step persistence amplitudes (relative to the action of ÛpC),

zk(p; t0) =
∣∣〈Ck+p|ÛH(pt0)|Ck〉

∣∣ , (7)

for some choice of t0; these satisfy zk(p; t0) ∈ [0, 1]. Then, we say that ÛC approximates ÛH(t0)
with p-step error

εC(p; t0) = 1 −

(
min
k∈Zd

zk(p; t0)

)2

. (8)
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A pure state approximation scheme for unitaries has been constructed in Ref. [59], in analogy to
certain classical non-cyclic transformations (which are indirectly related to classical cyclic permu-
tations [61]), to formalize results on e.g. the degeneracy of UT in classical ergodic theory [1, 3, 54,
61] (cf. Sec. 2.1). As we will see in Sec. 3.3, the construction of pure state cyclic permutations as
above allows us to go much further, and tackle non-trivial measures of the level statistics of ÛH(t)
that can e.g. meaningfully distinguish between Wigner-Dyson and Poisson statistics.

In analogy with the definitions for classical cyclic permutations (Eqs. (4) and (5)), we can
define cyclic ergodicity and cyclic aperiodicity for these pure state quantum cyclic permutations
(see Fig. 4 for a schematic depiction, and Fig. 5 in Sec. 3.3.2 for examples with exact numerical
data).

Definition 3.1 (Quantum cyclic ergodicity). A pure state quantum cyclic permutation C shows cyclic
ergodicity iff ∣∣〈Ck+p|ÛH(pt0)|Ck〉

∣∣2 � O(d−1) for all k and |p| 6 d/2, (9)

ensuring that any initial state |Ck〉 ∈ C “visits” all the other elements of C sequentially with greater-than-
random overlap at least once (including its future and past evolution).

Cyclic ergodicity can be expressed concisely in terms of the p-step error,

1 − εC(p; t0)� O(d−1) for all |p| 6 d/2. (10)

Definition 3.2 (Quantum cyclic aperiodicity). A pure state quantum cyclic permutation C shows cyclic
aperiodicity iff ∣∣〈Ck|ÛH(t)|Ck〉∣∣2 . O(d−1), for all k and t0 � |t| . O(t0d), (11)

The restriction t . O(t0d) is particularly important here. The quantum recurrence theorem
(Poincaré recurrence for the flow of phases of vectors in the energy eigenbasis [62]) on the subshell
containing |Ck〉, guarantees that aperiodicity will eventually be violated after some time (but pos-
sibly only at times exponentially large in d; see e.g. [63] for a related discussion of recurrences).
This requires the errors at nonzero integer multiples of d to be large,

1 − εC(nd; t0) . O(d
−1), for all |n| ∈N, with n ∼ O(1). (12)

These definitions involve an explicit cutoff scale O(d−1) for the overlaps of states, which is
the order of magnitude of the overlap of a typical random state with any given state [16, 17, 64].
This choice of the cutoff will prove most convenient for our approach, especially in the context of
random matrix theory. Additionally, we will often drop the “cyclic” qualifier for ergodicity and
aperiodicity in the remainder of this paper, when there is no ambiguity. It is also convenient to talk
of quantum systems being ergodic or aperiodic in an energy subspace, according to the following
definition. We note that this definition pertains to a dynamical (i.e. time-domain) version of
ergodicity, and is distinct from the use of “quantum ergodicity” in the mathematical literature to
refer to the delocalization of energy eigenstates [65, 66].

Definition 3.3 (Ergodicity and aperiodicity of a quantum system). We call a quantum system (dy-
namically) ergodic in the energy subspace Σd within a time T > 0, if it admits at least one cyclic per-
mutation in the subspace satisfying cyclic ergodicity for some t0 with t0d < T . Similarly, the system is
aperiodic in Σd within T if no ergodic cyclic permutation in Σd violates aperiodicity for any choice of t0
with t0d < T (and quasiperiodic otherwise).

9



C0

C9

C7C8

C6

C5

C4

C3C2

C1

Haar-random 
persistence

(a) Cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity.

C0

C9

C7C8

C6

C5

C4

C3C2

C1

Haar-random 
persistence

(b) Non-ergodicity.

Figure 4: Schematic depiction of cyclic ergodicity and non-ergodicity for a (d = 10)-element quan-
tum cyclic permutation, in a polar representation (r, θ) ∈ [0, 1] × [0, 2π) of the corresponding (d = 10)-
dimensional Hilbert space Σd; the angular direction is parametrized as θ = 2πp/d, and the radial coordi-

nate is r = f
(∣∣∣〈C0|(Û

†
C)
p
|ψ〉
∣∣∣) for any vector |ψ〉 ∈ Σd, where f : [0, 1] → [0, 1] is some monotonic function

and ÛpC is extrapolated to non-integer p in some convenient manner (e.g. connecting the |Ck〉 along some
smooth path). The basis vectors |Ck〉 are depicted by arrows representing the corresponding axes. Each of
(4a) and (4b) may be loosely regarded as a “quantization” of the respective classical versions in Fig. 3. The
trajectory indicates the persistence amplitude z0(p, t0) of the initial state |C0〉 (1 at the outermost boundary,
0 at the center) in the radial direction up to |p| = 5 (visible trajectory) and beyond ("Haar-random persis-
tence"). The region of "Haar-random persistence" refers to z0(p, t0) = O(d−1/2), which includes all Haar
random states by canonical typicality [16, 17]. Consequently, this region has by far the largest (Haar) vol-
ume in the (unbiased subshell of the) Hilbert space Σd, while the depicted outer regions of non-random
overlap with the |Ck〉 together form a relatively tiny fraction of the space.

For example, every system is always ergodic and not aperiodic in any subspace Σ1 consisting
of a single energy level. For typical quantum systems, we will implicitly assume a choice of T
that is as large as possible while being much less than the quantum recurrence time scale. In
general, identifying which energy subspaces of the system satisfy these properties provides an
observable-independent characterization of the ergodicity of a quantum system.

3.2 Quantum error bounds on cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity

Now, we ask how the 1-step error εC(1; t0) can be used to determine the overall ergodicity and
aperiodicity of a cyclic permutation. For this, we need to determine the fastest possible decay of
the persistence zk(p; t0) with time p, taking into account the possibility of superposition of errors
from successive times. As shown in Appendix B.1, the fastest decay of the persistence occurs when
the action of the error unitary Û∆ = Û†CÛH(t0) corresponds to a rotation in a (complex) 2D plane.
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This is quantified by the nonlinear relation:

sgn(p2)min
{

arccos zk(p2; t0),
π

2

}
− sgn(p1)min

{
arccos zk(p1; t0),

π

2

}
6 (sgn(p2) − sgn(p1))

p2∑
p=p1

arccos zk+p(1; t0). (13)

For εC(1; t0) � 1, as would be the case for any but the poorest possible approximation of
ÛH(t0) by cyclic permutations, Eq. (13) further implies

sgn(p2) arccos zk(p2; t0) − sgn(p1) arccos zk(p1; t0)

6 (p2 − p1)ε
1/2
C (1; t0) +O[(p2 − p1)ε

3/2
C (1; t0)], (14)

when either term on the left hand side does not exceed π/2 in magnitude. Setting p2 = ±d/2,
p1 = 0 and imposing Eq. (10) at p = p2 gives[

εC(1; t0) 6
π

2

d
2 +O(d−5/2)

]
=⇒ Cyclic ergodicity of C. (15)

Similarly, setting p2 = ±d, p1 = 0 and imposing Eq. (12) at n = ±1 (respectively) gives

Cyclic aperiodicity of C =⇒

[
εC(1; t0) >

π
2

4d2 +O(d−5/2)

]
. (16)

The 1-step persistence amplitudes zk(1; t0) and error εC(1; t0) are quantities that are accessible
at the significantly early time t0, much smaller than the period t0d of a cyclic permutation. In
contrast, the higher p-step persistence amplitudes of the cyclic permutation — and consequently,
ergodicity and aperiodicity — are sensitive to the detailed structure (such as the precise energy
levels and eigenstates) of ÛH(t0), particularly at late times p ∼ O(d). The existence of bounds
such as Eqs. (15) and (16) (or more generally, Eq. (13)) allows one to prove ergodicity and disprove
aperiodicity for a system based entirely on information available at time t = t0, bypassing a
refined knowledge of ÛH(t0).

3.3 Optimizing cyclic permutations with energy level statistics

The best possible determination of ergodicity and aperiodicity using the inequalities Eq. (15) and
Eq. (16) is when εC(1; t0) attains its minimum value over all possible choices of cyclic permutations
C. More generally, it is reasonable to expect the cyclic permutation with minimum εC(1; t0) to
have the largest p-step persistence amplitudes for a range of p. The optimal (minimum) p-step
errors (including for p = 1) can be identified with the help of the following statement, proved in
Appendix B.2.

Theorem 3.4 (Optimal cyclic permutations). If the system (in some energy subspace Σd) admits some
cyclic permutation C

′ with p-step error εC ′(p; t0) 6 (2/d) for a given p and t0, then εC(p; t0) attains
its minimum value among all cyclic permutations for a cyclic permutation C whose cycling operator ÛC
satisfies

lim
δ→0

[
ÛH(t0)e

iδŶ , ÛC
]
= 0. (17)

Here, Ŷ is any fixed Hermitian operator (which effectively selects a unique eigenbasis of ÛH(t0) if the latter
is degenerate). In particular, the global minimum of the error is achieved by one such ÛC for every choice of
Ŷ.
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The rest of this paper discusses how the above statement can be utilized to reveal connections
between ergodicity and energy level statistics. For now, we note a curious coincidence — the
cutoff value (2/d) for the p-step quantum error, below which Eq. (17) is satisfied by an optimal
pure state cyclic permutation, is precisely the cutoff value of the error of a classical d-element cyclic
permutation that would guarantee ergodicity for p = 1 [54] (cf. Sec. 2.2).

3.3.1 Discrete Fourier Transforms of energy eigenstates

Given a complete orthonormal set of eigenvectors {|En〉}
d−1
n=0 of ÛH(t0), it follows from Eq. (17) that

a sufficiently complete set of ÛC that extremize the errors is given by

ÛC =

d−1∑
n=0

e
−2πin/d

|Eq(n)〉〈Eq(n)|, (18)

where q(n) represents an arbitrary permutation acting on n ∈ {0, ...,d− 1}. The corresponding
cyclic basis C is completely contained in the unbiased subshell; parametrizing the basis by q, as
well as arbitrary phases ϕn that don’t influence ÛC, the elements of C(q,ϕn) can be written as a
discrete Fourier transform (DFT) of the energy eigenstates

|Ck(q,ϕn)〉 =
1√
d

d−1∑
n=0

e
−2πink/d

e
−iϕn |Eq(n)〉. (19)

It is immediately seen that all the p-step persistence amplitudes that are relevant for ergodicity
(Eq. (9)) are equal, zk(p; t0) = z(p; t0) in such a basis, and can be concisely expressed as

z(p; t0) =

∣∣∣∣ 1d Tr
[
ÛH(pt0)Û

−p
C

]∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣ 1d

d−1∑
n=0

exp
[
ip

(
2πn
d

− Eq(n)t0

)]∣∣∣∣∣ . (20)

The statement of aperiodicity (Eq. (11)) in such a basis can be expressed in terms of the spectral
form factor (SFF) [7],

K(t) ≡
∣∣∣∣ 1d Tr

[
ÛH(t)

]∣∣∣∣2 . O(d−1), for t0 � |t| . O(t0d). (21)

From Eq. (20), we obtain a discrete set of d! possible minima (corresponding to the number of
possible permutations) of each p-step error,

εC(p, t0,q) = 1 −

∣∣∣∣∣ 1d
d−1∑
n=0

exp
[
ip

(
2πn
d

− Eq(n)t0

)]∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (22)

among which some εC(p, t0,qmin(p)) is a global minimum for each p (if the error is less than
(2/d)). The minimum of the error also corresponds to a maximum of the mean p-step persistence
amplitude. Thus, the minimum p-step error (or maximum p-step mean persistence) among cyclic
permutations is an invariant feature of the energy levels, and can itself be considered a measure of
energy level statistics. In such a DFT basis, the persistence probabilities z2(p; t0) are given by the
spectral form factor of the error unitary Û∆, satisfying the simple 1-step error bound (from Eq. (14))

z
2(p, t0) >

cos2
(
p
√
εC(1, t0,q)

)
, for |p| < π/

√
4εC(1, t0,q),

0, for |p| > π/
√

4εC(1, t0,q),
(23)

neglecting O[pε3/2
C (1, t0,q)] contributions.
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3.3.2 Persistence amplitudes and spectral mode fluctuations

The main measure of level statistics appearing in the errors εC(p, t0,q) (cf. Eq. (22)), as well as
the persistence of cyclic permutations, is the deviation of energy levels from a regularly spaced
spectrum. Namely, let

∆n(t0,q) =
(
t0d

2π
Eq(n)

)
−n, (24)

representing the deviation of the q(n)-th level in a rescaled spectrum from the integer n. The
persistence as a function of time as given by

z
2(p, t0) =

∣∣∣∣∣ 1d∑
n

e
−i(2πp/d)∆n(t0,q)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

d→∞−−−−→
∣∣∣∣∫ d∆ f(∆; t0,q)e−i(2πp/d)∆

∣∣∣∣2 , (25)

where f(∆; t0,q) is the probability density function of the ∆n(t0,q).
Intuitively, the persistence at any time p would be maximized when the ∆n are minimized.

A practically reasonable choice of t0 and q to estimate the global minimum of the 1-step error, for
uniform density of statesΩ(Σd) = (d− 1)/(Emax − Emin) (uniform over large energy windows), is
one in which the rescaled levels t0dEq(n)/2π are each close to the n-th integer. In other words,
t0 ≈ 2πΩ(Σd)/d, with q being the permutation that sorts the energy levels in ascending order
(En > Em =⇒ n > m). For a given t0, it is shown in Appendix B.3 that Eq. (25) is indeed
maximized at p = 1 when q(n) is the sorting permutation, among a certain class of “small” per-
mutations when ∆n � d. In other words, the sorting permutation is a (discrete version of a) local
minimum for the error.

In this case, the ∆n are essentially what have been called mode fluctuations in the spec-
trum1 [33, 55, 56]; the Gaussianity of their distribution has been conjectured to be a signature
of chaos [55, 56]. A minor, but important, technical distinction between ∆n and conventional
mode fluctuations, is that there is no unfolding [7, 8] of the energy levels to make Ω(Σd) appear
uniform prior to calculating the ∆n. Such a procedure, while indispensable in the numerical com-
parison of level statistics with random matrix predictions, would not preserve the dynamics of the
system in the time domain. Given this qualifier, we find in Eq. (25) that the Fourier components
of mode fluctuation distributions, without unfolding, directly determine the optimal persistence of
cyclic permutations.

By the reciprocal relation of Fourier variables, a slow decay of the persistence corresponds
to a narrow distribution f(∆; t0,q); when q is a sorting permutation, this essentially implies a
high rigidity of the spectrum e.g. as measured by the variance σ2

∆ of the distribution. While the
precise connection between ergodicity and spectral rigidity depends on the functional form of
this distribution, the following proposition acquires special importance for Wigner-Dyson level
statistics:

Proposition 3.5 (Ergodicity, aperiodicity and Wigner-Dyson spectral rigidity). If z(p, t0) = e
−γp2

+

1The term “mode fluctuations” has been used with at least two different meanings in the literature [33, 55, 56].
In Refs. [55, 56] and related works cited there, it refers to the fluctuations of the spectral staircase around a straight
line. Our usage is in the sense of Ref. [33], referring to deviations of the levels themselves from a straight line. The
two are different in general, but show close agreement in their statistical properties for Wigner-Dyson random matrix
ensembles [67, 68] (see also Sec. 4.4).
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O(d−1/2) with γ > 0 when |p| . O(t0d) for some DFT cyclic permutation C, then

Cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity of C ⇐⇒

[
σ

2
∆ =

α
2

4π2 lnd with α ∈ [1, 2], as d→∞] . (26)

This form of σ2
∆ is precisely that of the Wigner-Dyson circular random matrix ensembles [7,

8, 67, 68] for α = 1,
√

2, 2, while the near-Gaussianity of z2(p, t0) for these ensembles is supported
by the observed Gaussianity of f(∆; t0,q) for mode fluctuations. We will consider the applicability
of this proposition to Wigner-Dyson random matrices in greater detail in the next section, us-
ing analytical arguments and numerical results. Overall, this proposition suggests that (circular)
Wigner-Dyson random matrices are ergodic and aperiodic, which is anticipated by the numerical
data in Fig. 5.

|C0〉

|Cd
4
〉

|Cd
2
〉

z0(p,t0)

|C 5 d
8
〉|C 7 d

8
〉

|Cd
8
〉 |C 3 d

8
〉

1

d-14

d-12

0

(a) Cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity (staying
closer to the boundary thanO(d−1/2) for more than
one and less than two full rotations); data for a sin-
gle Circular Unitary Ensemble (CUE [7, 8]) random
matrix.

|C0〉

|Cd
4
〉

|Cd
2
〉

z0(p,t0)

|C 5 d
8
〉|C 7 d

8
〉

|Cd
8
〉 |C 3 d

8
〉

1

d-14

d-12

0

(b) Non-ergodicity (staying closer to the boundary
than O(d−1/2) for less than one full rotation); data
for a single realization of Poisson/uncorrelated en-
ergy levels.

Figure 5: Exact numerical data for polar representation of cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity, as well as
non-ergodicity, via the trajectory of |C0〉 in a Hilbert space Σd with d = 2048. Essentially, the cyclic per-
mutation basis elements |Ck〉 are points on the boundary (with p = k) of the polar representation, and the
permutation is ergodic if the actual trajectory of any such point remains close to the boundary for a full ro-
tation of the angular coordinate (including future and past evolution). The angular coordinate is θ = 2πp/d
(depicted here for p ∈ Z), and the radial coordinate represents z0(p, t0) via the map r = g(z0(p, t0))/g(1)
with g(x) = {1 + tanh[log(x2

d/2)/6]}. The trajectories extend up to |p| = 4d. The chosen cyclic permutation
in both cases is the sorted DFT cyclic permutation. This figure anticipates the ergodicity of Wigner-Dyson
level statistics and non-ergodicity of Poisson level statistics (Sec. 4). The central region z0(p, t0) = O(d

−1/2)
of Haar-random persistence again corresponds to nearly all of the Haar volume of Σd by canonical typi-
cality [16, 17], and is where the trajectory typically remains for long times with the exception of occasional
recurrences near the boundary. See Fig. 6 for a different depiction of similar data.
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4 Cyclic permutations for systems with typical rigid spectra

Sec. 3.3.2 identified a connection between a Gaussian time-dependence of the persistence of DFT
cyclic permutations, and the spectral rigidity of Wigner-Dyson ensembles. In this section, we
expand on this connection by considering the development of states in the C-basis over time,
motivating a Gaussian estimate for the typical time dependence of persistence amplitudes. This
Gaussian estimate is used to derive direct constraints on the error from level statistics, based on
the SFF of the system. We also show in detail that ergodic and aperiodic systems with a nearly
exact Gaussian persistence amplitude must have a spectral rigidity equal to any weighted average
of the three circular ensembles: COE, CUE and CSE. This conclusion is supported with numerical
results for individual realizations of these ensembles.

4.1 Periodic and random parts of time evolution

For a cyclic permutation C with cycling operator ÛC that commutes with ÛH (i.e. a cyclic per-
mutation of a DFT basis), the p-step persistence probability is given by the normalized SFF of the
error unitary Û∆ = Û−1

C ÛH(t0) (as noted before Eq. (23)):

|z(p; t0)|
2 =

∣∣∣∣ 1d Tr
[
Û
p
∆

]∣∣∣∣2 . (27)

To study the development of the persistence over time, it is convenient to write a general expres-
sion for Ûp∆ in terms of the p-step errors εC(p; t0). On account of [Û∆, ÛC] = 0, we have

Û
p
∆ =

[(√
1 − εC(p; t0)

)
1̂+

(√
εC(p; t0)

) d−1∑
m=1

νm(p)ÛmC

]
e
iφ∆(p), (28)

for some phases φ∆(p) and complex error coefficients νm(p). Unitarity Û†∆Û∆ = 1̂ translates to
nonlinear constraints on the νm(p):

d−1∑
m=1

|νm(p)|2 = 1, (29)

νm(p) + ν∗−m(p) = −gp

d−1∑
k=1

ν
∗
k(p)νk+m(p), form 6= 0, (30)

where ν0(p) ≡ 0, and gp ≡
√
εC(p, t0)/[1 − εC(p, t0)].

As a matter of nomenclature, we call the first term proportional to 1̂ in Eq. (28) the “periodic
part”, and the remaining terms involving ÛmC (orthogonal to the periodic part) the “random part”,
of time evolution. This is because the former becomes a term proportional to ÛpC in ÛH(pt0), while
we expect the νm(p) to generally (but not necessarily) look “random”. In fact, (a subset of) the
νm(p) are directly related to the SFF of ÛH(pt0) within the subspace Σd, via:

K(pt0) =

∣∣∣∣ 1d Tr
[
ÛH(pt0)

]∣∣∣∣2 = εC(p; t0)|ν−p(p)|
2, (31)

and the expectation of randomness in the νm(p) reflects the randomness in the SFF [37, 41, 69]
(more precisely, particularly in the phases of Tr[ÛH(t)]). Additionally, K(pt0) serves as a (rather
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weak) lower bound for the p step errors. In particular, εC(p; t0) = O(1) if K(pt0) = O(1), establish-
ing the impossibility of finding cyclic permutations that are reasonably close to ÛH(t0), when t0 is
in the early time slope regime of the SFF. To refine this bound, we will need a generic expression
for the time dependence of εC(p; t0), derived in the following subsection.

4.2 Gaussian estimate for persistence amplitudes

Using Eq. (28), one can readily express the persistence at arbitrary time p in terms of the 1-step
parameters εC(1; t0) and νm(1). The resulting expression involves a complicated multinomial
expansion in the νm(1) (with

(
p
s

)
representing binomial coefficients),

Û
p
∆e

−ipφ∆(1) = (1 − εC(1, t0))
p/2

p∑
s=0

(
p

s

)
g
s
1

∑
m1,...,ms

νm1
(1) . . .νms

(1)Ûm1+...+ms

C , (32)

which is hard to extract general predictions out of. To simplify the expression, we invoke a heuris-
tic argument relying on the expected randomness of the νm.

Specifically, we assume that the νm(1) are well described by an ensemble of complex numbers
with fixed magnitudes and random phases, subject to the constraints Eq. (29) and Eq. (30). Further,
if one neglects O(

√
εC(p; t0)) corrections to the νm, Eq. (30) essentially becomes

νm(p) ≈ −ν∗−m(p). (33)

Thus, pairings of νm(1) and ν−m(1) in Eq. (32) have a definite phase and generate contributions
that potentially interfere constructively, while the remaining random terms add out of phase. This
suggests following a strategy similar to methods based on the pairing of closed Feynman paths in
studies of generic semiclassical [7, 28, 30, 31, 70] and quantum [37, 71] chaotic systems: we evalu-
ate the contribution from terms dominated by pairings of νm(1) and ν−m(1) with at most one free
νmk

(1), assuming (with no proof beyond the above argument) that the remaining terms are negli-
gible. As is common with these methods, other contributions would eventually dominate at large
enough times, when εC(p; t0) is sufficiently large and νm(p) is sufficiently random, invalidating
Eq. (33) for such p.

The assumed dominance of paired error coefficients can be used to derive a general form of
Û
p
∆ for small p, and from there an estimate for z(p; t0) using a recurrence relation; this is detailed

in Appendix C, with numerical evidence for error coefficient pairing. For εC(1, t0) � 1 and p �
1/
√
εC(1, t0), the general form is

Û
p
∆e

−ipφ∆(1) ≈ z(p, t0)√
1 − εC(1, t0)

[√
1 − εC(1, t0)1̂+ p

√
εC(1, t0)

d−1∑
r=1

νr(1)Û
r
C

]
. (34)

In other words, time evolution for small p simply manifests as a relative growth of the random
part in comparison to the periodic part, up to an overall phase. This gives a simple Gaussian
expression for the persistence amplitude (in the same regime of small error and time):

z(p, t0) ≈ exp
[
−

1
2

εC(1, t0)

1 − εC(1, t0)
p

2 −
1
2
εC(1, t0)|p|

]
. (35)

The second (linear) term in the exponent is negligible until |p| ∼ 1/εC(1, t0), and we will simply
drop it in further calculations. The Gaussian follows the sinusoidal lower bound in Eq. (23) rather
closely, suggesting that typical cyclic permutations are surprisingly close to saturating the lower
bound. In other words, Ûp∆ remains close to a 2D rotation in Hilbert space, until a time p ∼

1/
√
εC(1, t0) when the cyclic permutation develops a large (∼ 1) error.
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4.3 Spectral rigidity for Gaussian persistence amplitudes

4.3.1 The spectral form factor determines the minimum error for a system

Now we are in a position to quantitatively analyze the connection between familiar measures of
spectral rigidity and the persistence of cyclic permutations. The 1-step error coefficients νm(1) can
be related to the SFF K(pt0) in the p� 1/

√
εC(1, t0) regime, using Eqs. (28), (31) and (34):

|ν−p(1)|
2 ≈ 1 − εC(1, t0)

z
2(p, t0)εC(1, t0)

K(pt0)

p
2 . (36)

Summing over p = −p to p excluding 0, the left hand side can be at most 1 on account of the
normalization constraint, Eq. (29). Expanding z2(p, t0) = 1 −O(εC(1, t0)p

2) and using K(t) =
K(−t), we get

p∑
p=1

K(pt0)

{
1

p
2 +O[εC(1, t0)]

}
/

εC(1, t0)

2(1 − εC(1, t0))
. (37)

Every term on the left hand side is positive. Considering only the first term and choosing the
largest possible p for which the second term is negligible, then, gives a reasonably restrictive
lower bound on εC(1, t0). Correspondingly, we take p = 1/(M

√
εC(1, t0)) whereM is some large

number satisfyingM = O(1) > 1.
We can derive more explicit bounds from Eq. (37) for specific cases. As sums of the SFF over

time are self-averaging [37], we replace K(pt0) with a smooth power law expression K(t) = λt
γ

for t0 6 t � t0d, γ > 0, and with λ � 1, which accounts for the behavior of a wide variety of
systems2. Evaluating the sum in Eq. (37) for this power law (Appendix C.3) gives the following
constraints on the error:

εC(1, t0) '



2λtγ0 ζ(2 − γ), for 0 6 γ < 1,

λt
γ
0 ln

1
λ

, for γ = 1,[
2λtγ0

γ− 1

M
γ−1

] 2
γ+1

, for γ > 1,

(38)

where ζ(z) is the Riemann zeta function.
Now we consider the most important (i.e. typical) cases of practical interest. Poisson statis-

tics [7] corresponds to λ = d−1 and γ = 0, for which we obtain

εC(1, t0)|Poisson '
π

2

3d
. (39)

Together with the conditions for Eq. (17), this implies that every (DFT and non-DFT) cyclic per-
mutation for a system with Poisson level statistics has εC(1, t0) > (2/d). On the other hand, the
circular Wigner-Dyson ensembles [7, 8] have γ = 1 and λ = 2/(βd2) with β = 1, 2, 4 for COE,
CUE, CSE respectively. With t0 = 1 (= 2πΩ/d), the error satisfies

εC(1, 1)|Wigner-Dyson '
4

βd
2 lnd, with β ∈ {1, 2, 4}. (40)

2In the following sense: γ = 0 and λ = d−1 corresponds to generic integrable systems with Poisson statistics [7, 22];
γ = 1 and λ > O(d−2) corresponds to generic chaotic systems when λ = O(d−2) [7, 8], and those with macroscopic
conserved quantities for larger magnitudes of λ [72, 73]; integer γ > 1 with λ = O(d−2) corresponds to tensor products
of γ independent chaotic systems, as well as the γ-particle sectors of single-particle chaotic systems with λ = O(γ!d−2)
(for large d), in which the many-particle SFF shows an exponential ramp [42, 45, 46].
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These relations encode the following property: any system admits cyclic permutations with large
error, but only sufficiently rigid spectra can admit cyclic permutations with small error, quantify-
ing the discussion in Sec. 3.3.2. For instance, if a system is known to have a cyclic permutation
with error smaller than (2/d), we can rule out Poisson statistics for that system.

4.3.2 Spectral rigidity for ergodic, aperiodic systems with exact Gaussianity

From the viewpoint of the Gaussian estimate, an idealized situation is when the persistence ampli-
tude z(p; t0) remains exactly Gaussian as it decays all the way through to the random state (order
of magnitude) value z(p; t0) ∼ O(d

−1/2). Writing g2
1 = εC(1, t0)/[1 − εC(1, t0)], we can solve for g1

corresponding to ergodic or quasiperiodic evolution by imposing:

exp

[
−

1

2α2g
2
1d

2
]
> cd−1/2, (41)

where α = 2 for ergodicity and α = 1 for quasiperiodicity (from Eqs. (9), (11)), while c is some
O(1) positive constant. From Eq. (25), we also obtain a Gaussian distribution for mode fluctuations
given some g1 (assuming that the DFT cyclic permutation under discussion corresponds to a level
permutation function q),

f(∆; t0,q) =
1√

2πσ2
∆

exp

[
−

1

2σ2
∆

∆
2

]
, (42)

with variance σ2
∆ = g2

1d
2
/(4π2). Requiring ergodicity and aperiodicity therefore gives:

σ
2
∆ =

α
2

4π2 lnd+O(1), with α ∈ [1, 2]. (43)

This amounts to a derivation of Eq. (26).
The logarithmic growth of the variance of mode fluctuations with the dimension d of the

energy subspace is a direct consequence of the Gaussianity of the persistence. In less idealized
situations, it is possible to have a non-Gaussian tail in Eq. (35), for p & 1/

√
εC(1, t0), even if

the Gaussian estimate holds for smaller times. It is worth noting that non-Gaussian tails at long
times would show up as non-Gaussianities near ∆ ≈ 0 in the mode fluctuation distribution; such
deviations from Gaussianity are largely determined by the complicated correlations between the
errors νm, partly encoded in the fluctuations of the SFF K(pt0). The main takeaway here is instead
the extremely specific numerical range α ∈ [1, 2], of the coefficient multiplying the logarithm,
demanded by ergodicity and aperiodicity. For non-Gaussian tails, one would have a similarly
specific range of some other parameter.

4.4 Cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity for Wigner-Dyson random matrices

For Wigner-Dyson random matrix ensembles as well as individual systems with Wigner-Dyson
(local) level statistics, it is convenient to choose Σd to be an energy shell spanned by d consecutive
energy levels. There is numerical evidence that the mode fluctuation distribution is Gaussian [33,
55, 56] (as well as analytical evidence for a related measure, number fluctuations [74]) especially
near ∆ ≈ 0, suggestive of an idealized Gaussian persistence. In Refs. [67, 68], the leading behavior
of the variance σ2

∆ (there called ∆∗) for these ensembles has been shown to be equal to that of
the (spectrum or ensemble averaged) spectral rigidity parameter ∆3(d) [8, 28, 75] — measuring
the variance of the “spectral staircase” around a best fit straight line — when t0 is chosen to be
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the slope of the straight line and q the sorting permutation. Moreover, ∆3(d) can be calculated
exactly [8, 28, 70] from the ensemble-averaged SFF K(t) within the energy subspace.

In fact, the leading contribution for large d comes only from the early time linear ramp region,
given by K(t) ≈ t/(βπΩd) with β = 1, 2, 4 respectively for COE, CUE and CSE (much like in the
derivation of Eq. (40)). The result is a logarithmic dependence of σ2

∆ on d to leading order (for
t0 = 1 and q being the sorting permutation),

σ
2
∆

∣∣∣
Wigner-Dyson

=
1

βπ
2 lnd+O(1), with β ∈ {1, 2, 4}. (44)

This precisely corresponds (via σ2
∆ = g

2
1d

2
/(4π2) ) to an error that saturates the lower bound in

Eq. (40), providing an important sanity check. Comparing this with Eq. (43) (cf. Eq. (26)), we
see that the Wigner-Dyson ensembles span exactly the range of allowed coefficients for ergodic,
aperiodic systems with a Gaussian persistence. CUE is well within this range, whereas COE is at
the upper bound and barely ergodic while CSE is at the lower bound and barely aperiodic (here,
it is worth noting that the CSE variance is for one non-degenerate half of the spectrum [7, 8]).

In generic quantized classically chaotic systems, Eq. (44) only holds for an energy shell with
d small enough to avoid longer range nonuniversal correlations between far apart energies [28,
70], such as a varying density of states (with no unfolding). In particular, the ergodicity and ape-
riodicity of systems that show Wigner-Dyson level statistics only applies in a regime that avoids
non-universal spectral rigidity saturation effects [28, 33, 56, 70]. From a dynamical standpoint,
this is to be expected — such systems are typically ergodic only in infinitely thin energy shells (in
the classical limit) and not over phase space volumes covering a wide range of energies.

It remains to be verified that the mode fluctuation distribution in random matrix ensembles
is indeed well approximated by a Gaussian all the way until the persistence decays to O(d−1/2),
so that the identification between Eq. (44) and Eq. (43) can be made with some confidence. We
provide numerical support for this statement in Fig. 6 for d = 2048. While we do not treat small
deviations from Gaussianity here, it seems reasonable to conclude that a similar identification
would hold even for a range of such deviations that do not significantly affect the time when the
persistence reaches O(d−1/2).

5 Mixed states and the classical limit

Cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity have been defined in Eqs. (9) and (11) for a general quantum
system, irrespective of the existence of a reasonable classical limit. While these definitions are
already very similar-looking to the corresponding classical ones (Eqs. (4) and (5)), it is desirable to
establish the connection at a somewhat more concrete level. This is the aim of the present section.

Without a clearly defined general procedure for the classical limit, some parts of our argument
are necessarily heuristic (but can be motivated e.g. using Wigner quasiprobabilities [10, 70, 76]).
We state the heuristic parts in Sec. 5.1 as a direct correspondence between phase space regions
and mixed states. In addition, we motivate the existence of orthonormal bases that resemble
coordinates in a phase space region, mixed states in which can presumably be identified with
classical cyclic permutations.

Independent of such heuristic assumptions, we attempt to mathematically connect mixed
state cyclic permutations to spectral rigidity by constructing a corresponding pure state cyclic
permutation. We find that there is an unavoidable ambiguity in this procedure at the level consid-
ered here, that may require further information to resolve. Ignoring this ambiguity, for the time
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Figure 6: Numerical support for ergodicity and aperiodicity of realizations of Wigner-Dyson random ma-
trix ensembles, for d = 2048, t0 = 1 and q being the sorting permutation. Level spacing [7] data depicts
the closeness of the realization to an ideal Wigner-Dyson distribution. Persistence is plotted (in red) in
terms of persistence probabilities z2(p, t0). The lower bound (“Bound”, green) of Eq. (23) is satisfied, and
good agreement is seen with the Gaussian estimate (“Gaussian”, blue) of Eq. (35) including the tail at long
times; both are calculated based on the numerical value of εC(1, t0) for the realization. The Poisson persis-
tence probability fluctuations (for a sorted distribution of an uncorrelated distribution of points in the same
range of energies/eigenphases; in gray) are included to provide a visual reference for the range of persis-
tence probabilities that should be considered O(d−1) for random states, while simultaneously confirming
the non-ergodicity of Poisson statistics. The time scales when the random matrix persistence amplitudes
reach O(d−1) are consistent with p = d/2 for COE, p = d/

√
2 for CUE and p = d for CSE as predicted by

Eqs. (41), (43) and (44).

being, allows us to (again, heuristically) construct a pure state cyclic permutation corresponding
to a classical cyclic permutation in phase space.

Finally, we consider the level statistics of a (quantized) irrational flow on a 2D Kolmogorov-
Arnold-Moser (KAM) torus, a classically ergodic dynamical system that possesses no periodic
orbits. We find numerically that it shows level repulsion inconsistent with random matrix pre-
dictions (echoing previous numerical results by Berry and Tabor [22] for the closely related 2D
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harmonic oscillator); at the same time, it admits an ergodic pure state cyclic permutation. The
error of this permutation is consistent with restrictions obtained from the arguments involving
mixed states. This result, together with those of Sec. 4.4, suggests a wider applicability of cyclic
permutations than random matrix theory in the study of quantum ergodicity.

5.1 Summary of classical limit heuristics

The assumed correspondence between mixed states and the classical limit is as follows:

1. Every classical phase space region A of measure µ(A)� 1/d can be represented by a mixed
state ρ̂A with equal eigenvalues, with

µ(A) ≈ 1

dTr(ρ̂2
A)

. (45)

2. Given two regions A and B, the measure of their intersection is proportional to the overlap
of the corresponding mixed states:

µ(A∩B)
µ(A)µ(B)

≈ dTr(ρ̂Aρ̂B). (46)

We emphasize that there is no reason to assume the converse - not every mixed state looks like
a simple phase space region in the classical limit. The use of approximate equalities here rep-
resents the unavoidable ambiguity in quantizing a classical system (where any corrections that
vanish as d→∞ are allowed). Loosely speaking, Eqs. (45) and (46) follow from considering each
mixed state to be an (equal) ensemble of a subset of orthogonal pure states, where each pure state
has a fixed phase space volume (in accordance with Weyl’s law for the density of states [7]). In
Appendix D.1, we discuss an alternate argument based on Wigner quasiprobability functions.

One can then identify the pure state cyclic permutations of Sec. 3.1 as a limiting case of clas-
sical cyclic permutations, when n = d. The error εC(t0) (Eq. (22)), however, corresponds to the
maximum of nµ(Ck4Ck+1) rather than the average as for εC(t0) (Eq. (3)). Assuming the two are
approximately equal (as for a DFT basis), it follows that any classical system with εC(t0) < (2/n)
(a sufficient condition for cyclic ergodicity), if quantized to make the naïve n→ d limit admissible,
has a more rigid spectrum than Poisson statistics by Eq. (39).

An additional link to the classical limit that is useful to consider is a phase space basis, which
can be loosely thought of as orthogonal minimum uncertainty (i.e. low eccentricity) wavepackets
on a thin classical energy shell. More precisely, let B(n) = {Bk(n)}

n−1
k=0 be a partitioning of the

classical phase space P into µ-disjoint closed sets of nonzero measure. Define an n → ∞ limiting
procedure such that any Bk(n+ 1) is completely contained in some Bj(n), and µ(Bk(n→∞)) = 0
(e.g. nested cyclic permutations). One can formally define “phase space observables” A[Bk(n)]
that take distinct values on each Bk(n) and have a well defined n → ∞ limit, such as a coarse
graining of the set of coordinates on P. The standard procedure of quantization (e.g. the postulates
in Ref. [77]) associates an orthonormal basis of eigenstates CB = {|Bk〉}

d−1
k=0 (i.e. a phase space basis)

spanning some HB ⊆ H with projective measurements of such an observable.
The importance of such observables is that their classical evolution is first order in time, given

by Liouville’s equation [78, 79] with the initial phase space distribution being a delta function.
Correspondingly, one would expect the quantum time evolution in such a basis to be relatively
non-dispersive, and one mixed state in this basis would evolve into another in the same basis (at
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least over short times [80, 81]; see also Sec. 6.1). This allows a potential mapping of classical cyclic
permutations to mixed states (only) in such a basis; see Appendix D.2 for a simple example3.

For a purely quantum system without a known classical limit, the main content of these as-
sumptions is that the purity and overlap of (degenerate) mixed states are quantities of reasonable
interest, which allow natural extensions of pure state cyclic permutations to mixed states. Purities
and overlaps also have a direct relevance to quantum thermalization e.g. from the viewpoint of
the eigenstate thermalization hypothesis [14, 15, 52, 71, 82].

5.2 Mixed state cyclic permutations for quantum dynamics

In this section, we attempt to formalize the study of n-element mixed state cyclic permutations,
looking for connections to spectral rigidity, prior to the n → d pure state limit (where the con-
nection can be readily made according to the results in Secs. 3 and 4). We find that significant
additional structure than what we have assumed here is necessary to investigate spectral rigidity
directly for n < d.

To define an n-element mixed state cyclic permutation, we partition the energy subspace into
n orthogonal subspaces of roughly equal dimension:

Σd =

n−1⊕
k=0

Σ(k), such that dim(Σ(n)) ∈
{⌈
d

n

⌉
− 1,

⌈
d

n

⌉}
, (47)

where dxe denotes the smallest integer larger than x. The unequal dimensions of the Σ(k) intro-
duces complications in defining a cycling procedure. To avoid tedium, we expand the Hilbert
space to Σdn = Σd ⊕ Σaux of dimension dn = nd(d/n)e, with expanded subspaces Σ(k) ⊇ Σ(k) of
equal dimension d(d/n)e = dn/n (i.e. each having at most one added dimension). Correspond-
ingly, ÛH(t) is also to be expanded so that it acts as before on Σd while each expanded dimension
is an eigenstate: ÛH(t)(Σ(k)∩ Σaux) = (Σ(k)∩ Σaux).

Now, we can introduce mixed states ρ̂[Σ(k)] that represent normalized (unit trace) projection
operators onto Σ(k). We say that S = {Σ(k)}n−1

k=0 forms a mixed state cyclic permutation that
approximates ÛH(tm) at some time tm, with 1-step persistence probabilities

Zk(1, tm) =
dn

n
2 Tr
{
ÛH(tm) ρ̂[Σ(k)] Û†H(tm) ρ̂[Σ(k+ 1)]

}
. (48)

By the discussion in Sec. 5.1 (specifically, Eq. (46)), these are mixed state analogues of the classical
measure of the intersection µ(Ck ∩Ck+1) for an n-element cyclic permutation. Consequently, the
classical error associated with the cyclic permutation is

εC(tm) =
∑
k

(1 −Zk(1, tm)). (49)

Given this setup, the following statement is proved in Appendix E.

Theorem 5.1 (Pure state cyclic permutations from mixed states). There exists a pure state cyclic
permutation C(S), that approximates the modified time evolution operator ÛH(tm)ÛΣ with persistence

3As a simple example of the lack of such a mapping in other bases, classical motion in the coordinate variables (for
Hamiltonians quadratic in the momenta) is second order and one cannot define classical cyclic permutations in these
variables alone; correspondingly, diagonal mixed states in the coordinate variables would instantly spread [77] over
the entire range of positions, which is not close to any other diagonal mixed state in the basis.
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amplitudes zk(1, tm) = 〈Ck+1|ÛH(tm)ÛΣ|Ck〉 such that

1
d

d−1∑
k=0

zk(1, tm) >
n−1∑
j=0

1
d

(⌊
dnZj(1, tm)

⌋
+
√
dnZj(1, tm) −

⌊
dnZj(1, tm)

⌋)
, (50)

for several choices of ÛΣ each leaving the original partition invariant: ÛΣΣ(k) = Σ(k). Here bxc represents
the greatest integer smaller than x.

The most significant takeaway from the above statement is that given just the persistence
probabilities of Eq. (48), there is no way to further restrict ÛΣ beyond leaving the Σ(k) invariant,
preventing us from making direct statements about the spectral rigidity of ÛH. The one exception
is the special case n = d (when we already have a pure state cyclic permutation), for which any
choice of ÛΣ merely amounts to altering the phases of the |Ck〉— practically equivalent to setting
ÛΣ = 1̂.

In general, one would have much more information about a system than just a single mixed
state cyclic permutation (e.g. a family of such permutations with different values of n). We antic-
ipate that such additional information could help narrow down ÛΣ ≈ 1̂ as an admissible choice
(most likely with some error terms, as Eq. (50) requires a rather fine-tuned specification of ÛΣ).
An alternative is that one would actually need a mixed state cyclic permutation to explicitly go
over into its pure state version with precisely n = d (or with an appropriate accounting of symme-
try sectors), for cyclic ergodicity to be reflected in spectral rigidity. This is something that merits
further investigation, and is outside the scope of the present work.

For now, we merely note that if there is some reason to set ÛΣ ≈ 1̂, then one can heuristically
constrain spectral rigidity using Eq. (50) together with a quadratic estimate εC(p, t0) ≈ p

2
εC(1, t0)

(consistent with both the sinusoidal lower bound of Sec. 3 and the Gaussian estimate of Sec. 4
when εC(p, t0) � 1). This requires assuming that C(S) is the [p = (tm/t0)]-th power of a pure
state cyclic permutation C(t0) defined at t0 = 2πΩ/d (the inverse width of some energy shell with
density of statesΩ). Then, by Eqs. (50) and (49),

εC

(
1, t0 =

2πΩ
d

)
.

4π2
Ω

2

t
2
md

2 εC(tm). (51)

As per Sec. 3.3.2, this restricts the width of the mode fluctuation distribution, leading to more rigid
spectra for smaller classical errors εC(tm).

5.3 Spectral rigidity of an ergodic flow on a KAM torus

A simple system that can be tuned to show different behaviors is a KAM torus with a linear flow,
which occur as invariant subsets in the phase space of integrable systems [5, 7, 78]. The Hamilto-
nian of a 2D KAM torus is given by

H = J ·ω = Jxωx + Jyωy, (52)

with angle variables θ = (θx, θy) ∈ [0, 2π)2 conjugate to the action variables J = (Jx, Jy). The
equation of motion of the linear flow is dθ(t)/dt =ω.

The ergodicity of this system on the 2D phase space PJ = {(θx, θy)} with fixed J is character-
ized [1, 2] by the ratio α = ωy/ωx. When α is irrational, the dynamics is ergodic on this phase
space; but when α is rational, PJ decomposes into an infinite number of invariant ergodic and
periodic subsets, which share the same period. In both cases, there is no mixing.
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We call the system of Eq. (52) a KAM torus to emphasize its difference from a free particle
moving on a torus. The latter is never ergodic in its phase space, but possibly (depending on initial
conditions) merely visits all points among its position coordinates with conserved momentum.
The Hamiltonian of the free particle is quadratic in J rather than linear, and its level statistics has
been found to be Poissonian [83, 84] (see also Ref. [56] for its mode fluctuations) in accordance
with the Berry-Tabor conjecture [22] for integrable systems.

The quantization of the KAM torus of Eq. (52) entails the restriction Jx, Jy ∈ Z. This also leads
to an infinite density of energy levels, and we need an additional ultraviolet (UV) restriction of the
domain at large J to obtain a finite number of levels. It is convenient to choose boundaries along
lines parallel and perpendicular toω, i.e.

J ∈ Z
2 ∩ {(Jx, Jy) : |Jxωx + Jyωy| < L1, |Jxωy − Jyωx| < L2}. (53)

This corresponds to an energy window of width ≈ 2L1, with mean density of levels Ω ≈ 2L2. If
there are d levels in the window and L1 = O(L2), we haveΩ = O(

√
d).

5.3.1 Cyclic permutations on the torus

Cyclic permutations that approximate a large class of time evolution operators on the 2D torus,
including nonlinear flows, have been studied in great detail [2, 54, 85]. For our purposes, we need
a much simpler construction that can be explicitly achieved for the linear flow.

Based on a result in Ref. [86] pertaining to irrational rotations, a classical n-element cyclic
permutation is constructed for the 2D torus in Appendix F.1, with the following error for almost
all irrational α:

εC

(
tm = O(ωn−1/2)

)
< O(n−3/2). (54)

If we directly set n = d, we have tm = O(Ω/d) and the right hand side becomes O(d−3/2).
Alternatively, we can identify the cyclic permutation with mixed states diagonal in the θ basis4

(for n� d) and take the n→ d limit in accordance with the estimate of Eq. (51). In both cases, we
obtain a pure state cyclic permutation for the torus with

εC(1, t0) < O(d
−3/2), (55)

where t0 = 2πΩ/d, corresponding to mode fluctuations. This suggests that the quantized linear
flow on the KAM torus has significantly higher spectral rigidity than Poisson statistics (on account
of Eq. (39)), for almost all irrational values of α.

5.3.2 Numerical study of level statistics

To observe direct quantum signatures of possible cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity, we should
look at the persistence of a suitably chosen cyclic permutation (as per Eq. (9)) and the SFF (Eq. (11)).
Other indicators include the bound of Eq. (23) on the persistence based on the error at t0, and the
distribution of mode fluctuations f(∆) in Eq. (25). Comparison with random matrix level statistics
can be done with the spacing probability distribution P(S) of neighboring levels, normalized to
unit mean level spacing [7, 8]. Numerical results for these quantities are presented in Figs. 7 and 8
for an irrational (α =

√
2) and rational (α = 2) ratio respectively, with approximately 2000 levels in

4Noting that the linearity of the Hamiltonian Eq. (52) in J is crucial to prevent the fast dispersion of narrow
wavepackets in the θ basis, for heuristically identifying the classical cyclic permutation with mixed states.
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each energy subspace. The results are consistent with cyclic ergodicity and quasi-periodicity with
εC(1, t0) ∼ O(d

−2) (up to small corrections that may only be visible for larger d) for the irrational
case, and nonergodicity for the rational case.

In fact, Fig. 7e, in particular, indicates that εC ≈ π
2
/d

2 — which is the largest value of the
error for which the bound of Eq. (15) guarantees cyclic ergodicity. Additionally, a slightly faster
decay than the Gaussian estimate is seen at late times in Figs. 7d, 7e compared to Fig. 6 (perhaps
most visible in Fig. 7d). But one should be careful not to rule out e.g. slowly changing logarithmic
factors, which may become significant only at much larger d. Some additional visualizations and
discussion of the numerical data are presented in Appendix F.2.

A couple of additional remarks are pertinent. The 2D harmonic oscillator is a related system
with the restriction Jx, Jy > 0 that has a finite but nonuniform density of levels at any finite en-
ergy. Its level statistics has been studied in Ref. [22], which sees level repulsion after unfolding
the nonuniform density, but seemingly not in any random matrix universality class — paralleling
what we see for the 2D KAM torus. The central conjecture of Ref. [22] is, however, that typical
integrable systems have Poisson level statistics. This holds in spite of the rigid spectrum of each
invariant torus, as typical integrable systems are collections of several tori with uncorrelated fre-
quencies5, whose combination has enhanced spectral fluctuations and low spectral rigidity (anal-
ogous to the situation in Refs. [47, 73]).

These results suggest that the criteria based on cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity of cyclic
permutations, may apply more generally as a quantum version of classical ergodicity than a com-
parison with random matrix level statistics, including in systems such as the 2D KAM torus that
have been considered exceptions to the latter [22].

6 Discussion

Identifying ergodicity with the persistence of cyclic permutations in Hilbert space — which is
strongly suggested by the results of Secs. 3, 4 and 5 — unavoidably leads us to the conclusion
that every ergodic energy subspace in an arbitrary quantum system (with unitary time evolu-
tion) admits structures resembling motion in a classical phase space. In particular, an ergodic
pure state cyclic permutation resembles a discretization of first-order time evolution in an ergodic
region of phase space, over (at least) the long Heisenberg time scale tH = 2πΩ(Σd) (we take
t0 = 2πΩ(Σd)/d with Σd being a shell of consecutive, sorted energy levels throughout this sec-
tion). Even after the persistence has decayed to the random value O(d−1/2) in some basis, one
can transform to a different basis (typically with the same cycling operator e.g. one among the
family of DFT bases with different phases in Eq. (19) for optimal cyclic permutations) in which the
persistence is again large for a similarly long time.

To determine whether this resemblance between ergodic (quantum) cyclic permutations and
ergodic phase space regions can be taken more seriously requires much stronger results on mixed
states in the classical limit; however, we have argued in Sec. 5 that tentatively making this iden-
tification allows one to make heuristic spectral rigidity arguments that seem consistent with nu-
merical results for linear flows on a KAM torus. Such arguments are made easier by the fact that
these tori occur in integrable systems where action-angle variables associated with ergodic sectors
are explicitly known, and are likely to be more challenging for genuinely chaotic systems. It also

5This is related to the nonzero curvature of constant energy surfaces assumed for typical integrable systems in
Ref. [22]; the normal vector at each point on the energy surfaces determines the ratio of frequencies of the corresponding
torus.

25



-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

-30

-20

-10

0

10

20

30

Jx

J y

(a) Energy levels in (Jx, Jy)
space

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
S0

1

2

3

4

5

P(S)

(b) Torus level spacings

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
Δ0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

f(Δ)

(c) Torus mode fluctua-
tions

Bound

Gaussian

Exact

d/2 d
p0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

z2(p,t0)

(d) Torus persistence (lin-
ear)

Bound

Gaussian

Exact

d/2 d 2d
p

1

d-1/2

d-1

z2(p,t0)

(e) Torus persistence (log-
linear)

SFF

d/2 d 2d
p

1

d-1/2

d-1

K(pt0)

(f) Torus SFF (log-linear)

Figure 7: Plots for the 2D KAM torus with irrational α =
√

2; ωx = 1, ωy =
√

2, L1 = L2 = 40; these
correspond to d = 2133. (b) The neighboring level spacing probability distribution is seen to fall outside the
random matrix universality classes (cf. Fig. 6). (c) The width of f(∆) remains close to O(1) (up to possible
corrections at larger d). (d,e) The persistence function shows cyclic ergodicity, and is close to the lower
bound (Eq. (23)) and the Gaussian estimate (Eq. (35)) at early times; it continues to follow the Gaussian
estimate at late times, but appears to deviate a little more than for the Wigner-Dyson ensembles (Fig. 6). (f)
The SFF indicates that the system is quasiperiodic (cf. Eq. (21)), ruling out mixing at t ∼ O(d). These are
consistent with the classical system being erogdic and not mixing.

appears likely that it is typically a DFT cyclic permutation that corresponds to an ergodic phase
space region; in addition to its optimality, all energy eigenstates in the subspace have a uniform
magnitude (ignoring phases) of coefficients in a DFT basis, echoing classical results [3] on the
constant magnitude of eigenfunctions of UT in an ergodic region (cf. Sec. 2.1).

Given the near-universality (with respect to the Haar measure on the space of time evolution
operators) of Wigner-Dyson spectral rigidity [7, 8] and the results of Sec. 4, it follows that almost
any randomly chosen quantum system is guaranteed to have this cyclic permutation structure
up to a time of at least tH/2. However, it is not clear if this structure is easily accessible from
physically observable or local bases in which one might traditionally write the Hamiltonian of the
system, an ambiguity also present in the statement of ETH [13–15, 87].

Irrespective of this ambiguity, we can ask about the interplay of cyclic ergodicity and ape-
riodicity on the one hand, and quantum thermalization in the sense of random states (including
ETH) on the other, when viewed in an ergodic cyclic permutation basis. These considerations
are well-defined for any such basis, but acquire further physical relevance if we assume that one
such basis represents the classical phase space (e.g. an ergodic cyclic permutation representing
an ergodic subset of the classical phase space). In the remainder of this section, we explore some
insights that may be gained from such considerations, which may offer clues to a more rigorous
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Figure 8: Plots for the 2D KAM torus with rational α = 2;ωx = 1,ωy = 2, L1 = L2 = 50; these correspond
to d = 1961. (b) The neighboring level spacings are seen to be equal but with a high degree of degeneracy. (c)
The width of f(∆) is� O(1) (as the degeneracy increases with L2). (d,e) The persistence function remains
close to the lower bound (Eq. (23)) and Gaussian estimate (Eq. (35)) at early times, and is not ergodic; it
also shows periodic revivals. (f) The SFF is periodic. These are consistent with the classical system being
non-ergodic and periodic.

study of thermalization.

6.1 Thermalization time scales, and a late-time ergodic hierarchy

In general, quantum thermalization depends on both the initial state and the choice of basis in
reference to which the randomness of the state is identified [13]. When either is randomly chosen
in the Hilbert space of an energy shell (of d levels and density of statesΩ), quantum thermalization
occurs extremely fast over the time scale t0 ∼ 2πΩ/d, irrespective of whether the underlying
system is considered chaotic or integrable [88]. To see a difference between systems with different
dynamical properties, one would have to choose one of the (relatively rare) physically meaningful
bases.

One such basis is what is usually considered the “local” basis [89], in which the Hamiltonian
(or Floquet unitary) of the system is easily expressed in terms of a few variables (presumably, with
second-order time evolution in some classical or thermodynamic limit). It has been seen in several
cases e.g. [36, 38, 48, 90] that correlation functions thermalize rapidly for chaotic systems in such
a basis. However, local basis states usually involve superpositions of the entire energy spectrum,
due to which all such scrambling [36] phenomena occur prior to the Thouless time (≈ t0 in our
case), while it is only after this time that dynamics within energy shells with a uniform density
of states comes into play [36, 50, 73]. In particular, the effect of spectral rigidity (such as Wigner-
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Dyson level statistics) and cyclic ergodicity is negligible at these times.
To see the direct impact of spectral rigidity, we consider bases C corresponding to cyclic per-

mutations of low error. A basis state for any ergodic cyclic permutation, by definition (Eq. (9)),
cannot evolve into a random state until a time t0d/2 = tH/2 (as verified in Figs. 6 and 7). This
rules out quantum thermalization in such a basis until the time tH/2. Moreover, for non-ergodic
permutations, the persistence decays to the random value much faster, allowing a significantly
earlier onset of quantum thermalization. Thus, contrary to what one might expect from local ba-
sis dynamics prior to t0, quantum thermalization in the C basis is slower for ergodic (including
chaotic) systems and faster for non-ergodic (integrable) systems6.

It is also worth noting that over times t with t0 < t � 1/
√
εC(1, t0) (the latter being ∼

O(tH/
√

ln(tH/t0)) for Wigner-Dyson statistics), we have ÛH(t0) ≈ ÛC. Consequently, there is
negligible inherent randomness in the evolution of an initial basis state up to some long time. Yet,
we can characterize a form of randomness over these time scales, with some arguments involving
the classical limit. If a phase space region A corresponds to a degenerate mixed state ρ̂(A) that is
diagonal in this basis, in accordance with Sec. 5.1, we have

ρ̂(A) ≈ 1
µ(A)d

∑
k∈C(A)

|Ck〉〈Ck|, (56)

where C(A) ⊆ Zd is a set of approximately (µ(A)d) indices of the |Ck〉. For some regions A and
B, using Eq. (46) and approximating ÛH(t0) by ÛC, we have

µ(Tpt0A∩B) ≈ 1
d

∣∣∣C(Tpt0A)∩C(B)
∣∣∣ , (57)

with |·| denoting the cardinality of a finite set. The left hand side can be interpreted in terms of
the ergodic hierarchy on the phase space (cf. Sec. 2.1) if A and B are chosen from a collection of
physical phase space regions (i.e. made up of classically connected regions of nonzero measure)
and identified with a “physical” subset of all possible mixed states of the form in Eq. (56); the right
hand side is the correlation function of discrete point distributions on a circle (Zd), corresponding
to these mixed states, under a relative shift (of � d steps). This construction can be naturally
extended to higher order correlation functions, suggesting that any set of physical point distribu-
tions may be assigned a place in the ergodic hierarchy depending on their correlation functions
under relative shifts on the circle.

One way to view these arguments is that thermal fluctuations measured by Eq. (57) and (the
essentially negligible) quantum fluctuations remain distinct at these times for phase space observ-
ables, in contrast to rapidly becoming equivalent for local observables satisfying ETH [11]. Level
statistics appears to play no role beyond determining the appropriate time scale for this descrip-
tion (which is directly related to cyclic ergodicity and aperiodicity). These correlation functions
instead rely on the more complicated properties of eigenstates (i.e. the representation of energy
eigenstates in terms of physical phase space observables). It would be interesting to see if this
allows the direct discretization of classical properties beyond ergodicity and aperiodicity through
eigenstates e.g. if a mixing behavior of correlation functions of the form of Eq. (57) can be directly
connected to the non-existence of non-constant eigenfunctions of the classical unitary UT of a

6An intuitive explanation for this is as follows. From the level statistics perspective, large spectral fluctuations imply
a faster dephasing of the eigenphases of ÛH(t). Alternatively, by appealing to the classical limit (where it exists) and
the heuristic arguments of Sec. 5, the ergodic subsets (i.e. tori with largely uncorrelated linear flows) of an integrable
system correspond to different ergodic energy subspaces that make up the energy shell, such that a DFT basis state in
the shell — which is supported on all tori — is quickly randomized due to the uncorrelated flows of the tori.
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mixing system (cf. Sec. 2.1) in the continuum limit [3], via the apparent randomness of the phases
of energy eigenstates over the pure states in C(A), C(B) (see Ref. [58] for a related discussion of
“incongruity” of discretized eigenfunctions in the continuum limit).

6.2 Poincaré recurrences and eigenstate thermalization

We attempt to identify an analogue of Poincaré recurrence theorem for cyclic permutations within
the toy construction of Eq. (56), as an interesting exercise that will reveal a surprising connection
to ETH. We recall that quantum recurrences [62] of phases in a subshell occur over times exponen-
tially large in d [63], and are not directly relevant at earlier times.

We introduce the following ad-hoc definition based on the classical statement (cf. Sec. 2)
of the theorem: any subspace Σ(A) ∈ Σ with projector Π̂(A) (and density matrix ρ̂(A) ∝ Π̂(A)) is
Poincaré recurrent if for any pure state |ψ〉 ∈ Σ(A), there exists some time t, with t0 � |t| . O(t0d)
such that the pure state returns to have a larger-than-random overlap with the subspace:

Tr
[
Π̂(A)ÛH(t)|ψ〉〈ψ|Û

†
H(t)

]
� O(d−1). (58)

We note the similarity of the restriction on the range of t to that in the definition of cyclic aperiod-
icity (Eq. (11)).

For simplicity, we assume that it is sufficient to consider DFT cyclic permutations as represent-
ing any regions in phase space. We also assume that the persistence amplitude is the only greater-
than-random component of any state with respect to a DFT basis of interest (in other words,
none of the terms ε1/2

C (p, t0)νm(p) exceed O(d−1/2) in magnitude), as is typically the case for e.g.
Wigner-Dyson or Poisson statistics (partly due to Eq. (31)). Let tR(C) then represent the random-
ization time of a DFT cyclic permutation C — the smallest time for which z(tR/t0, t0) = O(d

−1/2).
The time tR determines the minimum dimension of Poincaré recurrent subspaces that have

the diagonal form in Eq. (56). Specifically,

dimΣ(A) >
t0d

tR(C)
, (59)

if Σ(A) is a Poincaré recurrent subspace spanned by a subset of C. Quasi-periodic cyclic permuta-
tions have tR(C) > t0d and every subspace is recurrent; for ergodic ones, tR(C) > t0d/2, and any
subspace with dimΣ(A) > 2 (in other words, every subspace that is not a pure state) is recurrent.

It follows that the only DFT cyclic permutations that can serve as good candidates for the
definition of phase space regions like in Eq. (56) that are also Poincaré recurrent for regions con-
taining more than one pure state (µ(A) > 1/d)7, are ergodic ones. In other DFT bases, Poincaré
recurrence fails for regions A with some small volume 1/d < µ(A) � 1. Thus, if we want to
construct a fictitious phase space for some energy subspace Σd that satisfies Poincaré recurrence
for arbitrary regions (of greater than the smallest volume 1/d), there are two possibilities

1. Σd is itself ergodic, and the corresponding ergodic (DFT) cyclic permutation C allows the
definition of mixed states corresponding to Poincaré recurrent phase space regions according
to Eq. (56).

7If we imagine pure states as corresponding to points with negligible (= 1/d) phase space measure, they are effec-
tively measure zero sets which are not required to satisfy Poincaré recurrence even classically. More realistically, we
should expect recurrence times to increase with decreasing measure
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2. Σd must be decomposed intoM ergodic subspaces Σd1
(1), . . . ,ΣdM(M), each spanned by dk

energy levels (respectively) that add up to d. Poincaré recurrent phase space regions can
then be defined according to Eq. (56) on the combination of their respective ergodic (DFT)
cyclic permutations C(1), . . . ,C(M). The previous case corresponds toM = 1.

In either case, the projectors Π̂(A) can be written as

Π̂(A) =

M∑
m=1

∑
k∈Cm(A)

|Ck(m)〉〈Ck(m)| (60)

where each Cm(A) is a set of nm(A) = |Cm(A)| indices of elements of C(m), and
∑
m nm(A) =

n(A) ≈ µ(A)d.
The connection to ETH emerges if one asks for the matrix elements of these projectors in the

energy eigenbasis. Let {|Ek(m)〉}dm−1
k=0 be the energy eigenstates contained in Σdm(m), whose form

is explicitly known as DFTs of the |Ck(m)〉. Assuming that (in the generic case) each Cm(A) is
randomly distributed on C(m) (so the phases of the DFT can be taken to be random for 1� nm �
dm), we have

〈Ek(m)|Π̂(A)|Ej(m)〉 = nm(A)

dm
δkj +O

(√
nm(A)

dm

)
Rkj(m), (61)

for some random dm×dm Hermitian matrix Rkj(m) withO(1) matrix elements (with weak corre-
lations ensuring Π̂2 = Π̂). On the other hand, the statement of ETH for an n-dimensional projector
Π̂ may be motivated by random matrix arguments (e.g. similar to Refs. [13, 15]; see also Ref. [87]
for a discussion of the role of degenerate projectors), giving

〈Ek|Π̂|Ej〉 =
n

d
δkj +O

(√
n

d

)
Rkj, (62)

in the full energy subspace Σd. We see that Eq. (61) and Eq. (62) are guaranteed to agree for
M = 1. For M > 1, the first (diagonal) terms of Eq. (61) and (62) can only agree through a
statistically unlikely coincidence nm/dm = n/d; even in the rare instance that this holds, the
second (fluctuation) term of the former typically has matrix elements of sizeO[(

√
Mn)/d] (or zero

when k, j correspond to different Σdm(m)), and ETH can be satisfied only forM = O(1).
We have essentially argued, under some simplifications i.e. focusing on DFT bases with

typical random parts and diagonal projectors, that generic Poincaré recurrent projectors satisfy
ETH only in an energy subspace that admits an ergodic cyclic permutation (and in somewhat less
generic cases, up to a small numberM = O(1) of ergodic cyclic permutations).

The above argument could offer hints towards connecting spectral rigidity and ETH, gener-
ally seen as distinct manifestations of random matrix behavior [13]. To do so, it would be necessary
to determine if there’s any link between a Poincaré recurrence requirement for the phase space ob-
servables considered here (relevant for t > t0 dynamics), and the local or few-body observables
(relevant for t < t0) that are the subject of conventional ETH [9–11, 13–15, 89].

7 Conclusions

We have identified a fully quantum notion of ergodicity in the Hilbert space, that can be loosely
interpreted as a quantum version of the ”visiting (almost) every phase space point” [1, 3] sense of
ergodicity. We have shown that energy level statistics determines whether this form of ergodicity
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is satisfied by any individual system. Individual systems with Wigner-Dyson level statistics satisfy
this property, but so do quantized classically ergodic systems without such statistics as typified
by irrational flows on a KAM torus. Random matrix behavior is, therefore, a sufficient condition
but not necessary for this form of ergodicity. We also argued that spectral rigidity influences
the thermalization of “phase space” observables, potentially admitting a late-time description of
thermalization in terms of an ergodic hierarchy, while the connection to local observables is not
yet obvious.

We recall that one of our motivations mentioned in Sec. 1 was a semiclassical explanation
of spectral rigidity that does not rely on a K-mixing classical limit. Sec. 5 demonstrates that an
approach based on cyclic permutations appears to satisfy this criterion even for merely ergodic
systems without periodic orbits, and could perhaps even be made mathematically rigorous in
some systems if the classical limit is better understood (which has previously been possible only
for eigenvectors in a local basis [65, 66]). The fact that it appears to differ significantly from tra-
ditional semiclassical periodic orbit arguments [7, 27, 28, 30, 31] warrants some discussion. Ap-
proximately periodic structures of any given period can indeed be constructed in an ergodic cyclic
permutation basis (e.g. unbiased pure states with regularly spaced support, perhaps excluding a
small number of energy levels for divisibility purposes), and may contribute to the calculation of
the SFF like a coherent effect of closed Feynman paths in quantum chaotic systems [37, 38, 71] or
Haar random unitaries [91, 92]. However, these are not necessarily related to classical periodic
orbits or trajectories in phase space, and could involve superpositions of actual trajectories. Per-
haps a closer connection to the periodic orbit approach would be through periodic structures in
the Hilbert space representation of classical mechanics [1–3].

The fact that cyclic ergodicity appears to successfully characterize the spectral rigidity of
KAM tori, where the conventional approach based on random matrices does not work, may also
allow for a more precise study of the quantum analogue of KAM theory [5] — the study of er-
godicity under perturbations to integrable systems. At present, we are far from a detailed un-
derstanding of such perturbations [14, 93] in quantum mechanics, particularly for many-particle
systems. The development of ergodicity in integrable systems with a large number of particles
under vanishingly small perturbations is believed to be essential for the applicability of statistical
mechanics [14].

Cyclic permutations may offer other possibilities for transplanting precise ideas from ergodic
theory into quantum mechanics. As one example, it would be interesting to explore whether a
quantum Kolmogorov-Sinai (KS) entropy can be directly related to level statistics (see e.g. Ref. [94]
for candidate definitions) and perhaps obtain a precise characterization of quantum chaos as op-
posed to mere ergodicity beyond intuitive notions; classically, the KS entropy is closely related
to Lyapunov exponents that characterize chaotic dynamics [4, 5], and can be accessed through a
certain type of cyclic permutations (and generalizations) [2, 54, 58]. In the other direction, it may
also be interesting to see if classical cyclic permutations can be optimized in some sense for a given
system, as done for quantum cyclic permutations in Sec. 3.3.
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Appendix A Classical cyclic permutations (review)

This proof essentially follows Ref. [54]. First, we discuss the bound for cyclic ergodicity. Assume
that every element of {Pj}

MC

j=1 completely contains at least one element Cp(j) ⊆ Pj of the decompo-

sition. As TtCp(j) ∈ Pj for all t by definition, we must have µ[(T[p(j+1)−p(j)]t0Cp(j))∩Cp(j+1)] =
0. An important exception to this behavior is when MC = 1, where there is no reason to impose a
vanishing intersection. Thus,

1
2

MC∑
j=1

µ
[
(T[p(j+1)−p(j)]t0Cp(j))4Cp(j+1)

]
=

1
n
MC, forMC > 2. (63)

Now, we need to know how the error in an `-step time evolution (T`t0Ck)4Ck+` is related to the
error (Tt0Cm)4Cm+1 made in approximating each step. For this, we note that

(T(m+1)t0A) −Cm+1 ⊆
[
(Tt0Cm) −Cm+1

]
∪ Tt0

[
(Tmt0A) −Cm

]
, ∀ A ⊆ P (64)

=⇒ µ[(T`t0Ck)4Ck+`] 6
∑̀
m=1

µ[(TCk+m−1)4Ck+m], (65)

where the second line follows from recursively applying the first line to T
(m+1)t0Ck4Ck+q with

A = Ck. Using this in Eq. (63), one obtains εC > (MC/n) forMC > 2.
Cyclic aperiodicity is more straightforward. We have µ[(Tnt0Ck) ∩ Ck] = 0 (up to possible

corrections that vanish as n→∞), which implies εC > 1/n from Eq. (65). More generally, we can
relax the requirement of aperiodicity to only after r returns, µ[(Trnt0Ck) ∩ Ck] = 0, which gives
εC > 1/(rn).

Appendix B Quantum cyclic permutations

B.1 Fastest decay of persistence

Given a cyclic permutation basis C = {|Cj〉}
d−1
j=0 , consider some initial state |Ck〉. After p steps of

time evolution, it evolves into

ÛH(pt0)|Ck〉 = zk(p; t0)e
iφk(p;t0)|Ck+p〉+

√
1 − z2

k(p; t0)|ν
(k)
k+p〉, (66)

where |ν
(k)
k+p〉 is some normalized vector orthogonal to |Ck+p〉, and φk(p; t0) is an unimportant

phase. This leads to a recurrence relation for the persistence amplitudes,

zk(p+ 1; t0)e
iφk(p+1;t0) = 〈Ck+p+1|ÛH(t0)ÛH(pt0)|Ck〉

= zk(p)e
iφk(p;t0)〈Ck+p+1|ÛH(t0)|Ck+p〉

+

√
1 − z2

k(p; t0)〈Ck+p+1|ÛH(t0)|ν
(k)
k+p〉. (67)

Using the triangle inequality for the magnitudes of these vectors gives∣∣∣∣zk(p; t0)zk+p(1; t0) −

√
1 − z2

k(p; t0)

√
1 − z2

k+p(1; t0)

∣∣∣∣
6 zk(p+ 1; t0)

6

{
zk(p; t0)zk+p(1; t0) +

√
1 − z2

k(p; t0)

√
1 − z2

k+p(1; t0)

}
, (68)
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on noting that ÛH(t0)|ν
(k)
k+p〉 is orthogonal to ÛH(t0)|Ck+p〉, and consequently the inner product

of the former with |Ck+p+1〉 cannot exceed
√

1 − z2
k+p(1; t0) in magnitude.

The above inequalities can be simplified by defining θk(p) = arccos zk(p; t0) ∈ [0,π/2]. In
terms of these variables, Eq. (68) becomes

min
{
θk(p) + θk+p(1),

π

2

}
> θk(p+ 1) > |θk(p) − θk+p(1)|. (69)

Summing θk(p+ 1) − θk(p) from p = p1 to p = p2 gives

sgn(p2)min
{
θk(p2),

π

2

}
− sgn(p1)min

{
θk(p1),

π

2

}
6 (sgn(p2) − sgn(p1))

p2∑
p=p1

θk+p(1), (70)

which becomes Eq. (13) when expressed in terms of the zk(p; t0). We see that the bound is sat-
urated when ÛH(t0) at the p-th step acts like a 2D rotation by the angle θk+p(1) in the same
direction as the previous steps.

B.2 Optimal errors for cyclic permutations

When ÛC is a cycling operator, ÛpC is generally a permutation operator on C = {|Ck〉}
d−1
k=0 that can

be decomposed into a direct sum of cycling operators, each acting on a separate [d/N(d,p)]-sized
subset of C:

Û
p
C =

N(d,p)⊕
j=1

ÛC,j(p). (71)

The number of cycling operators N(d,p) is given by the greatest common divisor of p and d; in
particular, N(d,p) = 1 when p and d are coprime, including p = 1. This is most easily seen in
the eigenvalue structure of ÛpC, which consists of N(d,p) identical (degenerate) sets of distinct
[d/N(d,p)]-th roots of unity. It is also convenient to consider twisted versions of ÛpC, in which each
cycle acquires an additional phase αj(w):

w{Û
p
C} ≡

N(d,p)⊕
j=1

e
iαj(w)

ÛC,j(p). (72)

It is worth noting that the twisting functional w affects only the eigenvalues of ÛpC, lifting the
degeneracy for most values of the αj(w), while preserving at least one complete orthonormal set
of its eigenvectors. Also, the p-step persistence amplitudes zk(p; t0) are invariant under the action
of w.

B.2.1 Optimizing the error via the trace inner product

Due to its non-negativity, the minimum persistence at a given p is bounded by the mean persis-
tence at that time:

min
j∈Zd

zj(p; t0) 6
1
d

d−1∑
k=0

zk(p; t0). (73)
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We also have the inequality,∣∣∣∣ 1d Tr
[
w{Û

p
C}
†
ÛH(pt0)

]∣∣∣∣ 6 1
d

d−1∑
k=0

∣∣∣〈Ck|(ÛpC)†ÛH(pt0)|Ck〉
∣∣∣ , (74)

for any w, where the right hand side is just the mean persistence at p, expanded out.
Let us assume that for every C and given a p, there exists a unitary V̂C and a twisting func-

tional w such that

1
d

Tr
[
V̂Cw{Û

p
C}
†
V̂
†
CÛH(pt0)

]
=

1
d

d−1∑
k=0

∣∣∣〈Ck|w{ÛpC}†ÛH(pt0)|Ck〉
∣∣∣ . (75)

If this holds, then on account of Eq. (74) and the invariance of the zk(p; t0) under the action of w,

max
V̂∈U(d)

∣∣∣∣ 1d Tr
[
V̂w{Û

p
C}
†
V̂
†
ÛH(pt0)

]∣∣∣∣ = max
all C

1
d

d−1∑
k=0

zk(p; t0), (76)

where w is chosen so that Eq. (75) is satisfied for some C that maximizes the right hand side
of Eq. (76). This follows as V̂C becomes a special case of V̂ , and the only freedom to vary the
orthonormal basis C is through its reorientations in Hilbert space — precisely given by all possible
unitary transformations V̂ ∈ U(d) acting on the energy subspace Σd.

Now, we need to establish that Eq. (75) is indeed valid, and identify w. It is convenient to
consider the two cases of nondegenerate and degenerate ÛpC separately.

1. Case 1: |p| and d are coprime. In this case, ÛpC is itself a cycling operator. We separate the
persistence inner product into an amplitude and phase,

〈Ck|(Û
p
C)
†
ÛH(pt0)|Ck〉 = zk(p; t0)e

iφk(p;t0). (77)

Let φ(p; t0) =
∑d−1
k=0 φk(p; t0). Define a new cyclic permutation C

′ with basis vectors

|C
′
k〉 = e

i
∑(j+1)p=k
j=−1 {φjp(p;t0)−[φ(p;t0)/d]}|Ck〉, (78)

where
∑(j+1)p=k
j=−1 φjp = φ−p +φ0 +φp + . . . +φk−p is a sum over the index with steps of

size p, and subtractingφ(p; t0)/d from each term ensures the single-valuedness of the phases
in the new basis. This induces a unitary transformation ÛC → ÛC ′ = V̂CÛCV̂

†
C (where ÛC ′

is required to satisfy Eq. (77) with the |Ck〉 replaced by |C
′
k〉), such that

〈Ck|V̂C(Û
p
C)
†
V̂
†
CÛH(pt0)|Ck〉 = zk(p; t0)e

iφ(p;t0)/d. (79)

We see that Eq. (75) is then satisfied for a twisting functional w with α1(w) = −φ(p; t0)/d
(however, this phase is inconsequential in this case, being absorbed by the absolute value in
Eq. (76)).

2. Case 2: |p| and d have a nontrivial common factor. For this case, we can ensure that the
analogue of Eq. (75) for each [d/N(d,p)]-element cycle is satisfied following the procedure
leading up to Eq. (79), with the total phase φ(p; t0) replaced by that corresponding to the
respective cycle, φj(p; t0). Then, it follows that Eq. (75) is also satisfied overall for ÛpC with a
twisting functional w given by αj(w) = −φj(p; t0)/d.
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Thus, from Eq. (76), we can maximize the mean persistence by maximizing the magnitude of
the trace

fp(ÛC) =
∣∣∣Tr
[
w{Û

p
C}
†
ÛH(pt0)

]∣∣∣ (80)

with respect to reorientations ÛC → V̂ÛCV̂
†. In Sec. B.2.2, this maximum is shown to occur for

some ÛC satisfying [
ÛH(pt0),w{Û

p
C}
†
]
= 0, (81)

as long as fp(ÛC) >
√
d(d− 2) at some such point.

If ÛH(pt0) andw{ÛpC} both have nondegenerate eigenvalues, each has a unique set of d eigen-
vectors corresponding to the respective eigenvectors of ÛH(t0) and ÛC. Eq. (81) then implies that
both sets of eigenvectors are identical, and ÛC must commute with ÛH(t0) to achieve a local ex-
tremum of the mean persistence.

When there are degeneracies (in any of ÛH(t0), ÛH(pt0) or w{ÛpC}), we can nevertheless
reach a similar conclusion by infinitesimally breaking the degeneracies. We can define ÛH(δu)

=

ÛH(pt0)e
iδuŶ where δu → 0 and Ŷ is any finite Hermitian operator (i.e. with finite matrix ele-

ments in any orthonormal basis), such that ÛH(δu)
has nondegenerate eigenvalues when δu 6= 0.

Similarly, we define w(δw) by αj(w(δw)) = αj(w) + δwγj with δw → 0, with the γj chosen so as
to ensure the nondegeneracy of the eigenvalues ofw{ÛpC} (essentially, infinitesimally twisting any
degenerate eiαj(w)

ÛC,j(p), e
iαk(w)

ÛC,k(p), . . . relative to each other). Re-expressing Eq. (76) in
terms of these variables, gives

max
V̂∈U(d)

∣∣∣∣ 1d Tr
[
V̂w(δw){Û

p
C}
†
V̂
†
ÛH(δu)

(pt0)
]∣∣∣∣ = max

all C

1
d

d−1∑
k=0

zk(p; t0) +O(δu, δw), (82)

where O(δu, δw) consists of terms of the form (δu)
a(δw)

b
yab with a,b > 1. As with Eq. (81), the

solution to the maximization on the left hand side must be among its local extrema, given by[
ÛH(δu)

(pt0),w(δw){Û
p
C}
†
]
= 0. (83)

Now, each nondegenerate operator ÛH(δu)
(pt0) and w(δw){Û

p
C}
† has a unique set of d eigenvec-

tors, which the above equation asserts are identical. We can choose Ŷ and γj to break the degen-
eracy of ÛH(pt0) and w{ÛpC} in any desired way i.e. to pick any complete orthonormal subset of
each set of eigenvectors. By Eq. (82), any such choice is equally good for maximizing the mean
persistence in the δu, δw → 0 limit. In particular, we can pick w(δw){Û

p
C}
† so that its eigenvectors

are identical to those of ÛC; similarly, we can choose Ŷ so that the eigenvectors of ÛH(δu)(pt0) are
identical to any complete orthonormal set of eigenvectors of ÛH(t0). In other words, any choice
of degeneracy breaking in the neighborhood of degenerate operators only infinitesimally affects
the local extrema of the left hand side of Eq. (82).

Thus, the right hand side of Eq. (73) attains its global maximum when the eigenvectors of ÛC
are fixed to be any complete orthonormal set of eigenvectors of ÛH(t0), with the only freedom
remaining in the assignment of the distinct eigenvalues of ÛC to these eigenvectors. This can be
concisely expressed as follows: the global maximum of the mean persistence occurs among the
solutions to

lim
δ→0

[
ÛH(t0)e

iδŶ , ÛC
]
= 0, (84)
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for any Hermitian Ŷ. For any ÛC satisfying this property, all the zj(p; t0) are equal at any given
p. It follows that minj zj(p; t0) is also maximized, and the p-step error minimized, by the same
ÛC that maximizes the mean persistence. From the requirement fp(ÛC) >

√
d(d− 2), we get the

condition εC(p, t0) 6 (2/d) on such a minimum of the error.

B.2.2 Local extrema, and the global maximum for large persistence amplitudes

For simplicity, let Û1 = w{Û
p
C} and Û2 = ÛH(pt0). We seek stationary points of the real valued

function (from Eq. (80)) ∣∣∣Tr
(
Û
†
1Û2

)∣∣∣ (85)

with respect to small reorientations of Û1 by V̂ , to first order. This would yield all the local maxima
and minima (as well as saddle and inflection points) of the function except the global minima
when the function attains the value 0, where it is not differentiable. We write V̂ = eiX̂ with X̂ near
0, and require the phase of the O(X̂) term in Tr[V̂Û†1V̂

†
Û2] to be orthogonal to the phase of the

O(1) term (so that the first variation corresponds only to a change in phase and not in magnitude;
alternatively, one could directly extremize the square of Eq. (85)). This gives

Tr
(
X̂
[
Û
†
1, Û2

])
= c(X̂)Tr

(
Û
†
1Û2

)
for all Hermitian X̂ (86)

with c(X̂) required to be a real-valued function, for the stationary points. As can be verified by
imposing this for each independent degree of freedom in the matrix elements of X̂, this requires[

e
−iα12Û

†
1, Û2

]
= F̂, (87)

where F̂ is some traceless Hermitian operator, and α12 is the phase of Tr(Û†1Û2).
Up to this point, the unitarity of Û1 and Û2 played no role. Now, we use the fact that their

products are unitary, and write

e
−iα12Û

†
1Û2 = eiÂ12 , and Û2e

−iα12Û
†
1 = eiÂ21 , (88)

for Hermitian Â12 and Â21. Formally defining sines and cosines of Hermitian operators through
their Taylor series (which are also Hermitian), Eq. (87) then gives

cos Â12 − cos Â21 + i
[
sin Â12 − sin Â21

]
= F̂. (89)

The Hermiticity of F̂ demands that the anti-Hermitian part of the left hand side vanishes, giving

sin Â12 = sin Â21. (90)

Let {a(k)}d−1
k=0 be the eigenvalues of Â12 and Â21 (which must have identical eigenvalues up to

irrelevant shifts of 2π, as products of two unitaries have the same eigenvalues irrespective of the
order [95]). As long as it is known that a(k) ∈ [−π/2,π/2], the sine is invertible8 and Â21 = Â12.
Consequently, {

a(k) ∈ [−π/2,π/2], ∀ k
}

=⇒
([
e
−iα12Û

†
1, Û2

]
= 0
)

(91)

8In fact, one gets Â12 = Â21 for “generic” values of a(k) such that the set {a(k),π+ a(k)} is non-degenerate. But it is
not clear if this can be guaranteed for any desired V̂ by imposing simple conditions on Û2.
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at a stationary point. The vanishing commutator on the right side of the implication is precisely
the condition of Eq. (81).

The question of interest is now if there’s a simple way to guarantee the restriction on a(k) in
Eq. (91). To see that there is, we note that [e−iα12 Tr(eiÂ12)] ∈ R by the definition of α12, which
implies ∑

k

cosa(k) = e−iα12 Tr
(
e
iÂ12

)
, (92)∑

k

sina(k) = 0. (93)

Let us maximize the multivariable function b[a(k)] =
∑
k cosa(k) with fixed a(0) (and free a(k 6=

0)) subject to the constraint in Eq. (93) (and implicitly, non-negativity) using e.g. the method of
Lagrange multipliers. The stationary points of b[a(k)] occur at

a(k 6= 0) = c+ πζk, with ζk ∈ {0, 1}, (94)

for some constant c. The global maximum of b[a(k)] corresponds to c ∈ [−π/2,π/2] and ζk = 0 ∀k.
Imposing Eq. (93) to fix c in terms of a(0), we get

∑
k

cosa(k) 6 bmax[a(0)] ≡ cosa(0) + (d− 1)

√
1 −

sin2
a(0)

(d− 1)2 . (95)

This is a monotonically decreasing function of |a(0)| in its full domain [0,π] for d > 2. In particular,
if |a(0)| > π/2, then it is guaranteed that b[a(k)] < bmax[π/2] =

√
d(d− 2). Re-expressing b[a(k)]

in terms of the trace of the relevant unitaries, we then have{∣∣∣Tr
(
Û
†
1Û2

)∣∣∣ >√d(d− 2)
}

=⇒
{
a(k) ∈ [−π/2,π/2], ∀ k

}
. (96)

Combined with the implication in Eq. (91), it follows that maxima for which the trace is no smaller
than

√
d(d− 2) occur for cycling operators that commute with time evolution, i.e. when [Û†1, Û2] =

0. Such commuting operators remain local extrema of the trace in other cases, but it is unclear in
the present analysis if the global maximum is among them.

For comparison with the following subsection, we note that a(k) = −2πp∆k/d, where ∆k are
the mode fluctuations used elsewhere (see Eq. (25)) in the main text.

B.3 Decrease of persistence for small permutations of sorted energy levels

When ∆n � d, assuming that the energies En have been shifted by some additive constant so that∑
k∆k = 0, we have (representing d times the persistence amplitude as per Eq. (25))

d−1∑
k=0

e
−2πi∆k/d = 1 −

2π2

d
2

d−1∑
k=0

∆
2
k +O(∆

3
kd

−3). (97)

For simplicity, we assume that the levels are already sorted i.e. En < Em when n < m. This
further implies

∆n −∆m > −|n−m|. (98)
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Any permutation q(n) can be broken up [8] into a set of cyclic permutations qr(n), each involving
a subset of Nr levels E[qr] = {Er(k)}

Nr−1
k=0 . For the rest of the argument, we will require (where the

subtraction of r is on Z (linear), and not on Zd (circular or modulo d))

|r(k) − r(j)| < d/2, ∀ k, j ∈ ZNr , (99)

for each qr; permutations q satisfying this are what we refer to as “small” permutations. This will
ensure that Eq. (97) remains valid under these permutations without discrete shifts of some of the
∆k by multiples of (2π).

The new mode fluctuations after permutation are given by

∆
′
r(k) = ∆r(k+1) + [r(k+ 1) − r(k)], (100)

for each cycle qr. It follows that the mean is preserved i.e.

Nr−1∑
k=0

∆
′
r(k) =

Nr−1∑
k=0

∆r(k). (101)

Our goal is to show that the variance of the ∆ ′k is larger than that of the ∆k, which would translate
to a decreased persistence by Eq. (97). We have

Nr−1∑
k=0

(∆ ′r(k))
2 −

Nr−1∑
k=0

(∆r(k))
2 = 2

Nr−1∑
k=0

∆r(k+1)[r(k+ 1) − r(k)] +
Nr−1∑
k=0

[r(k+ 1) − r(k)]2. (102)

In general, the r(k+ 1) are not in any simple (e.g. ascending or descending) order. We can split
each difference [r(k+ 1) − r(k)] in the first term on the right hand side into a sum of differences of
the r(`) lying between (and inclusive of) them:

∆r(k+1)[r(k+ 1) − r(k)] =
∑

rj∈[r(k),r(k+1)]

ζk∆r(k+1)(rj+1 − rj), (103)

where ζk = sgn[r(k+ 1) − r(k)], and the rj are chosen to be sorted according to j. On including
terms with different values of k, each interval (rj+1 − rj) occurs in an equal number of terms with
positive ζk = +1 (r(k+ 1) > rj+1) and negative ζk = −1 (r(k+ 1) 6 rj). We can arbitrarily pair
each positive term r+ with a negative term r−, and use Eq. (98) for the difference ∆r+ −∆r− noting
that r+ > r−. This amounts to replacing the equality with >, and each ∆r(k+1) with −r(k+ 1), in
Eq. (102). We therefore obtain

Nr−1∑
k=0

(∆ ′r(k))
2 −

Nr−1∑
k=0

(∆r(k))
2 >

−2
Nr−1∑
k=0

r(k+ 1)[r(k+ 1) − r(k)]

+

Nr−1∑
k=0

[r(k+ 1) − r(k)]2

=⇒
Nr−1∑
k=0

(∆ ′r(k))
2 >

Nr−1∑
k=0

(∆r(k))
2. (104)

The second line follows from simplifying the first. Adding all such equations from each qr to-
gether, we get

d−1∑
k=0

e
−2πi∆ ′k/d 6

d−1∑
k=0

e
−2πi∆k/d +O(∆3

d
−3). (105)
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This shows that sorting the energy levels corresponds to the maximum persistence at p = 1 for a
given t0 and small∆k, at least among other possibilities that can be obtained as small permutations
of the sorted levels. This is more like a discrete version of a local extremum. It would be interesting
to check if “larger” permutations not subject to Eq. (99) would lead to significantly better maxima;
this is unlikely to be the case without some non-intuitive conspiracy between distant energy levels.

Appendix C Time dependence of persistence amplitudes

C.1 Error coefficient pairing in discrete sum over paths

We rewrite Eq. (28) for p = 1 as

Û∆e
−iφ∆(1) = (1 − ε1)

1/2

[
1̂+ g1

d−1∑
m=1

νm(1)ÛmC

]
, (106)

where εp ≡ εC(p, t0) and g1 =
√
ε1/(1 − ε1). We note that g1 is also the coefficient that occurs on

the right hand side of Eq. (30). The p-th power of the error unitary is

Û
p
∆e

−ipφ∆(1) = (1 − ε1)
p/2

p∑
s=0

(
p

s

)
g
s
1

∑
m1,...,ms

νm1
(1) . . .νms

(1)Ûm1+...+ms

C ,

= (1 − ε1)
p/2

d−1∑
r=0

(
p∑
s=0

Γ
(s)
r

)
Û
r
C (107)

where
(
p
s

)
= p!/(s!(p− s)!) is the binomial coefficient, and we recall that the sums are modulo d.

We have also defined

Γ
(s)
r =

(
p

s

)
g
s
1

∑
m1,...,ms

νm1
(1) . . .νms

(1)Θ(m1 + . . . +ms = r), (108)

with Θ(x) = 1 if x is true and 0 otherwise. Each term with fixed r in (107) represents a sum over
paths for the transition amplitude from any |Ck〉 to |Ck+r〉.

Now, we apply the assumption of error coefficient pairing, by considering only terms where
. For even s in Eq. (108), restricting to such pairings necessarily implies that m1 + . . . +ms = 0.
For odd s, it is not possible to pair all error coefficients and a free error coefficient remains, whose
index must necessarily be r if the remaining coefficients are paired. Schematically (in the sense
that we avoid explicitly enumerating the possible pairings), for non-negative integer u,

Γ
(2u)
r ≈ δr0


(
p

2u

)
g

2u
1

∑
pairings

[νm1
(1)ν−m1

(1)] . . . [νmu
(1)ν−mu

(1)]

 , (109)

Γ
(2u+1)
r ≈ g1νr(p− 2u)


(
p

2u

)
g

2u
1

∑
pairings

[νm1
(1)ν−m1

(1)] . . . [νmu
(1)ν−mu

(1)]

 . (110)

In the second line, we have accounted for s = 2u + 1 different ways of choosing the unpaired
coefficient, and used s

(
p
s

)
= (p+ 1 − s)

(
p
s−1

)
.

For a given u, the sum over pairings and coefficients within the braces in Eqs. (109) and (110)
are identical, irrespective of the value of r. Treating g1 as a formally independent parameter that
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we can take partial derivatives with respect to, we can further replace (p− 2u) with (p− g1
~∂/∂g1)

acting on its right in Eq. (110), which moves all the u dependence to inside the braces. For even
p, this means that each sum over s in Eq. (107) — which is naturally restricted to even s for r = 0
and odd s for r 6= 0 after pairing — produces coefficients for all r that are identical except for the
operators outside the braces in Eqs. (109) and (110). If the time dependence is sufficiently slow, the
result for odd p can be extrapolated (to a good approximation) in any convenient way between
those for p± 1. Thus, we have the approximate form

Û
p
∆e

−ipφ∆(1) ≈ (1 − ε1)
p/2

[
1̂+ g1

d−1∑
r=1

νr(1)Û
r
C

(
p− g1

~∂

∂g1

)]
h(p,g1). (111)

The function h(p,g1) originates in the sum over pairings within the braces of Eqs. (109) and (110);
from the above expression, it is formally related to the persistence amplitude at p by

z(p, t0) = (1 − ε1)
p/2
h

(
p,
√

ε1
1 − ε1

)
. (112)

C.2 Gaussian estimate

The persistence amplitude at p+ 1 can be expressed in terms of the coefficients in Ûp∆ and Û1
∆ as

follows:

z(p+ 1, t0) =

∣∣∣∣ 1d Tr
[
Û

1
∆Û

p
∆

]∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣√1 − ε1

√
1 − εp +

√
ε1εp

d−1∑
r=1

νr(1)ν−r(p)

∣∣∣∣∣ . (113)

Substituting the appropriate expressions for εp and νp from Eq. (111), we get

z(p+ 1, t0) ≈ (1 − ε1)
1/2

∣∣∣∣∣z(p, t0) + (1 − ε1)
(p)/2

g
2
1

d−1∑
r=1

νr(1)ν−r(1)

(
p− g1

~∂

∂g1

)
h(p,g1)

∣∣∣∣∣ (114)

Now, we assume that the second term within the absolute value is smaller than the first, and
ph� g1∂h/∂g1; both will be justified retroactively. Further defining

νC = −

d−1∑
r=1

νr(1)ν−r(1), (115)

which happens to measure the goodness of the approximation in Eq. (33), we are led to

z(p+ 1, t0) ≈ (1 − ε1)
1/2
[
1 − g2

1pνC

]
z(p, t0). (116)

It is now straightforward to multiply over values of p from some given p through to 1. For ε1 � 1
and setting νC ≈ 1 as per Eq. (33), we get

z(p, t0) ≈ exp

[
−
ε1
2
|p|−

g
2
1

2
p

2

]
. (117)

We see that the smallness of the second term in Eq. (114) and ph � g1∂h/∂g1 are both satisfied
when p� 1/g1, i.e. when the persistence amplitude is still close to 1.
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C.3 Minimum error constraints from the SFF

Substituting the form K(t) = λtγ in Eq. (37) and dropping subleading terms in ε1 = εC(1, t0) gives

2λtγ0

1/(M√ε1)∑
p=1

p
γ−2 / ε1. (118)

For γ ∈ [0, 1), the left hand side is dominated by small p and is independent of M. Replacing
1/(M√ε1)→∞, we obtain

ε1 ' 2λtγ0 ζ(2 − γ), (119)

where ζ(x) is the Riemann zeta function. In particular, for γ = 0 and λ = 1/d (Poisson statistics),
we have ε ' π

2
/(3d) = O(1/d). For γ > 1, it is instead the terms with larger p that dominate.

Using the leading term in Faulhaber’s formula for the sum (formula (0.121) in Ref. [96]; equivalent
to replacing the sum with an integral), we have

2λtγ0
[1/(M√ε1)]

γ−1

γ− 1
/ ε1. (120)

The presence of M = O(1) > 1 in this expression allows us to make only order of magnitude
statements. We get

ε
(1+γ)/2
1 ' 2λtγ0

(γ− 1)

M
γ−1 , (121)

which implies ε1 > O(d−4/(γ+1)) when λ = O(d−2) and t0 = O(1), for any γ = O(1) > 1. The
most generic case (i.e. typical for Haar random [7, 8] systems), γ = 1, is a bit more subtle. Here, it
is again the large-p terms that dominate, so we take the γ→ 1 limit of Eq. (120), which gives

ε1

ln
(

1
M
√
ε1

) ' 2λt0. (122)

This is a transcendental equation for ε1, but we can nevertheless invert it to leading order in λ−1

(i.e. substituting ε1 = µ(λ)λ and solving for µ, neglecting ln(ln λ)), obtaining

ε1 ' λt0 ln
1
λ

. (123)

For Wigner-Dyson statistics, λ = O(d−2) and t0 = O(1) gives ε > O(d−2 lnd).

C.4 Numerical evidence for error coefficient pairing

To provide numerical evidence for the pairing of error coefficients, we test the prediction of
Eq. (111) when g1∂h/∂g1 is negligible i.e. Eq. (34) in the main text. More directly, we define

ν̃m(p) =
1

pz(p, t0)
νm(p). (124)

Eqs. (111), (34) then imply that ν̃m(p) = ν̃m(1) for any p� 1/
√
εC(1, t0). This is verified in Fig. 9

for the (β = 2, d = 2048) CUE dataset of Fig. 6, for which 1/
√
εC(1, t0) ≈ 525.
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Figure 9: Comparison of ν̃m(p) with ν̃m(1), using magnitudes |ν̃m(p)|2, |ν̃m(1)|2 and residuals |ν̃m(1) −
ν̃m(p)|2 for d = 2048. The residuals are predicted to be negligible compared to the magnitudes at the same
m for p� 525, which these plots are in good agreement with even when p is a considerable fraction of 525.

Appendix D The classical limit

D.1 Wigner quasiprobabilities and mixed states

We consider the special problem of a particle with position coordinates x ∈ R
N, allowing the defi-

nition of the real-valued Wigner quasiprobability functionsW (following the conventions adopted
in Ref. [76]) in an effective Hamiltonian phase space P = {(x, p)} = R

2N. For a general (i.e. mixed
state) density matrix ρ̂ (in units where the reduced Planck’s constant  h = 1),

W(x, p) =
∫
L

dy 〈x − 1
2 y|ρ̂|x + 1

2 y〉eip·y, (125)

whereW is normalized according to
∫

dxdpW(x, p) = (2π)N. The overlap of the density matrices
is directly given by the overlap of these quasiprobabilities,

Tr(ρ̂1ρ̂2) =
1

(2π)N

∫
dx
∫

dpW1(x, p)W2(x, p). (126)

When WA(x, p) is a uniform distribution over some region A in the phase space (at least at some
level of approximation; W is in general not non-negative everywhere [97]), we have WA[(x, p) ∈
A] = [(2π)N/µ̃(A)], with its value being (approximately) 0 elsewhere. Here, µ̃(A) =

∫
A dxdp.

Using this expression in Eq. (126), we get for any two regions A and B and the density matrices
ρ̂A and ρ̂B corresponding to such uniform Wigner functions,

1

(2π)N
Tr(ρ̂2

A) =
1

µ̃(A)
, (127)

1

(2π)N
Tr(ρ̂Aρ̂B) =

µ̃(A∩B)
µ̃(A)µ̃(B)

. (128)

These are equivalent to Eqs. (45) and (46) in the main text, subject to the normalization of the
measure µ̃. The expressions in the main text assume that µ(P) = 1, but the system considered
in this Appendix has an infinite phase space with µ̃(P) = ∞, as well as an infinite dimensional
Hilbert space with d = ∞. By requiring that the maximally mixed state ρ̂ = 1̂/d corresponds
to a uniform distribution over the full phase space P (e.g. any projective measurement onto an
orthonormal basis has equal probabilities for every outcome in the former, and the latter is equally
distributed over any foliation of the phase space into surfaces of constant position coordinates
e.g. x), we heuristically obtain µ̃(P) = (2π)Nd, fixing the normalization of µ and directly giving
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Eqs. (45) and (46). We expect this reasoning to go through without dealing with infinities, if one
can suitably define analogues of the Wigner functions restricted to energy shells of finite measure.

D.2 Cyclic permutations for a harmonic oscillator

Here, we consider the example of the 1D harmonic oscillator, mainly to illustrate the relationship
between ergodicity and cyclic ergodicity. The classical Hamiltonian H = p

2
/(2m) +mω2

x
2
/2

can be rewritten in terms of action-angle [5, 78] variables (J, θ) as H = Jω, where the equation
of motion is θ = ωt. The action variable J > 0 is a conserved quantity, and the phase space P

decomposes into subsets PJ with fixed J = J0 and measure induced by dθ on θ ∈ [0, 2π), each of
which is ergodic and periodic.

We can construct n-element cyclic permutations of zero error in an energy window with ar-
bitrary base E0 = J0ω and arbitrary width δE = ωδJ, by choosing the sets

Ck =

{
(J, θ) : J ∈ [J0, J0 + δJ] , θ ∈

[
2πk
n

,
2π(k+ 1)

n

]}
(129)

and t0 = 2π/(ωn). That the error is zero requires that none of the Ck are completely contained in
any Pn, which is indeed the case. At the same time, if we take δJ → 0, the Ck are all contained in
PJ0

; zero error now implies ergodicity and periodicity within PJ0
.

The quantized oscillator has J ∈ N0 with energy eigenstates |J〉 and eigenvalues Jω, and the
DFT basis states

|θ ∈ ZδJ〉 =
1√
δJ

δJ−1∑
k=0

e
−2πikθ/δJ

|J0 + k〉 (130)

provide a zero error cyclic permutation for time evolution (with t0 = 2π/(ωδJ)) in the energy
subspace spanned by {|J0〉, . . . , |J0 + δJ〉} (implying quantum cyclic ergodicity and periodicity). In
the classical limit (J0 � 1, δJ � 1), the |θ〉 have the same equations of motion as localized points
in θ, and identifying the two leads to the identification of the Ck with diagonal mixed states
supported on δJ/n contiguous |θ〉 states.

Appendix E Mixed state cyclic permutations

Let Π̂k = (dn/n)ρ̂[Σ(k)] be the projection operators onto the subspaces Σ(k). Focus on the two
subspaces with projectors Π̂k(tm) ≡ ÛH(tm)Π̂kÛ

†
H(tm) and Π̂k+1 for a given k. The expanded

energy subspace Σdn can be expressed using Halmos’ decomposition [98, 99] relative to the two
projectors:

Σ = (H00 ⊕H01 ⊕H10 ⊕H11)⊕ [H1 ⊕H0] (131)

where dim(H1) = dim(H0) always, and dim(H01) = dim(H10) in our case as Tr Π̂k(tm) = Tr Π̂k+1.
These subspaces are such that Π̂k(tm) and Π̂k+1 take the following forms (in the same order of
subspaces):

Π̂k(tm) =
(
0⊕ 0⊕ 1̂⊕ 1̂

)
⊕
[
1̂ 0
0 0

]
, (132)

Π̂k+1 =
(
0⊕ 1̂⊕ 0⊕ 1̂

)
⊕

[
Λ̂

2
Λ̂K̂V̂

†

V̂Λ̂K̂ V̂K̂
2
V̂
†

]
, (133)
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with Hermitian 0 < Λ̂ < 1̂ and 0 < K̂ < 1̂ satisfying Λ̂2 + K̂2 = 1̂ (both acting on H1), and
some unitary V̂ : H1 → H0. The only subspace in which both projectors have nonzero matrix
elements is H11⊕H1. Further, H11 =

[
ÛH(tm)Σ(k)

]
∩Σ(k+ 1) is the intersection of the subspaces,

while H11 ⊕H1 is completely contained within the first subspace
[
ÛH(tm)Σ(k)

]
. Additionally,

Λ̂ and K̂ necessarily commute, and have a shared eigenbasis (due to the non-negativity of their
eigenvalues).

Let λj ∈ (0, 1) be the eigenvalues of Λ̂, and κj ∈ (0, 1) those of K̂. It is instructive to write the
matrix in Eq. (133) in terms of the shared eigenbasis |ξj〉 of Λ̂, K̂:[

Λ̂
2

Λ̂K̂V̂
†

V̂Λ̂K̂ V̂K̂
2
V̂
†

]
=

dim(H1)−1∑
j=0

(
λj|ξj〉+ κjV̂ |ξj〉

) (
λj|ξj〉+ κjV̂ |ξj〉

)†
, (134)

from which we see that the orthonormal set of vectors

|ηj〉 ≡ λj|ξj〉+ κjV̂ |ξj〉 (135)

are completely contained in Σ(k+ 1). We can use this fact to identify a convenient orthonormal
basis in each subspace. Namely, with Buv = {|Buv; j〉}dim(Huv)−1

j=0 representing some orthonormal
basis in Huv, we define the following orthonormal bases in Π̂k(tm) and Π̂k+1:

Bk(tm) = B10 ⊕B11 ⊕
{
|ξj〉
}dim(H1)−1
j=0 , (136)

Bk+1 = B01 ⊕B11 ⊕
{
|ηj〉
}dim(H1)−1
j=0 , (137)

It is important to note that the auxiliary directions in Σaux, introduced in the main text to make dn
a multiple of n, are in H10 or H01 if present in Σ(k), Σ(k+ 1), as ÛH(tm)Σaux = Σaux by definition.
We will require the auxiliary dimension Σ(k) ∩ Σaux of each subspace to be an element of the
corresponding B01 or B10. We will also require the indices j in |Bk(tm); j〉 and |Bk+1; j〉 to be such
that elements in B11 have the same index, as do |ξ`〉 and |η`〉 for a given `.

The overlap of the projectors is

Pk(1, tm) ≡ Tr
[
Π̂k(tm)Π̂k+1

]
= dim(H11) +

∑
j

λ
2
j . (138)

Similarly, the total magnitude of overlap amplitudes between the corresponding elements of the
two orthonormal bases is

Rk(1, tm) ≡
dim(H11)−1∑

j=0

|〈B11; j|B11; j〉|+
dim(H1)−1∑

j=0

∣∣〈ηj|ξj〉∣∣
= dim(H11) +

∑
j

λj. (139)

We want to find a lower bound for Rk(1, tm) from the overlap. The free variables at our disposal
are dim(H10), dim(H11), dim(H1) and all of the λj, constrained by λj ∈ (0, 1), Eq. (138) and

dn
n

= dim(H10) + dim(H11) + dim(H1), (140)

from Tr Π̂k(tm) = Tr Π̂k+1 = (dn/n). This is conveniently done by introducing λj ∈ (0, 1] rep-
resenting the eigenvalues of Π̂k+1 in H11 ⊕H1 (which reduce to 1 in H11 and the λj in H1), so
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that Rk(1, tm) is the sum of these eigenvalues and Pk(1, tm) the sum of their squares. Using the
method of Lagrange multipliers immediately shows that the sum of a set of non-negative vari-
ables, with a fixed sum of squares, has no local minima with respect to first order variations (but
a local maximum when they are equal). The true minimum is then to be found somewhere on
the boundary of the (constrained) domain of the λj (i.e. setting as many λjs to 1 as possible to
minimize the excess of the variables over their squares), which gives

Rk(1, tm) > bPk(1, tm)c+
√
Pk(1, tm) − bPk(1, tm)c ≡ P̃k(1, tm). (141)

Here bxc denotes the greatest integer smaller than x, so the right hand side is between Pk(1, tm)
and Pk(1, tm) + 1. Thus, dim(H11) = bPk(1, tm)c, and dim(H1) ∈ {0, 1} (depending on the frac-
tional part) minimizes Rk(1, tm), which achieves a larger value in every other situation.

Now, let ÛΣ be a unitary that satisfies

ÛΣ|Bk; j〉 =

{
Û
†
H(tm)|Bk(tm); j〉, for 0 6 k < n− 1,

Û
†
H(tm)|Bk(tm); j+ 1〉, for k = n− 1,

(142)

for any fixed labeling of the basis elements of the Bk with the addition j+ 1 being modulo dn. As
ÛH(tm) acts trivially (i.e. as identity) on Σaux, we have

ÛΣΣ(k) = Σ(k), (143)

ÛΣΣaux = Σaux, (144)

which follows from a complete orthonormal set of vectors in Σaux being chosen to be elements of
B10 and B01 for the respective subspaces.

For any such unitary, the cycling operator of the basis C = {|C`〉}
(dn)−1
`=0 formed by

|Cjn+k〉 = |Bk; j〉, (145)

is a pure state cyclic permutation, which approximates ÛH(tm)ÛΣ with mean persistence

1
dn

dn−1∑
`=0

∣∣〈C`+1|ÛH(tm)ÛΣ|C`〉
∣∣ > 1

dn

n−1∑
k=0

P̃k(1, tm), (146)

from Eq. (141). However, there are (dn − d) invariant states in this basis under the action of
ÛH(tm) — a consequence of artificially expanding the Hilbert space by Σaux to define mixed state
cyclic permutations — and any persistence amplitude involving these states is zero. We can then
construct a restricted basis C ⊆ C of d elements that inherits the ordering of C but drops any
members of the latter in Σaux:

C =
{
|Ck〉 ∈ C∩ Σ :

[
|Ck〉 = |Cjk〉 =⇒

(
|Cj〉 ∈ Σaux ∀ j ∈ (jk, jk+1)

)
∀k ∈ Zd

]}
. (147)

The condition in square brackets formally states the ordering requirement, that consecutive ele-
ments of C can only be separated by elements of Σaux in C. The mean persistence of C is

1
d

d−1∑
`=0

∣∣〈C`+1|ÛH(tm)ÛΣ|C`〉
∣∣ > 1

d

n−1∑
k=0

P̃k(1, tm) (148)

Rewriting Eq. (148) using Pk(1, tm) = dnZk(1, tm) gives Eq. (50) in the main text.
In summary, we have constructed a pure state cyclic permutation for ÛH(tm)ÛΣ with ÛΣ

leaving each subspace Σ(k) of the mixed state cyclic permutation invariant, whose mean persis-
tence is determined by the mixed state overlaps Pk(1, tm).
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Appendix F Cyclic permutations for linear flows on a 2D torus

F.1 Classical cyclic permutations for the 2D torus

We are interested in the flow T
t, defined by θx = ωxt, θy = ωyt (modulo 2π) with θx ∈ [0, 2π)x,

θy ∈ [0, 2π)y (subscripts introduced for convenience) for irrational α = ωy/ωx. Singling out the
x direction, the period of the flow along θx is Tx = 2π/ωx.

While leaving θx invariant, TpTx acts as p steps of an irrational rotation of θy by the angle
ϑ = 2πα. In Ref. [86], it is shown that if ϑ has a rational approximation of speed fϑ(q), i.e. if there
exists a sequence of co-prime integers p,q such that∣∣∣∣ϑ− p

q

∣∣∣∣ < fϑ(q) (149)

as q → ∞, then the irrational rotation of θy by ϑ can be approximated by an ny-element cyclic

permutation C(y) = {Ck(y)}
ny−1
k=0 in [0, 2π)y with error

εC(Tx) < O(fϑ(ny)), (150)

as ny →∞.
Divide [0, 2π)x into any nx equal segments Nx(r) = [2πr/nx, 2π(r+ 1)/nx] for r ∈ Znx . With

tm = Tx/nx, we have
T
tmNx(r) = Nx(r+ 1), ∀ r ∈ Znx . (151)

Now, define the (n = nxny)-element cyclic permutation C = {Ck}
n−1
k=0

Cknx+j = T
jtm [Nx(0)×Ck(y)], for j ∈ Znx , j ∈ Zny . (152)

To obtain the error for approximating T
tm by TC (the cycling operator for C), we note that

µ
(
(TtmCknx+j)∩Cknx+j+1

)
=


1, for 0 6 j < nx − 1,
1
nx
µ
(
(TTxCk(t))∩Ck+1(y)

)
, for j = nx − 1.

(153)

This immediately gives

εC(tm) <
1
nx
O(fϑ(ny)). (154)

As an aside, we note the qualitative similarity of Eqs. (152) and (153) to Eqs. (145) and (142).
For almost all irrational ϑ (and therefore, almost all α = ϑ/(2π)), fϑ(q) < O(q

−2), as discussed
in Ref. [86]. Taking nx ∼ O(ny) for the n→∞ limit, it follows that tm ∼ O(ωn−1/2) and εC(tm) <

O(n−3/2), giving Eq. (54) in the main text. It is possible for cyclic permutations with lower error to
exist (and perhaps likely, as suggested by the numerical results of Sec. 5.3.2), but their construction
is not obvious using the present method.

F.2 Additional data and discussion for quantized torus

Some additional insight into the nature of the spectrum for the irrational (α =
√

2) and rational
(α = 2) torus is provided by a plot of the mode fluctuations themselves i.e. ∆n vs. n, as in Fig. 10.
In particular, the choice of t0 = 2πΩ/d seems to be (close to) optimal for the irrational case, with
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e.g. the fluctuations appearing to be centered around 0 (cf. Refs. [33, 56]). However, there is an
additional linear trend for the rational case, likely due to the multiplicity of eigenvalues differing
near the edge of the spectrum for the chosen L1,L2. This indicates a more optimal t0 could have
been chosen for the rational case to minimize the error further (without affecting the order of
magnitude), but the present choice of t0 clearly illustrates the periodicity (in Figs. 8d, 8e) expected
from the classical decomposition into periodic subsets.

To conclude this Appendix, we mention an alternate quantization of the torus, for which the
choice of t0 is more nontrivial. Instead of the UV cutoff in Eq. (53), one could have imposed
|Jx| < Lx, |Jy| < Ly to obtain an alternate quantization, where the energy levels in Fig. 7a or 8a
would be bounded along a rectangle whose sides are parallel to the axes. In that case, the density
of states is not uniform but generally has 3 parts: a linear increase, a constant part, and a linear
decrease that mirrors the increase. But one should not hastily conclude from the nonuniform
density of states that the system is non-ergodic. When the eigenphases of ÛH(t) corresponding
to these energy eigenvalues are wrapped around a circle with increasing t, there will eventually
come a time t0 where the linear increase and decrease overlap precisely and produce an effective
uniform density of eigenphases. The spectrum can in fact be rearranged in the Jx, Jy plane to look
like Figs. 7a, 8a without affecting the “wrapped” eigenphases at t0, resulting in the same eigenphase
statistics. In this special instance, ergodicity is preserved in spite of a varying density of states due
to the wrapping of the spectrum, suggesting that this property is not significantly sensitive to the
choice of UV cutoff.
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Figure 10: Mode fluctuations ∆n plotted against n for the rational and irrational datasets in Figs. 7 and 8.
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