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On Quantum Complexity
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The ETH ansatz for matrix elements of a given operator in the energy eigenstate basis results in a
notion of thermalization for a chaotic system. In this context for a certain quantity - to be found for a
given model - one may impose a particular condition on its matrix elements in the energy eigenstate
basis so that the corresponding quantity exhibit linear growth at late times. The condition is to do
with a possible pole structure the corresponding matrix elements may have. Based on the general
expectation of complexity one may want to think of this quantity as a possible candidate for the
quantum complexity. We note, however, that for the explicit examples we have considered in this
paper, there are infinitely many quantities exhibiting similar behavior.

I. INTRODUCTION

For chaotic systems with a finite entropy S, complexity
is expected to grow for exponentially large times in the
entropy, long after thermal equilibrium has been reached
[1, 2]. For such systems the notion of thermalization may
be described by the eigenstate thermalization hypothesis
(ETH) which gives an understanding of how an observ-
able thermalizes to its thermal equilibrium value [3, 4](for
review see [5]).
To be concrete let us consider a Hamiltonian, H , whose

eigenvalues and eigenstates are denoted by E and |E〉,
respectively. Given a general state |ψ〉, the quantum ex-
pectation value of an operator, O, at given time is

〈O(t)〉 = 〈ψ|eitHOe−itH |ψ〉 = (1)
∫ ∞

0

dE1 dE2 e
it(E1−E2)〈ψ|E1〉〈E1|O|E2〉〈E2|ψ〉 .

In the context of the thermalization of a quantum
chaotic system one is typically interested in the equal
time averages of observables. More precisely, one would
like to find the time average of O over an interval of time,
which eventually it will be sent to infinity.
According to the ETH, thermalization occurs at the

level of individual eigenstates of the Hamiltonian. In fact
setting

ε =
E1 + E2

2
, ω = E1 − E2, (2)

the ETH states that the matrix elements of observables
in the basis of the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian obey
the following ansatz [6]

〈E1|O|E2〉 = Ō(ε)δE1,E2
+ e−Sf(ε, ω)RE1E2

(3)

where Ō(ε) is the micro canonical average of the corre-
sponding operator, S is thermodynamical entropy of the
system, f(ε, ω) is a smooth function of its arguments and
R is unit variance random function with zero mean.
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The above ETH ansatz has an immediate application
in understanding of the thermalization which indicates
that the quantum expectation value of an observable
must approach its thermal average for long enough times.
We note, however, that this ansatz does not tell us how
long the process of thermalization is.

Of course our main concern in this note is not to ex-
plore the thermalization of the system. Actually the aim
of the present letter is to understand the late time be-
havior of a certain observable when the system is in the
thermal equilibrium. Indeed, within the context of the
ETH assuming to have a system in the thermal equilib-
rium we are interested in finding, if any, an observable
that is still growing with time.

In the next section we would like to study such a possi-
bility. More precisely, we will explore a possible condition
one may impose on the matrix elements of an observable
so that the corresponding expectation value exhibits time
growth even though the system has been already reached
the thermal equilibrium.

II. QUANTUM COMPLEXITY

To formulate our question and its possible answer it is
useful to utilize the wave function formalism as we are
interested in the late time behavior of physical quantities
which may not even be associated with local operators.
In this formalism for a given quantum system we will
define the Hartle-Hawking wave function by which one
could study expectation values of different observables.

To proceed, let us start with a Hamiltonian H , whose
eigenvalues and eigenstate wave functions are denoted by
E and ψE(x)

1, respectively. We assume that the “non-
normalized” eigenstate wave functions satisfy the follow-
ing orthogonality condition (with an appropriate integral

1 In what follows we will consider a chaotic system with non-
degenerate continues spectrum.
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measure)

∫ ∞

0

dx ψ∗
E1

(x)ψE2
(x) =

δ(E1 − E2)

N(E1)
, (4)

where N is a function of the energy by which the eigen-
states may be normalized.
For the system at finite temperature given by β−1, let

us define the time shifted Hartle-Hawking wave function

φ(β, t, x) as follows

φ(β, t, x) =

∫ ∞

0

dE e−(β

2
+it)E

√

η(E)N(E)ψE(x), (5)

so that the partition function of the system is

Z(β) =

∫ ∞

0

dx φ∗(β, t, x) φ(β, t, x) . (6)

Here η(E) is an arbitrary function which for more cases
we will be considering in this paper we will set it to one.
Using the orthogonality condition for the eigenstate

wave functions one gets the standard expression for par-
tition function if one identifies the density of states as
ρ(E) = η(E)N(E)

Z ≡ Z(β) =

∫

dE e−βEρ(E) . (7)

Given a function f of the coordinate x one may define
a quantum object A associated with it as follows2

Af (β, t) =
1

Z

∫ ∞

0

dxdx′ φ∗(β, t, x) φ(β, t, x′)f(x, x′),

(8)
which may be simplified to get3

Af (β, t) =
1

Z

∫ ∞

0

dE1 dE2 e
−β

2
(E1+E2)eit(E1−E2) (9)

× ρ(E1)ρ(E2) A(E1, E2),

where

A(E1, E2) =

∫ ∞

0

dxdx′ ψ∗
E1

(x)ψE2
(x′)f(x, x′) . (10)

Indeed this is a generalization of (1) in which the cor-
responding object may not necessarily represent an ex-
pectation value or correlation functions of local opera-
tors, though for appropriate choices of the function f it
reduces to that for quantum correlation functions of lo-
cal operators. In this case the function f(x, x′) may be
thought of as the matrix elements of the corresponding
operators in coordinate basis. More precisely for a given

2 Here we have used the partition function to normalize Af , so
that for f = δ(x− x′) one has A = 1.

3 In what follows we have set η(E) = 1 so that the density of state
is given by ρ(E) = N(E).

local operator O, one has f(x, x′) = 〈x|O|x′〉, that re-
sults in A(E1, E2) = 〈E1|O|E2〉. Clearly if the function
f only depends on coordinates the corresponding ma-
trix is diagonal f(x, x′) = δ(x − x′)f(x). Of course, as
already mentioned, we would like to emphasize that in
general the function f could be any function which may
not be given in terms of the matrix elements of certain
local operators.
As far as the time dependence of the corresponding

quantum object is concerned, as we will see, the main role
is played by the function A (10) (A-function) associated
with the given function f .
For the cases in which the quantum object Af reduces

to quantum expectation value of local operators, one
would expect that the A-function follows the ETH ansatz
and therefore the long time average of Af approaches its
value in thermal equilibrium.
In our case, however, since we are interested in the late

time behavior of the quantum object, we will not perform
the long time average and instead will look for possible
conditions from which the late time behavior of Af may
be read.
More precisely, we would like to see whether there is a

condition under which the corresponding quantum quan-
tity keeps growing with time even though the whole sys-
tem is reached thermal equilibrium.
To address this equation, following the ETH idea, it is

clear from the equation (9) that the corresponding infor-
mation should be encoded in the behavior of A-function
(10). To proceed, since we are interested in the late time
behavior it useful to rewrite the expression (9) in terms
of variables defined in (2)

Af (β, t) =
1

Z

∫ ∞

0

dεe−βε

∫ ∞

−∞
dω eiωtρ(ε+

ω

2
)ρ(ε− ω

2
)

× A(ε, ω) (11)

and then study the behavior of A(ε, ω) in the limit of
ω → 0.
Actually, as it is evident form the above expression,

the time dependence of Af should be read from the ω-
integral. Indeed, due to the simple factor of eiωt in the in-
tegrand, using the Cauchy’s residue theorem with the as-
sumption that the density of state ρ(ε±ω/2) is a smooth
function in the limit of ω → 0, in order to get a non-trivial
time dependence, the A-function must have a pole struc-
ture of order of n for n ≥ 2. In particular, for the case
of a double pole structure where the A-function has the
following limiting behavior

A(ε, ω) = −a(ε)
ω2

+ local terms, for ω → 0, (12)

with a positive smooth function a(ε), one finds that the
quantum object A exhibits a linear growth at late times4

Af (β, t) = C0 +
1

Z

∫ ∞

0

dεe−βερ2(ε)a(ε) (2πt), (13)

4 It is worth noting that this linear growth must not be confused
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where C0 is a time independent constant that is a func-
tion of β. It is worth noting that for poles of higher order,
one generically gets power low time dependent behavior.
We will back to this point latter.
Having found a quantum object that has linear growth

at late times, it is tempting to identify the corresponding
quantum object, Af , as the quantum complexity. To be
precise, we would like to define the complexity as follows.
For a chaotic quantum system the quantum complexity

is defined by (8) for a particular function f -to be found
for a given system- so that the associated A-function ex-
hibits a double pole structure in the limit of E1 → E2

A(E1, E2) ≈ − a(E1, E2)

(E1 − E2)2
+ local terms (14)

where a(E1, E2) is a smooth positive function.
Of course for a given quantum system and for a given

state, a priori, it is not obvious how to find the func-
tion f that results in the desired double pole structure
for A-function. Moreover, in general the corresponding
quantity may not be given in terms of local operators.
To further explore this observation in the next sec-

tion we will present an explicit example in which one
could identify a proper function f , that results in a lin-
ear growth for Af .

III. EXPLICIT EXAMPLE

Let us consider a quantum system with the following
Hamiltonian

H =
P 2

2
+ 2µe−x + 2e−2x . (15)

Then the corresponding Schrödinger equation is
(

− d2

dx2
+ 4µe−x + 4e−2x

)

ψ(x) = 2Eψ(x) . (16)

The eigenstate wave functions of the above equation are
given in terms of the Whittaker function of the second
kind with imaginary order

ψµ,E(x) = ex/2W−µ,i
√
2E(4e

−x) . (17)

Actually this Hamiltonian is used to study different
aspects of two-dimensional JT gravity (see e.g. [7–10]).
For general µ 6= 0 it corresponds to JT gravity with end
of the world brane whose tension is given by µ. For the
particular value of µ = 1

2 it may also be considered as su-

persymmetric version of JT-gravity [11]5. It may also be

with that of the ramp phase in e.g. the spectrum form factor
where the linear growth was the consequence of subleading con-
nected part of the density-density correlation. Here we have a
linear growth at leading disconnected level. We will back to this
point later.

5 Note that in this case one has η(E) = 1/E.

thought of as a Liouville Quantum Mechanics describing
Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev Model [12].
Using this Hamiltonian the complexity of JT gravity

has also been studied in [13–15]. Of course in what fol-
lows the relevance of this quantum system to the two-
dimensional JT gravity is not important for us, and we
will consider it as a one dimensional quantum system.
The orthogonality condition for the eigenstates

ψµ,E(x) is [16]

∫ ∞

0

dx ψµ,E1
(x) ψµ,E2

(x) =
δ(E1 − E2)

Nµ(E1)
, (18)

where

Nµ(E) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

Γ

(

1

2
+ µ+ i

√
2E

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
sinh 2π

√
2E

4π2
, (19)

which is essentially the density of state of the system,
ρµ(E) = Nµ(E) (here we set η = 1). Therefore the time
shifted Hartle-Hawking wave function is

φ(β, t, x) =

∫ ∞

0

dE e−( β

2
+it)Eρµ(E)ψµ,E(x) . (20)

Motivated by the result of [14] we will consider f(x, x′) =
δ(x− x′)x by which the associated A-function reads

A(E1, E2) =

∫ ∞

0

dx ψµ,E1
(x)ψµ,E2

(x)x . (21)

Actually if one recalls the fact that the function f may
be interpreted as matrix elements in the coordinate basis,
the above choice corresponds to the matrix elements of
position operator that is obviously diagonal leading to a
delta function. On the other hand since the wave function
satisfies the Schrödinger equation, essentially in this case
what we are evaluating is the average of position operator
(distance).
It is then straightforward to study the pole structure

of the A-function. Indeed, using the variables defined in
(2) and in the limit of E1 → E2 one finds [14]

A(ε, ω) = −
√
2ε

πρµ(ε)

1

ω2
+ local terms. (22)

Therefore from the equation (9) one can find the late
time behavior as follows

A(β, t) = C0 +
1

Z

∫ ∞

0

dε e−βερµ(ε)
√
2ε (2t) (23)

that is the linear growth, as expected.
As another example we note that in the context of ran-

dom matrix model and its connection with chaos we are
typically dealing with matter two point functions whose
matrix elements in energy eigenstates have the following
general form [17]

OE1,E2
=

|Γ(∆ + i(
√
E1 −

√
E2))Γ(∆ + i(

√
E1 +

√
E2))|2

Γ(2∆)
.

(24)
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where ∆ is the dimension of the corresponding matter
field. From this expression one may define an A-function
as follows

A(E1, E2) = − lim
∆→0

d

d∆
OE1,E2

(25)

= −2|Γ(i(
√

E1 −
√

E2))Γ(i(
√

E1 +
√

E2))|2.

It is then easy to see that in the limit of E1 → E2 this
A-function exhibits a double pole structure

A(E1, E2) = − 4π
√
ε

sinh(2π
√
ε)ω2

+ local terms . (26)

Actually recalling the relation between random matrix
model and two-dimensional JT-gravity, the above expres-
sion corresponds to the case of µ = 0 in (22).
It is also interesting to look at the rate of complexity

growth

dAf (t)

dt
=

1

Z

∫ ∞

0

dεe−βερµ(ε)
√
2ε , (27)

which might be compared with the Lloyd’s bound [18].
Actually we note that in the context of holographic com-
plexity where the complexity may be computed using CA
conjecture [19] the rate of complexity turns out to be
twice of the energy of the system, saturating the Lloyd’s
bound [18]. Here, instead, we get rather an expression
that is not that of Lloyd’s bound. We note, however, that
at low energies one has ρµ(ε) ∼

√
2ε and thus the above

expression may be thought of as the average of energy in
a canonical ensemble.
If one works with a non-normalized situation by drop-

ping 1/Z factor, one then could present the rate of com-
plexity growth in the macro canonical ensemble by mak-
ing use of the inverse Laplace transformation. In this
case the corresponding rate is given by ρ(E0)

√
2E0 that

at low energies results in ∼ 2E0, reminiscing of Lloyld’s
bound. Here E0 is the energy of the macro canonical
ensemble.
In general for µ = 0 the integral may be performed

exactly to find

dAf (t)

dt
=

2e−
2π2

β

√
2πβ

+

(

1

2π
+

4π2

β

)

Erf

(√
2π√
β

)

, (28)

which at low temperatures goes as ∼ β−1/2 while at high
temperatures it is ∼ β−1. Although for general µ the full
expression for the rate of complexity growth may not be
written explicitly, asymptotic behaviors for low and high
temperatures are the same as that of µ = 0.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

In this letter we have defined a quantum object as-
sociated with a given function in a chaotic system. We

have demonstrated that under certain condition the cor-
responding quantum object exhibits linear growth at late
times much longer than the system reaches the thermal
equilibrium.
Given the function f , we will impose a condition on

its matrix elements in the energy basis. We have shown
that if for a given function f -to be found- the matrix el-
ements in energy basis exhibit a double pole structure at
late times (14), the corresponding quantum object given
by the equation (9) will have late times linear growth
which could be interpreted as the quantum complexity.
Of course for given state in a given system, a priori, it
is not clear how to find the function f with the above
desired property.
In the context of thermalization of quantum system

when the function is given by the expectation value of
local operators, one generally assumes that matrix ele-
ments follow the ETH ansatz.
Actually in order to get a non-trivial time dependence

at late times, the A-function should have poles of order
of n with n ≥ 2. For general n > 2 one generally gets
power low growth at late times, though for n = 2 one
has a linear growth. Since having a linear growth at late
times might be a signature of the complexity [1] that is
expected to be the fastest growth, one may propose a
hypothesis that the double pole structure is the highest
pole structure the A-function could have.
It is worth mentioning that for a give chaotic model

there could be several f ’s that give double pole structure
for A-function which in turns results in the late time lin-
ear growth. For the explicit example we have presented
in the previous section it is straightforward to see that
for any functions in the form of f(x, x′) = δ(x − x′)xm,
with integer m, one finds double pole structure. More-
over form the matrix elements (24) it is easy to construct
several A-functions with the desired property. They can
be obtained by taking ∆ → 0 limit of mth ∆-derivative
of the matrix elements (24).
This is very similar to the observation made in [20] in

the context of holographic complexity where it was shown
that there are infinite class of gravitational observables
in asymptotically Anti-de Sitter space which living on
codimension one slices of the geometry, that exhibit uni-
versal features as that in complexity. Namely they grow
linearly in time at late times.
To conclude this part we should emphasis that hav-

ing known the late time behavior is not enough to define
complexity and we need more information to fix it. Ac-
tually it seems that this is also the case even for a rather
well studied candidate for the complexity in the context
of Krylov complexity6 (for discussions about Krylov com-
plexity closely related to our point of view see [21–25]).
It would be interesting to explore this point better [28].

6 Yet another interesting notion of complexity which is related to
what we have studied in this paper, spread complexity, has been
introduced in [26, 27].
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An other interesting feature of complexity is that it
saturates at the very late times given by exponential of
the entropy of the system. It is then natural to see how
the saturation could occur in this context.
To address this question we note that the quantum

object A associated with the function f may be written
as follows

Af (β, t) =

∫ ∞

0

dE1 dE2 e
−β

2
(E1+E2)eit(E1−E2) (29)

×ρ(E1, E2) A(E1, E2),

where ρ(E1, E2) is a function of E1 and E2 which has the
following general form

ρ(E1, E2) = ρ(E1)ρ(E2) + ρc(E1, E2) . (30)

Here ρc represents the connected term meaning that it
cannot be written in a factorized form of g1(E1)g2(E2)
with g1,2 being arbitrary functions. Clearly for the first
factorized term the above function reduces to that of (9).
The connected terms could have either perturbative or
non-perturbative origins which may generally have non-
trivial pole structure that could result in the saturation
phase for very late times.
Actually this is a well known structure which has been

seen in the literature for spectrum form factor of chaotic
models such as JT-gravity in which the pole structure of
ρ(E1, E2) results in the ramp phase. Of course for spec-
trum form factor there is no A-function and whole time
dependence controls by the density-density correlator. In
the context of holographic complexity for JT gravity in
which we also have the A-function the connected part
of ρ(E1, E2) which has non-trivial pole structure at late
times is, indeed, responsible for the saturation phase [13–
15].
We note, however, that in the present case, where we

are dealing with a general formalism which is not directly
related to the holography picture, it is not clear how the
full expression of the connected term could be computed.

Nonetheless as far as the late time behavior is concerned,
one would expect that the main contribution comes from
the short range correlation which is given by the universal
sine kernel term [29]7

ρc(ε, ω) ≈ − sin2(Dωρ(ε))

(Dω)2
, for ω ≪ 1 . (31)

Here D is the dimension of Hilbert space which is given
by the exponential of the entropy of the system. There-
fore the whole late time behavior of the quantum object
Af is described as follows: the double point structure of
the A-function leads to linear growth at the leading dis-
connected part of the density-density correlation, while
there is the saturation phase which can be described by
subleading connected term given in the universal sine-
kernel term multiplied by the double pole structure of
A-function. It is then easy to see that the saturation
occurs at t ∼ D.
As a final comment we note that the structure we have

presented in this letter, naively, has the similar feature as
that of the Krylov complexity [21–24]. In particular for
the explicit example we have considered the complexity
may be thought of as the average of position. It would
also be interesting to understand this connection better
[28].
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