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The eigenstate thermalization hypothesis (ETH) was developed as a framework for understanding how
the principles of statistical mechanics emerge in the long-time limit of isolated quantum many-body
systems. Since then, ETH has shifted the attention toward the study of matrix elements of physical
observables in the energy eigenbasis. In this work, we revisit recent developments leading to the
formulation of full ETH, a generalization of the original ETH ansatz that accounts for multi-point
correlation functions. Using tools from free probability, we explore the implications of local rotational
invariance, a property that emerges from the statistical invariance of observables under random basis
transformations induced by small perturbations of the Hamiltonian. This approach allows us to make
quantitative predictions and derive an analytical characterization of subleading corrections to matrix-
element correlations, thereby refining the ETH ansatz. Moreover, our analysis links the statistical
properties of matrix elements under random basis changes to the empirical averages over energy windows
that are usually considered when dealing with a single instance of the ensemble. We validate our analytical

predictions through comparison with numerical simulations in non-integrable Floquet systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The eigenstate thermalization hypothesis (ETH) was
introduced as a natural extension of ideas from quantum
chaos, typicality, and random matrix theory (RMT) to
explain thermalization in isolated quantum systems [1-7].
In the quantum chaos community, it is common to model
deterministic systems as effectively random. In this spirit,
the Bohigas-Giannoni-Schmit conjecture established that
quantum chaotic systems exhibit eigenvalue statistics
consistent with RMT [8]. Beyond spectral properties,
quantum chaos also manifests in the statistics of eigen-
states. According to Berry’s random wave conjecture,
eigenfunctions of chaotic systems H|E;) = E;|E;) behave
as superpositions of plane waves with Gaussian-distributed
amplitudes and random phases [9,10].

Building on these foundations, ETH focuses on the
matrix elements of few-body observables in the energy
eigenbasis, A;; = (E;|A|E;). It has been proposed that
these matrix elements can be regarded as random varia-
bles: the average of the diagonal elements varies smoothly

“Contact author: evallini@uni-koeln.de

Published by the American Physical Society under the terms of
the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International license.
Further distribution of this work must maintain attribution to the

with energy and reproduces thermal expectation values,
while the off-diagonal elements have zero mean and an
energy-dependent variance [3,4]. These small fluctua-
tions can be viewed as arising from a fictitious ensemble
of infinitesimally perturbed systems, effectively intro-
ducing randomness through the arbitrary mixing of
nearby eigenstates, without altering the relevant physical
properties at the scales of interest in statistical mechan-
ics [5]. ETH connects the statistical properties of the
matrix elements to the thermal behavior of A, thereby
explaining thermalization in isolated chaotic systems.
Randomness emerges as the underlying mechanism:
subject to the constraint of preserving a minimal struc-
ture in energy, the chaotic eigenstates are otherwise as
random as possible, encoding the microcanonical
ensemble [4,11-16].

Recent developments have extended the standard ETH
framework by studying higher-order correlations among
matrix elements [17]. These correlations are now known to
play a crucial role in determining quantities such as out-of-
time-order correlators (OTOCs) and have been investi-
gated in different contexts, ranging from condensed matter
[18-23] to high energy physics [24-31]. The full ETH [17]
states the following expression, for products with distinct
indices i} # - - # i,:

th d th blished article's title, j [ citation, and T — —n p(n n
;1)1401.0r(s) and the published article's title, journal citation, an A A= DlE+ F£+)(w1, L wy) —|—(9(D125+ ), (1a)
2691-3399/26/7(4)/043007(37) 043007-1 Published by the American Physical Society


https://orcid.org/0009-0003-4613-9526
https://orcid.org/0009-0007-4906-5533
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6931-8736
https://ror.org/00rcxh774
https://ror.org/058rvd314
https://ror.org/02feahw73
https://ror.org/00jjx8s55
https://ror.org/03xjwb503
https://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1103/d1cq-gj9p&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2026-10-13
https://doi.org/10.1103/d1cq-gj9p
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

VALLINI, FOINI, and PAPPALARDI

PRX QUANTUM 7, 043007 (2026)

where F(") are some smooth functions of the energy
differences w, = E; —E; , and of the mean energy
density e, = E /L = (E; +---+E; )/nL, with L the
system size. They are commonly known as ETH smooth
functions and are related to the Fourier transforms of
higher-order connected thermal correlation functions.
Dg, = e5(E+) is the density of states at the average energy,
with § macroscopic entropy. When indices are repeated,
the average of the products factorizes, at the leading order
in the density of states DE+, as
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Remarkably, it has been recognized that this ansatz can
be reformulated within the mathematical framework of
free probability theory [32,33]. The latter generalizes
classical probability to non-commuting variables by
replacing the notion of statistical independence with
freeness [34-36]. Specifically, it introduces powerful tools
for understanding the statistical properties of large matri-
ces, such as those that arise in chaotic quantum systems.
Recasting ETH in this language has led to several con-
ceptual developments [20,37—41], including the intriguing
proposal that, in ergodic systems, local observables at
different times become freely independent in the long-time
limit [42-47].

In this work we further develop the principle of local
rotational invariance, which originally motivated the
formulation of the full ETH [48]. On the one hand, we
clarify in detail how the full ETH emerges from local
rotational invariance; on the other hand, pursuing this goal
also provides a quantitative characterization of the sub-
leading corrections to Eq. (1), which were only partially
discussed in [17].

Rotational invariance can be realized at different levels.
In its simplest implementation, basis transformations are
taken to be global: the probability distribution of the
Hamiltonian remains unchanged under arbitrary unitary
transformations [49], leading to completely random eigen-
vectors uniformly distributed on the unit sphere [50,51].
Consequently, the statistical properties of A remain invari-
ant under random global unitary rotations. In realistic
Hamiltonians, however, randomness emerges only locally
in energy: eigenstates exhibit random-like fluctuations on
small energy scales while preserving smooth variations
and physical structure across the spectrum [52-57]. This
observation motivated refined RMT models, such as
banded random matrix ensembles, where randomness is
restricted to nearby energy levels [58,59]. Within these
models, the statistical properties of observables remain
invariant only under /ocal unitary transformations, provid-
ing a more faithful statistical description of chaotic
many-body systems. The transition from global to local

rotational invariance can thus be viewed as a refinement of
the ETH paradigm [17]: the global case represents the
featureless random limit, while the local version incorpo-
rates energy structure. This hierarchical picture provides a
controlled approach to study the internal structure of ETH
and to explicitly evaluate its first subleading corrections,
which naturally emerge in terms of local free cumulants
[60], as we aim to show in this work. These corrections are
compatible with the postulates of structured random
matrices introduced in [60] beyond the leading order.

A. Motivation and main results

Before entering the technical development, we summa-
rize here the physical idea behind our approach and our
main results.

a. Local rotational invariance and the ensemble U,,..
Our starting point is the physical observation that the
observable statistical properties that are relevant for
thermalization should not change if we slightly perturb
the Hamiltonian in a way that only reshuffles eigenstates
that are close in energy. Indeed, mesoscopic physics is
expected to be insensitive to such small perturbations,
which mix only nearby eigenvectors while leaving the
smooth, coarse-grained structure of the spectrum intact.
This expectation is encoded in the principle of local
rotational invariance [48]: an observable A in the energy
eigenbase shares its statistical properties with a version
AY = UITOCA U, rotated by a random unitary that acts only
locally in energy,

A~AY, Uipe = U, )
k

Each U% is an independent Haar-random unitary that
mixes only the states inside a small energy window of
width A, centered on a mesoscopic energy E;. Such a
window is described by a function 5, (E; — E,), either a
sharp box or a smoothed profile peaked around E;, as
illustrated in Fig. 1(a), so that the number of states it
contains is D; = >, 65 (E; — E,) ~ %) Averaging over
U, reshuffles the matrix elements of A only locally in
energy, while preserving a hierarchy of correlations.

b. Main results. In this work, we compute averages of
products of matrix elements, such as those appearing in
Eq. (1). Local rotational invariance allows these quantities
to be computed as ensemble averages over the correspond-
ing unitaries (2). Carrying out this calculation yields the
full ETH ansatz, showing that local rotational invariance
provides the underlying principle governing the structure
of the correlations encoded in ETH. The explicit evalu-
ation further leads to the following results:

(1) the definition of the smooth ETH functions in terms

of global matrix quantities, which make the energy
dependence of matrix elements explicit;
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(a) Local rotational ensemble
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(b) ETH matrix elements
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Pictorial summary. (a) The local rotational ensemble U),.: a random unitary with block structure (left) or with a smoothed/

banded structure in energy (right). Only the D; states within an energy window of width A around each mesoscopic energy E; are mixed
by a matrix of the ensemble. This window is described by the function §,(E; — E,), which may take the form of a sharp box or a

smooth profile. (b) Products of matrix elements, such as A;;A;;

and A;;A ;;A;;A;;, are represented by blue diagrams on n points, where

L] ]l

repeated indices are connected by blue lines. This uniquely fixes z, identified by the associated diagram on the red edges. (c) Leading
factorization and subleading corrections of correlations with repeated indices [cf. Eq. (9)]. The leading contribution is determined by =
and given by the product over its blocks of smooth functions evaluated at the energies labeling the nodes. Subleading corrections are
obtained from diagrams 7 formed by merging two blocks of z. Top row: k = 2 factorization in Eq. (5). Bottom row: k = 4 factorization

in Eq. (8).

(2) the definition of the empirical averages entering the
ETH ansatz. While the derivation relies on ensem-
ble averages over random rotations, these averages
ultimately admit a precise formulation in terms of
matrix elements of a single deterministic operator.
the identification of subleading corrections to the
ETH factorization;

These are our main results.

The simplest example: the standard ETH. In this para-
graph, we illustrate these results on the simplest examples
at first and second order, which correspond to the standard
ETH ansatz [4,7].

When the indices are distinct, the average over the local
rotational invariant ensemble gives smooth functions of the
energies (result 1.) as

3)

AY(E) = Tr(5;,A) = K, (E)). (3a)
AZA%(E” E; ) o~ Tr(GEAGE A) — [Tr((A)'E[A)}ZO'(E, — Ej)
= Ky(E;, Ej), (3b)

where 6y = > M |@){(a| is a normalized microca-

a
nonical projector peaked around the energy E, and
o(E; —E;) = 65(E; — E;)/Dg,. In this way we obtain
energy-resolved moments of A, i.e. traces projected onto
the energy windows, which define the smooth functions of

the energy K,(E) = F" and K>(E\, E,) = Fg)(a))/DE+
[using the notation in Eq. (1)].

Furthermore, we note that, for i # j, we can rewrite
Eq. (3b) as

Oa(E; — Ep)

D

A(E;— E,
ZAaﬁ ' >A,,a

a#p l

AUAU
AUAH

“)

As we discuss below, this shows that ETH averages can
be interpreted as averages over small energy windows of a
single realization of the operator, the empirical averages
entering the ETH ansatz (result 2.).

Finally, when some indices are repeated, the average of
the matrix elements factorizes into products of these smooth
functions, plus a subleading correction (result 3.); the
simplest instance is the diagonal two-point function

~ AU(E,)AY (E)+A3A§{(E E;),

&)

where the first term is the factorization and the second, of
relative order 1/D, is the subleading correction. As we
explain better below, the latter encodes a nontrivial gluing
of leading contributions, mechanism that generates higher-
order correlations, although constrained to equal-energy
sectors. Equation (5) is the well-known statement that the
variance of the diagonal matrix elements is fixed by the oft-
diagonal ones at zero frequency [7]. Indeed, the subleading
contribution is already present in the standard ETH, but
missing in the usual higher-order formulations. One of the
goals of this paper is to extend these results to arbitrary
orders, thereby filling a structural gap in the full ETH
framework.

The general result. We now show how the results above
hold at arbitrary order.

For an all-distinct cyclic product (a simple loop), the
average is a single smooth function of the energies,
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AU AU AU

iyip “ a3 ini] :K"(Eil’”"Ei )’ (6)

n

which extends Egs. (3a)—(3b) to arbitrary n. We will be
able to write the smooth functions K, in terms of moments
of A resolved in energies by microcanonical projectors 6,
and to show that these expressions are local free cumulants
[60], directly connected to operator valued free probability.
These provide a natural definition of the ETH smooth
functions, F") () = limy_, D7 K, () in terms of global
matrix quantities.

A key outcome is that the ensemble averages coincide
with empirical averages of a single, fixed operator over
small energy windows. Using A ~ AU and self-averaging,
the diagrams with distinct indices read

TU AU 6A(Ei - E(l )
Al AL~ ) Awe—
a#Ha, i
a OalE,—E,) 7)
@, ) Di ’

n

thus generalizing Eq. (4). The right-hand side involves
only the matrix elements of the fixed operator A, summed
over normalized energy windows around E; ,-- -, E; : the
ensemble randomness is replaced by a smoothing over
small energy windows of a single deterministic matrix.
Nicely, this provides the standard recipe used to extract
ETH functions numerically, and it extends to repeated
indices by smoothing only over the distinct ones.

The factorization at repeated indices, together with its
subleading corrections, also admits a simple interpretation
as a generalization of the mechanism already highlighted
in Eq. (5). At the fourth order, for instance,

AUAUAUAU ~ AUAU(E, E;)AU(E;)

et jit i i ji
+A5A.%(Ei’Ej)A5A%(Ei’Ei)
QA AT £, ).

that is, a leading factorization followed by subleading
corrections built from products with one more distinct
index, evaluated at equal mesoscopic energies.

This mechanism can be understood pictorially from
Figs. 1(b)-1(c). Firstly, we associate to each product of
matrix elements a diagram 7, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b) for
the examples of Egs. (5) and (8). The matrix elements are
represented by blue dots, joined by a blue line whenever
their indices coincide, while the diagram 7z is read off from
the red edges.

We focus on products for which this diagram is non-
crossing and show that the average reads

AL, AL~ K(EY) + Y K(E}D. )
T
—_———

subleading

factorization

The leading term K, is read directly from the diagram =
[Fig. 1(c), left]: it is given by the product of smooth
functions K,, with one factor for each block of x,
evaluated at the energies associated with the dots in that
block. The subleading corrections arise from diagrams 7
obtained by merging two blocks of z [Fig. 1(c), right];
each K, is again a product of smooth functions. For
instance, at k = 2 [top row of Figs. 1(b)-1(c)] the diagram
of AYAY has two blocks, yielding the factorization
[K\(E;))* = AV’(E;). Merging them gives the single
correction K (E;, E;) = AJAY/(E;, E;), which reproduces
Eq. (5). In the body of the work, we will show that this
procedure has a precise mathematical formulation and that
# and 7 are naturally organized on the lattice of non-
crossing partitions, appearing in free probability.

Strategy of the paper. To build intuition, we begin with
the simplest case of global rotational invariance, i.e. a
single global Haar rotation acting on all matrix elements.
This corresponds to taking a single block of size D, equal
to the full Hilbert space dimension, in U,.. This toy model
already captures the factorization properties and the
structure of the subleading corrections, but is blind to
any energy dependence: in this case the local free
cumulants reduce to the normalized free cumulants of
the observable A, K, () = k,/D"!, independent of energy.
We then refine this construction to local rotational invari-
ance, which restores energy dependence and, crucially,
yields the smooth energy dependence of the ETH
functions.

B. Paper’s structure

The rest of the manuscript is organized as follows. In
Sec. I we present in detail the idea of global and local
rotational invariance; we briefly review Weingarten cal-
culus for the calculation of averages of products of matrix
elements, and key concepts of free probability. The next
four sections contain the bulk of our new results:

(1) Section III: we start by the simplest toy model of
global rotational invariance; we derive a closed
formula for the leading and subleading contribu-
tions; those can be read in terms of free cumulants
on the lattice of non-crossing partitions.

(i1) Section I'V: we consider the second toy model with
local rotational invariance, which allows us to
improve the closed formula from the global case
by incorporating the energy dependence; we trans-
late the corresponding quantities from standard free
cumulants to local free cumulants, related to oper-
ator-valued free probability.
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(ii1) Section V: these findings lead us to define empirical
averages over small energy windows for the fixed
matrix A and to directly link the smooth functions of
ETH and local free cumulants. In this way, we gain
back ETH and the first subleading correction to the
factorization of the diagrams.

(iv) Section VI provides numerical tests conducted in a
many-body non-integrable Floquet system, demon-
strating strong agreement with our theoretical pre-
dictions.

In Sec. VII we conclude and discuss the implications of
our work, with an outlook on future directions suggested
by the principle of local rotational invariance and possible
applications of the subleading corrections.

There are several appendices. In Appendix A we
introduce additional concepts from free probability that
complement the ones in the main text. We then discuss the
detailed calculations through Weingarten calculus in
Appendixes B and C, respectively for global and local
rotational invariance. In Appendix D we link the results
obtained from local rotational invariance to operator-
valued free probability. An alternative approach to free
probability, based on the Harish-Chandra—Itzykson-Zuber
integral, is discussed in Appendix E, while Appendix F
presents additional numerical analyses. In Appendix G we
show how the subleading corrections discussed in this
paper determine the late-time plateau of thermal free
cumulants [32], providing a quantitative characterization
of long-time freeness in chaotic dynamics.

II. RANDOM BASIS TRANSFORMATIONS

In this work we study the matrix elements of some
observable A in a randomly rotated basis by studying
correlations between the entries of AY = UTAU with U a
unitary matrix drawn from an ensemble that we will
specify. The basic assumption is to look at a single matrix
A in the basis of the Hamiltonian and assume that it is
characterized by global or local rotational invariance.
With this we mean that A shares the statistical properties
with a globally or locally rotated version:

A~AY =UTAU, (10)
where U can be a Haar distributed random unitary matrix,
as the one in Fig. 2(a), or a banded random unitary
characterized by a local structure in energy, such as the
block diagonal matrix in Fig. 2(b) or its smoothed version
in Fig. 2(c). Moments of A are clearly equal to those of AY
as they depend only on the spectral properties of the
matrix. In the context of local rotational invariance we will
encounter generalized moments, and we will assume that
in the large size limit these moments of A equal those of
AY, and that in particular these quantities are self-averag-
ing, namely that a single realization of the matrix equals
the result on average.

(c) Smoothed Unitaries

(a) Global Unitary

(b) Block Unitaries

"

FIG. 2. Illustrative examples of the random matrix I/ in
Eq. (10), employed to rotate the observable A. Different refined
toy models for deriving ETH are shown. In (a) the matrix I/ is a
global Haar unitary matrix, so that A exhibits consequently
global rotational invariant. Local rotational invariance is
achieved by incorporating a local structure, as in (b) and (c):
in (b) the matrix I/ is composed of disjoint blocks of independent
Haar unitaries, each acting only on a local interval of states. The
last more refined toy model in (c) is a smoothed version of the
previous one, see Sec. II for discussion.

Random matrix theory and free probability provide a
framework for evaluating matrix elements’ n—th moments

AZ[’I{ i l ;. » which are the interest of ETH. We explicitly
keep the dependence on U/ to emphasize that we are
averaging over an ensemble of random matrices, assuming
A ~ AY. The empirical averages performed on the matrix
elements of a fixed observable A will be discussed in
Sec. V. We now define the different toy models that we will
consider.

In the first toy model U/ = U is a structureless random
unitary, and the observable AV possesses global rotational

invariance. Therefore, Ag =2 ;U A;;U5 with U

sampled by the Haar ensemble. The matrix elements’
nth moments follow as
U U
Aim g

- Z T znz,, U}l/l U./n./n AII}I A_n}n an

1] 1,,
J1Jn

The statistical properties of the Haar ensemble are
known exactly and can be expressed compactly using
the Weingarten calculus, which follows from the Schur-
Weyl duality and Schur’s lemma, allowing unitary invar-
iants to be written in terms of permutation operators as [61]

* * —
Uil i Uz,,z” U/m U/n/n
: : wga/;’ la 5izx(n)fj/1 5;/1(])5[ T 5;/i(n)~jn ’
apeSs,

(12)

with Wg, 5(D) = Wg(a~'p, D) Weingarten matrix for
a, f permutations in the symmetric group of n elements
S,. D is the dimension of the matrix A i.e., the Hilbert
space dimension. Further discussion of the Weingarten
function will be given in Appendix B.
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A different approach based on an explicit formula for
the generating function of the matrix elements, the (low
rank limit of the) Harish-Chandra-Itzykson-Zuber integral,
is discussed in Appendix E.

The second toy model takes into account that A remains
invariant under local basis transformations i.e. reshufflings
of its elements restricted to local neighborhoods in energy.
We consider U = U, to have local structure in the energy
of the Hamiltonian, i.e. H|E;) = E;|E;). We divide the
total energy range in M disjoint intervals, I, ---1I;,. The
size of each interval, in terms of energy, is denoted by A,
and intuitively all states in the same block are associated
with the same mesoscopic energy. Considering a generic
interval /, whichever i € I can be taken as representative of
the associated mesoscopic energy that we therefore label
by the state, as E;. The number of states of /, that we call
D;, is defined as

D, = 21—25AE E,) ~eSE), (13)

ael

where the 5, (E; — E,) selects states within the block 7 to
which i belongs, as a sharp box, and e5(F/) is the density of
states at energy E;, with S the macroscopic entropy. One
can therefore define a matrix U for each interval I, as a
block-sparse matrix with a single random unitary block of
size D; x D;, supported on the indices /. Globally, as
depicted in Fig. 2(b),

M
Uppe = @ UW (14)
k=1

where U+ are independent. As a consequence, the locally
rotated matrix is

( locAUl()C ZU” 1] ‘5“]])7 (15)

i€l
jeJ

where now U) and U") are independent Haar unitaries
for the blocks 7 and J respectively: the rotation is made
locally around the energies of the states i and j. The matrix
elements’ nth moments for locally rotated matrices are

U U
All]l Ainjlz

= > vl gty g s A
U Lply Jih Jnn 1 nln

el el
J1€J1in€Jn

(16)

Differently from the case of global rotational invariance,
one must account for the fact that the matrices are random
unitaries only on the associated set of indices. Therefore,
Eq. (12) cannot be applied directly; however, Weingarten
calculus can still be used by appropriately coupling

matrices on different intervals. One clearly retrieves the
global Haar case for a single interval M = 1 with a flat
da() = 1 in Eq. (13).

This minimal toy model, although convenient for
analytical computations, exhibits intrinsic discontinuities,
since indices i and j that are close in energy may still
belong to distinct blocks I and J. Nevertheless, it has a
natural counterpart that can be schematically related to the
banded unitary shown in Fig. 2(c). Indeed, its formulation
allows one to generalize the minimal model into a
smoothed version by considering 5, () as peaked around
E; for each state i with a characteristic width A. Moving
from the sharp to the smoothed function yields a refined
version of the local rotational invariance model.

In the next sections, Egs. (11) and (16) will be evaluated
explicitly through Weingarten calculus, and products of
matrix elements will be given in terms of free cumulants.
Since these concepts are essential to explain our results, we
briefly review in the next paragraph the basic elements of
free probability theory.

A. Key concepts of free probability

Free probability is an extension of traditional probability
theory to non-commuting variables, such as random
matrices. Originating in planar field theory [62-64], free
probability has recently played a role in many branches of
many-body physics, such as quantum information theory
[65], tensor networks [66—69], disordered systems [70-75],
and gravity [76-80].

This section provides a concise introduction to the aspects
of free probability theory required to understand the main
results of this paper, focusing on its combinatorial formu-
lation. Additional material is presented in Appendix A,
where we provide a more standard mathematical introduc-
tion to free probability and a brief overview of operator-
valued free probability. The latter extends free probability to
variables with additional structure, such as block random
matrices, and as we show below, some of the structures
emerging from our analysis admit a natural interpretation
within this framework.

For a more comprehensive treatment of free probability
theory, see Refs. [8§1-83].

In Fig. 3 some examples of the main concepts are
illustrated.

a. Partitions. In order to describe the combinatorics of
free probability, it is useful to introduce partitions. A
partition of a set of n elements is a collection of non-empty,
disjoint subsets whose union equals the original set; we
indicate it as a sequence of blocks B,,, 4 = {By,...By,},
with #u the total number of blocks in the partition. Each
partition is usually represented graphically by n points on a
circle, ordered clockwise, with lines connecting the ele-
ments in the same block. Crossing partitions are the ones
for which blocks cross, i.e., lines in the respective diagram
intersect. Non-crossing partitions are all the others, are
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p*=(1234) =y, 2
3 2 3 2
3
1
) l =132 y :
4 2 ”*__ : 4 ) u=(13)(24)
) 5 w* = (12)(34) Ar

FIG. 3.

u=~1234)=y,
wE=M2)B)H =e

(b)

vy = (1234)
v
(14)(23)
v
1H2)3)
v

e=DER)BF)#

(a) Graphical representation of some partitions of four elements (in blue) together with their respective Kreweras

complements (in red). The unique crossing partition for n = 4 is shown in the lower right corner and has no Kreweras complement.
(b) NC(4) (sub)lattice of non-crossing partitions; lines between rows are connecting partitions at a unit distance. At the bottom, the
discrete partition (finest), at the top the trivial one (coarsest). Correspondingly, NC(4) can be seen as the geodesic interval [e, y4], subset
of the Cayley graph, for which permutations from one row to the other are related via a single transposition. Each set of permutations
following a path from e to y, defines a single geodesic in the interval; an explicit example is highlighted in green, and on the right.

denoted by NC(n), and their number is given by the
Catalan number C,, = (*")/(n + 1). Two special partitions
are the discrete partition e (n blocks of 1 element) and the
trivial one y,, (1 block of n elements).

b. Lattice. Partitions are partially ordered by refinement:
for two partitions u and v, we write v < p if every block of
v is contained in a block of y. Under this order, the set of all
partitions forms a lattice which can be visualized as a
hierarchy of partitions arranged from the coarsest at the
top, which is the trivial partition, to the finest at the bottom,
which is the discrete partition. Not all partitions are
comparable, which makes the refinement only a partial
order: incomparable partitions appear on the same level of
the lattice. When considering only non-crossing partitions,
a similar structure can be drawn, forming a sublattice of
the lattice of all partitions under the same refinement order.
The sublattice of NC(n) exhibits a top-bottom symmetry
which is a special feature of non-crossing partitions and
does not hold in the lattice of all partitions. The symmetry
consists in exchanging the coarsest and finest partitions
and reversing the order of all others; this leaves the lattice
combinatorially unchanged. This inversion symmetry can
be made precise, defining the Kreweras complement.

¢. Dual partition or Kreweras complement. The
Kreweras complement of a non-crossing partition u is
obtained diagrammatically by placing a second copy of the
set {1,---,n} around the same circle and taking the
maximal non-crossing partition on the new points without
crossing any lines of u. Intuitively, u* completes y so that
together they form the maximal non-crossing partition of
the doubled set. It is unique. Crossing partitions do not
have a dual complement. The Kreweras complement
defines an order-reversing bijection on NC(n); that is, if
v < p then v* > p*. In other words, the coarsest partitions
become the finest under the Kreweras complement, the
finest become the coarsest, and intermediate levels are

mirrored. As a consequence, the Kreweras complement
realizes an isomorphism between NC(n) and the order-
reversed lattice. u* is also called the dual partition of y, and
NC(n) is said to be self-dual.

d. Free Cumulants. The combinatorics of partitions
plays a central role in probability theory when defining
cumulants recursively from the moments of a random
variable A, through the moments-cumulants formula. In
the classical case all partitions contribute, but in free
probability theory only non-crossing partitions appear. The
moments-free cumulants formula then reads

#u
an= > x. =[x, (17)
) m=1

ueNC(n

where «, is defined implicitly for each y € NC(n). Each k,,
can be expressed as a product of free cumulants associated
with the blocks of u: [, denotes the length of the mth block
B,, of p. As an example, the first free cumulants are
defined implicitly by

(18)

This formulation highlights the combinatorial structure
underlying free cumulants: each cumulant naturally cor-
responds to a non-crossing partition of the indices, and the
nth moment is reconstructed by summing over the con-
tributions associated with all non-crossing partitions of
size n. The moment functional (¢) can be chosen quite
generally; in RMT, a common and natural choice is the
normalized trace (*) = Tr(*)/D.
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e. Isomorphism partitions-permutations. This corre-
spondence is discussed in more detail in Appendix A 3,
while here we only outline the main idea. Every permu-
tation in the symmetric group a € §,, induces a partition x4,
by grouping together the elements belonging to the same
cycle: u, = {cycles of a}. The converse is not true: a
partition does not specify a unique permutation, because
one must choose an order of the elements within each
block to define a cycle.

When fixing an order in the blocks, which for us will be
the normal ordering, and excluding the crossing partitions,
the correspondence becomes bijective. Therefore, one can
establish an isomorphism between non-crossing partitions
and a specific subset of permutations, the ones lying on the
geodesic interval from the identity to the normal-ordered
maximal cycle, where the geodesic is defined with respect
to the Cayley distance. This statement is made more
precise in Appendix A 3, where also the correspondence
between the lattice structure and the Cayley graph is
highlighted, after introducing a partial order on the
permutations. Acknowledging this isomorphism, we will
identify a non-crossing partition with the associated
permutation. In particular, we will call them with the
same letter, and represent blocks and cycles in the same
way. The interpretation depends on the context: when
viewed as a map, the notation indicates the action of a
permutation, otherwise, it represents the blocks of a
partition. We indicate as e = (1)---(n) the identity
permutation i.e. the discrete partition, and with y, =
(1---n) the maximal normal-ordered cycle i.e. the trivial
partition.

III. GLOBAL ROTATIONAL INVARIANCE

Our goal is to evaluate the products in Eq. (11) and
derive a formula that provides a combinatorial prescription
for computing the leading order contribution and the first
subleading, in the Hilbert space dimension D. In this
section, we consider the case in which the observable AY
possesses global rotational invariance. The results pre-
sented here are derived in Appendix B and are obtained by
inserting Eq. (12) into Eq. (11) and performing a system-
atic expansion in powers of 1/D. Our analysis focuses on

specific products of the form AY; AV, .- AY. | which we

Liy" i3 Lnly”?
refer to as ETH-cycles [84]. For convenience, we define
the ordered set of indices i := {iy, ..., i, }, where different
ij may or may not coincide, for different j. By allowing all
possible repetitions in i, we encompass all the relevant
products of matrix elements that we aim to study. Each can
be uniquely associated with a partition of the set {1---n},
where the numbers indicate the position of indices in i,
meaning the subindices: we allocate in the same block the
positions of equal indices in the set i. Specifically, let B,
denote the mth block of the partition, containing I,
elements. All indices corresponding to that block are

equal, ie. ig (1) =---=1ig, () The total number of

distinct indices in the product is then given by the number
of blocks in the partition. For instance, A;;A;;A;A;; has
i={ij,i,i} and it is associated with the 2-blocks
partition (134)(2). Indeed, i; = i3 = iy =i # i, = j, with
respect to the generic ETH-cycle A; ; A, ; A, A, -
Based on which indices are repeated, we can have:
(1) Simple loops, if they are all different. These are
defined by the n-blocks partitions;
(i1) Cacti, if there are repeated indices and the asso-
ciated partition is non-crossing;
(iii)) Non-cacti, if there are repeated indices and the
associated partition is crossing. For instance, this
is the case for A;;A;;A;;A;; with partition (13)(24).
We will exclude non-cacti diagrams from our
discussion [85].
Each ETH-cycle is associated with a diagram that can be
identified with the one of the partition so defined [32]. For
instance, some examples for n = 4 are

Simple Loop Cactus Non-Cactus
i i i
l J i J J J
k i i
AijAjkAklAli AzjjAjiAiiAii AijAjiAijAji
7 = (1234) 7 =(12)3)4) An

In this diagrammatic representation, we highlight the
original partition of the indices in blue and its dual non-
crossing partition (when it exists) in red. In fact to write the
closed formula for leading and subleading contributions, it
is convenient to classify the diagrams in terms of the
Kreweras complement of the partition introduced before,
which we denote generically by z. While the partition
introduced previously ensured that indices labelled by
numbers in the same block were equal, for z this is not the
case; it is more convenient to interpret it as a permutation.
Concretely, 7 can be seen as a permutation of the set of

subindices {1, ...,n} of i; while i = {i|, ..., i,} is the set
of the indices in the first position in the matrix elements,
7(i) = {iz1)» " ig(n) } is the set of indices in the second

position in the matrix elements. This allows us to express
a product of matrix elements, excluding non-cacti, in
the form Aili”“) --~A,-ni”(”). For example, A;;A;;A;;A; has
Kreweras complement 7 = (12)(3)(4) on i = {i,J,i,i},
which reflects the fact that the first two indices form a
cycle and are exchanged in the first two matrix elements:
i,,<1> = iz :j and i,,(2> = i1 = i, while i”(3) = i3 =i and
in(4) = i4 = i. For cacti, the number of blocks #z of the
dual partition is the number of leaves in the diagram,
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meaning the number of parts in which the circle is divided
when pinching equal indices.

With the tools introduced so far, we can now explain the
formula for leading and (first) subleading contributions of
U AU

Lila(1) Inlz(n

proven in Appendix B:

- This is given here as an ansatz, which is

- P
AlU PN | S —
(1) Unl(n) Dn—#ﬂ
K, 1
b Y ot O )
n—#t n—#r+2 |’
TENC(H)WiLhD D
> #r=Hn—1
(19)
# .
where k, = [[*_, k; is a product of free cumulants, one

for each block, being #u the number of blocks of y, cf.
Eq. (17). These free cumulants are the ones associated with
moments given by the normalized traces of powers of the
observable A. We emphasize that, in Eq. (19), z does not
have to be thought as a generic permutation, but as the one
associated with the Kreweras complement of the non-
crossing partition describing simple loops and cacti.

Let us now discuss the implications of Eq. (19). The
leading term contribution is given by the product of free
cumulants associated with the blocks of 7, rescaled by the
Hilbert space dimension to a power dependent on the
number of blocks. This constitutes the simplest “toy
model” of ETH (see for instance [7] for n = 2), in which
products of matrix elements have expectation values which
do not depend on the indices, the constant free cumulants
of Eq. (18). The leading term was obtained in a different
context and with the methods of Appendix E in [86].
Remarkably, even the subleading correction admits a
compact expression in terms of free cumulants, the ones
associated with partitions 7 bigger than z at distance one
on the lattice of non-crossing partitions. Therefore, the
subleading contributions can be read immediately from the
lattice NC(n), locating z, and considering all the partitions
on the row above, connected with a line to it. The partitions
7 may, depending on z, be unique, non-unique, or may
not exist.

Let us illustrate these results by explicit examples. For
simple loops, the partition 7 at distance one does not exist.
In fact, z is the trivial and the coarsest partition possible: it
is located at the top of the lattice, and there are no
partitions above. Hence, the first-order correction is zero
[87]. Its associated free cumulant is x, = «,,. For instance,
for = = (1234), partition at the top of NC(4) in Fig. 3, the
formula reads:

S 1
AVAUAUAU = 54 (’)<—>. (20a)

ije*jk E DS

As a consequence, one can identify a free cumulant with
a diagram with all distinct indices as

il
U AU AU

Iy I
~ A AZ LAY
i3 hiy bl ly .

Throughout this work, the symbol ~ denotes the leading
and next-to-leading behavior, while all corrections o(D~2)
smaller by two orders of magnitude are neglected.

For the case of cacti, the formula gives the factorization
of the matrix elements’ nth moments in terms of lower
order moments with different indices only, each of them
given by a single free cumulant x, and each of them
representing a block of the initial diagram. This is the usual
factorization encoded by full ETH: one should divide the
statistical average every time a repeated index is present.
The subleading contribution is a correction to the standard
factorization. This can be understood more clearly in the
following examples.

For 7= (12)(3)(4),
AVAVAUAU

eyttt i

x,/D"! (20b)

Kreweras complement of

the leading order is given by k,k7/D, which

corresponds to the factorization AJAY AY?_ For the sub-

leading, there are three non-crossing partitions with
#r =2, which are (12)(34),(123)(4) and (124)(3).

e
OBOBO
OODOD

Q 7 = (12)(3)(4)
A-A-A-A.

gt it i @
OO0
SO0

AAL A, AiAgAy
AijAjkAkkAki ij4 Nk ki i< it il

ii

We represented both the lattice for partition associated
with the repeated indices in a product of matrix elements
(second lattice) and the lattice for its Kreweras comple-
ment (first lattice). Indeed, since the lattice is self-dual, one
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can read the result indifferently from one or the other, just
reversing the order. From the lattice on the bottom, it
appears more clearly that the partitions finer of one unity
than 7z correspond to products of matrix elements in which
there is one additional distinct index, compared with the
initial product. Graphically, this corresponds to breaking
the lines in the initial block one at a time, which effectively
means considering one fewer repeated index and thus one
fewer block. The subleading corrections are given by the
leading contributions of these configurations. As a result:

AUAUAUAU_ﬁ2ﬁ%+fi%+zﬁlli3+o( 1 )

% el Kt X At 74 D D2 D3
~ AUAU AU AU 4 AUAU AUAT + 2AT AU AT AT

QOO
Qooo

(20c)

The subleading is made by recombining the factorized
terms of the leading order in all possible ways, while
treating indices that were equal as distinct; these indices
are connected by a dashed line in the diagrams.
Consider as another example 7z = (12)(34), the

Kreweras complement of AJAYAYAJ/: the leading order

is given by «3/D?, which corresponds to the factorization

AZAZAUAU For the subleading, there is just one non-
crossing partition with #z = 1, which is y,, the one at the
top of the dual lattice. This corresponds, indeed, to the
product of matrix elements in which there is one additional
distinct index, compared with the initial product. As a

result:

2
e — K3 K4 %
AGATAGAL = 55 + s @ O @
= (12)(34)
NAUAUAUAU—‘,—AUAUAUAU

ij < g iy gk

G-
i k
l

Therefore, our finding is that each subleading contri-
bution of cacti equals the leading contribution of a
configuration with one more distinct index, previously
coincident in the cacti. For non-cacti, the partition 7

(20d)

is not defined which reflects the fact that there is no
unique way of factorizing these products of matrix
elements, as it is better understood in the derivation in
Appendix B.

The expression in Eq. (19) contains no explicit energy
dependence; indeed, it is well known that this simple RMT
toy model is not sufficient to derive the ETH functions. In
the following section, we extend this approach in order to
incorporate the explicit energy dependence and overcome
this limitation.

IV. LOCAL ROTATIONAL INVARIANCE

We now consider the second toy model, which takes into
account that A remains invariant under local basis trans-
formations, i.e., reshufflings of its elements restricted to
local neighborhoods, i.e. A~ AV, We consider U, to
have local structure in the energy of the Hamiltonian, as
explained in Sec. II. The Haar average for computing the
matrix elements’ nth moments (16) is performed explicitly
in Appendix C, for some examples involving the first few n
orders. Although the derivations are made using the
minimal model in Fig. 2(b), the resulting expressions
can be directly translated to the more refined model in
Fig. 2(c). Here we present these results, separating the
discussion between simple loops and cacti.

A. Local free cumulants

For simple loops, we show in Appendix C that the
average is given by a smooth function of the energies,

AV AU~ K (E;

iiy iniy “’Ein)’ (21)
that we now write explicitly for the first few orders up to
n = 4. To specify the functions K,, let us introduce a
normalized delta operator, for each energy state i,

o, =S BB 1 )

b Tr(6p) = 1. (22)

where we recall that 5, (E; — E,,) is peaked around E; with
a characteristic width A, so that 6z, implements a smooth
microcanonical projector on energy E;. We denote with
o(E;—E,) =6,(E;—E,)/D; the diagonal matrix
element of such operator. This allows to write the smooth
functions K, as

K] (El) — Tr(&EiA) (23&)
K> (E;, E;) = Tr(65,Ab5,A) — [Tt(65,A)0(E; — E;)
(23b)
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K3(Ei, Ej’ Ek) = Tr(&EiA(ATEjA[TEkA) -

+2Tr(6 A)?

K4(Ei’ Ej’ Ek’ El)

TI‘(&E’A)G(E,- — Ej>Tr(8E,A6-EkA
o(E; — E;)o(E; — Ey)

= Tr(é‘EiAéE/Aé'EkA&E]A)

+ 2 cycl.
) Y (23¢)

— Tr(&EiA)O'(Ei — Ej)Tr(?rEiAﬁEkAO'E]A) + 3 CyCl.
— Tr(&E’_AGEjA)G(Ei — Ek)Tr(ﬁElAﬁElA) + CyCl.

+2Tr(6,A)?

— 5Tr(6,,A)*

J(Ei — E])G(EJ — Ek)Tr(&EiA&ElA) + 3 CYCI.
+ Tr(&EIA)TI‘(éEkA)G(El — E])U(Ek —
o(E; — E;)o(E; — Ei)o(Ey — E;).

E|)Tr(65 A6 A) + cycl.

(23d)

It is straightforward to see that for a flat 5, () = 1 over the entire energy spectrum, one recovers the results of global
rotational invariance (20b), discussed in Sec. III. In this limit, these correlators correspond to rescaled free cumulants,

Ky(Ej,. -

E; ) =x,/ D", where k, were defined from normalized traces of powers of the entire matrix, cf. Eq. (18).

We assume that, when the smooth functions are multiplied by the energy projectors, then they can be evaluated at the

same energy, i.e. K (E;)o(E; — E;)
indices are the same (zero frequencies).
By inverting the (23) we find:

= K, (E;)o(E; — E;). This implies the continuity of the smooth functions when the

Tr(6pA) = K (E)) (24a)
Tr(6£,A6,A) = Ky(Ei Ej) + K\ (E;)K,| (E))o(E; — E) (24b)
Tr(&EiA?)'EjAﬁEkA) = K3(Ei, E], Ek) + K1 (EZ)KZ(EJ? Ek)G(Ei — E]) + 2Cycl (24 )
c
+ K\(E;)K((E;)K\(Er)o(E; — E;)o(E; — Ey)
Tr(?)'EiA&EjA?rEkAéElA) = K4(Ei7Ej’ Ek,E[) + Kl (EI)K:;(EJ, Ek’ El>0'(Ei - Ej) + 3 CyCl
+ Kz(Ei, EJ)KZ(Ek’ E[) (E — Ek) + CyCl
(E)Ki(E;)Ky(Ey, Ep)o(E; — Ej)o(E; — Ey) + 3 cycl
K\(E;))K\(E)Ky(E;, E))o(E; — E;)o(Ey — E;) + cycl
(E)K, (Ej)Kl(Ek)Kl (E))o(E; — E;)o(E; — Ey)o(E, — E)). (24d)

One can notice the similarity between these expressions
and Eq. (18), in fact, K,, can be defined implicitly from a
generalized moments-cumulants formula as

Tr(&E”A H '8Ei A)

= Z Kﬂ(Eil Ut Eill)gl'l* (Ell st

ueNC(n)

) Ei,,)? (258-)

where p* is the dual of the non-crossing partition y, and the
function K, (E; ,---.E; ) is defined as

K (E;,,

In H Klm le 1) T EiBm(lm))' (25b)

The function 6, (E; ,---,E; ) is a product of rescaled

delta functions o() that equate indices belonging to the

same block of x*; note that if multiple indices belong to the
same block we should choose the minimum number of &()
functions. By inspection of the first few orders, one
immediately finds Eq. (24).

As it is clear from Eq. (23), when the energies are well
separated, these quantities can be rewritten as traces with
appropriate normalization, so that their scaling reads:

K,(Ey,---,E,) ~Dg", (26)

where on the right-hand side, we take the large-size
limit L > 1 and use that for a finite-rank observable,
the trace scales as the density of states at the average
energy E, = (E,+---+E,)/n

We note that, besides dimensional factors, the same
expression (25) can be found in Refs. [60,73,88], where
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the corresponding quantities are defined as local free
cumulants. Therefore, in this work we will likewise refer
to K,, as local free cumulants. The main difference is that
our K, derived within the local rotational invariant model,
possess the different dimensionality associated with the
energies D;, D, - - -. In Ref. [60] the density of states of the
matrices is flat: there is no energy dependency and all the
D are the same, as for Floquet models, so one can define
properly normalized functions. Moreover, Ref. [60] shows
that the local free cumulants introduced there can be
related to operator-valued free cumulants.

Since Eq. (25) are the generalization of Eq. (17) to
matrices with an energy structure, this holds also in our
case: we show in Appendix D how Eq. (25) naturally
appear when generalizing scalar free probability to oper-
ator-valued free probability. Consequently, local free
cumulants can be identified with the diagonal components
of specific operator-valued free cumulants, namely, those
weighted by projectors onto energy windows.

B. Cacti diagrams

Finally, let us discuss the implications for the scaling of
matrix elements with repeated indices. For these diagrams,
one can characterize not only the leading-order, but also
the subleading scaling, as we did for the model with global
rotational invariance.

We illustrate here examples; for n = 2, the expectation
value with repeated indices reads

AYAY ~ (K, (E)))* + K5 (E,. E))

=~ A_gz(Ez) + AVAV(E;, E;).

UAT (27a)

This corresponds to the usual factorization with correc-
tion given by the second local free cumulant evaluated at
equal energies. In Eq. (27) and in the following, we use the

notation AJA%(E;, E;) to highlight the energy dependen-
cies. This result for the diagonal matrix elements matches
the well known ETH two-point function result [89].

For n = 4, two examples are:

AVASATAL ~ Ky (E;, E;) K (E;))?

+ K> (E;, E;)K,(E;, E;) + 2K, (E;)K5(E; E}L E;)

~ AVAY(E;, EA;')A_S{Z(EJ + AVAY(E; E;)AYA]/(E;. E;)

e ij4ji
+ 2A0(E)ALALAL(E;, EjL E;), 27b)

and

AgAzAll{All{ = K2<Ei7 EJ>K2<E17 El) + K4(Ei7 Ej’Eia El)
~ AJAG(E; E;) AQAL(E; )

YA

+ AVAYADAT(E; Ej E; Ey), (27¢)

from which it is clear that, at the leading order, the usual
factorization happens, while the corrections arise from
higher-order local free cumulants, corresponding to prod-
ucts of matrix elements with more different indices, but
evaluated at equal mesoscopic energies.

These results generalize those obtained for global rota-
tional invariance in Sec. III to the case of structured
matrices. In particular, Eqgs. (27b)—(27c) are analogous to
Egs. (20c)—(20d), but now incorporating explicit energy
dependence. One could notice that the dashed lines in the
diagrams above are, in the case of local rotational
invariance, connecting equal mesoscopic energies.

Therefore, the contributions can be read again from the
lattice of non-crossing partitions, and the general expres-
sion for the leading and subleading behavior reads:

Af{i”m = -Agw ~K,(E; .- E)
+ > KBy B, (28)
€ NC(n) with

>x fr=H#r—1

where, in the set {E; ,---,E; } the energies are repeated
whenever indices are repeated in i; the function K, was
defined in Eq. (25b), as a product of local free cumulants.
For K, evenifin {E; ,---, E; } there can be repetitions, in
the dependencies of its local free cumulants K; (z) only
distinct energies are present, since, by definition, each
block of 7 accounts only for different indices. For K,
instead, since in the products associated there is one
additional distinct index compared with the initial product,
K, (7) is calculated at equal energies whenever indices
that were previously identical become distinct.

As aresult, each subleading contribution of cacti equals
the leading contribution of a configuration with one more
distinct index, calculated at equal energies for the indices
previously coincident.

Equation (28) represents one of the main results of this
paper, and it directly generalizes the result of full RMT in
Eq. (19) to structured matrices. The same behavior is
expected to hold for matrix elements of non-integrable
Hamiltonians, hence providing a refinement of the full
ETH. In Sec. VI, we shall verify that the same also holds
for a non-integrable Floquet model.

V. EMPIRICAL AVERAGES OVER SMALL
ENERGY WINDOWS

After the local rotational invariant toy model, we are
now in position to make a connection with the standard
ETH ansatz. Firstly, the scaling in Eq. (26) of the local free
cumulants K,, suggests defining some order-one functions

Ff(:jr)(a)lv o 'wnfl) = Lli_)nc}oe(nil)LS(&r)Kn(Eh e El’l)a
(29)
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commonly known as ETH smooth functions, which are
generally written as functions of the mean energy density
e, =E_/N and of all the other n—1 independent
frequencies w; = E; — E; ;.

In order to make a connection with the ETH ansatz in
Eq. (1), an important step forward that we make in this
work is to link the previously defined average of matrix
elements over an ensemble of banded unitaries to the
empirical averages of matrix elements of a given instance
of the operator under study, in the basis of the particular
Hamiltonian that one has chosen. We can derive, for
diagrams with distinct indices:

Kn(Eil ) Ein)
= Allljlz o 5i1
- Ea]) 6A(Ei,, - E(ln)
Z Aa1a2 - 5 'Aanal Di
al:/é ¢an ll in
=A,;, A forig#-#i, (30)

In order to derive this relation we have assumed that the
statistical properties of A are the same as those of AY so that
in the generalized moments in (23) or in the generalized
sums in (30) we could arbitrarily use A or AY. We have then
assumed that these quantities are self-averaging, which is
typically the case in RMT. This expression corresponds just
to a definition of average over smoothed different indices
for a single realization of the matrix; this is what we define
as empirical average. The nice aspect of this equation is that
it corresponds to the numerical recipe for deterministic
matrix elements, as commonly used in the literature [33].
Furthermore, this expression is continuous for coinciding
energies, i.e. when E; — E; or w;; = E; — E; — 0.

Similarly, one can define empirical averages of dia-
grams with repeated indices. The strategy is to average the
matrix elements over small windows of energies, keeping
the sum and the smoothing only for the distinct indices. As
an example we consider:

ZAMAW =) gy

i

Under the assumptions made above one can recognize
these empirical averages as the averages over the ensemble
of unitaries and obtain the factorization and its corrections.
Other examples of empirical averages can be found in (F2).

VI. NUMERICAL TEST IN FLOQUET MODELS

This section presents a numerical test of both the well
established ETH and the new subleading corrections
derived analytically in the previous sections. We consider
a non-integrable one-dimensional spin chain under a
stroboscopic periodic drive, a setup similar to those
commonly studied in the literature on Floquet many-body
systems [90,91] and in recent works on quantum chaos

[33,92-94]. We introduce the model below and sub-
sequently present the simulation methods and results.
All numerical codes and datasets used in this work are
openly available on Zenodo [95].

A. The model

We consider the following time-dependent Hamiltonian

H(t) = Hy + sgn[cos(Q1)]Vy, (32)
with H, and V| accounting for (i) Ising interactions on a
chain of L spin 1/2, (ii) longitudinal and transverse fields,
and (iii) mixed interactions between nearest neighbors in
the transverse directions, similar to the Dzyaloshinskii-
Moriya interactions. Specifically:

Hy=Hz;+ Hx+ Hy, Vo=Hz;—Hx—Hy,
L L L
) ST AET) S S
; ; ;
L
Hy =d ) (XiYi1 +YiXip). (33)
i

We consider periodic boundary conditions. The time
evolution operator for (32), over one period 7, is
Up=e~ i(Ho+Vo)] p=i(Ho=V0)5 p=i(Ho+Vo)]

— iz} p—i(Hy+Hy)T ,—iHz%

= g e_iyu
a

whose spectrum is given by the Floquet quasienergies v,
which are 2z periodic; the choice v, € [—7,7), V a is
made. The frequency of the drive Q is connected to the
period as T = 2z /Q. For definiteness, we fix Q = 2z, and
the parameters J = 1,h = 0.905,¢9 = 0.809,d = 1.

This ergodic model exhibits translational invariance and
parity symmetry, but not time-reversal symmetry, which is
broken by the H,, interaction [96]. It therefore belongs to
the unitary symmetry class, meaning that the level-spacing
statistics of the Floquet operator eigenvalues follow those
of a random Hamiltonian drawn from the Gaussian unitary
ensemble (GUE) [98]. This is precisely the case for which
we derived the analytical results: the observable A was
required to be invariant under unitary rotations, reflecting
that the Floquet eigenvectors belong to the unitary class.
As observable, we choose the total magnetization, rescaled
by the number of spins, in order to preserve translational
invariance.

In Appendix F we present results for slightly different
Hamiltonians. Firstly, we consider a Hamiltonian without
translational invariance, in order to check our assumptions
for different observables, for instance, the magnetization
on a single site. Then, we consider the case for which the

V) (Vals (34)
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time reversal symmetry is restored, and the Hamiltonian
belongs to the orthogonal symmetry class; we will briefly
discuss the discrepancies observed with respect to the
unitary case.

B. Methods

Our aim is to prove numerical Eq. (28), in particular we
will look at two specific matrix elements’ 4th moments that
are the ones in the examples (27b)—(27¢). We want to verify
the validity of the factorization and its subleading correc-
tions, when calculating numerically the product of matrix
elements through the empirical averages. Moreover, we
want to confirm the scaling with the Hilbert (sub)space
dimension of the different contributions.

We begin by specializing our findings to Floquet
models. In this case, the ETH smooth functions do not
depend on the absolute energies, but only on the energy
differences [99]. w,3 = v, — vp. This reflects the fact that
in periodically driven systems there is no conserved total
energy, and thus the statistical properties of matrix
elements can only depend on relative quasienergies sep-
arations. Moreover, the density of states is flat so that

Dp+ = elsles) = D, Hilbert (sub)space  dimension.
Therefore, for simple loops, calling w, = w;;_,,
Ay Api (@1 ) F'(wy, ... w,_1)/D"".
(35)

The relation is similar to the one of global rotational
invariance, while still keeps the dependence on the differ-
ence of quasienergies.

Let us write the expressions for the cacti in (27b)—(27¢),
specialized for the Floquet case.

AijAjiAiiAii(w) ~AjjAj; (a))A_,»,»Q
+A;jAji(0)A;A;(0) + 245 AjA A (0, —o),
(36a)
with = w;; = v; — v}, and
AijAjiAilAli(a)l’ 602) = AijAji(COl) AyAj; (602)
+ AjjA A LA (01, —01, ©,), (36b)

with o, = w;; =v; —vj, 0 == w; =v; — ).

The numerical calculation of each product of matrix
elements is made by employing empirical averages, where
the summing and the smoothing are performed directly
on the quasienergy differences and involve only distinct
indices. It is important to account for the intrinsic
periodicity of the quasienergies, ensuring that the smooth-
ing procedure is formulated in a correspondingly periodic
manner. Specifically, since v, is identified with v, + 2z,
we employ:

55’”(1/04’1//3) = 5A(w - (l/a - Vﬁ))
+ 5A(w + 27— (l/a - I//f)) + 6A(a) -2z — (y(l - Uﬂ))
(37)

Therefore, for simple loops the empirical average reads:

Ay 'Ai,zi.(a)h C@,)
per

~ 1 A 5(01 (Va,vyaz)

=p, 2 Aaep

a #Fay, @1
65761;1 (Va s Vg )
"'Aan,]a,, D = . Aanap (38)

Wp—1

with D, = 3", 564" (V4. v5)/D. Consequently the formu-
lation follows for the cacti. All the expressions numerically
implemented are explicitly reported in Appendix F 3.

C. Numerical results

We perform exact diagonalization of the Floquet oper-
ator (34), using the QuSpin package [100,101] for writing
the different terms in (33). In particular, we restrict the
Hilbert space to the symmetry block of positive parity and
zero momentum; we indicate with D the dimension of this
subspace. As observable, we choose the total magnetiza-
tion along the z direction, rescaled by the number of spins,
meaning A = ), Z;/L. After evaluating the matrix ele-
ments in the Floquet basis A,; = (v,|A|vs), we calculate
the averages of the products of matrix elements involved in
Egs. (36a)-(36b), through the expressions (F2), fixing, in
the second example, w, = @; = w. We choose 51 values
of w in [—z, 7). Numerically, we implement the smoothing

through a Gaussian function
( (@— (v — Vﬂ))2>
exp| ———— |,

A
(39)

1
B VA

choosing A so that a sufficient number of states is
satisfying the condition, still much smaller than D.
Moreover, we average each matrix elements’ moment
over multiple values of As, in order to have a final
function with the respective error bars, for each value
of w. In Appendix F3 we explicitly write the intervals
chosen for the parameter A.

All results are plotted in Fig. 4. For a fixed number of spin
L = 16, we compare the right-hand side (purple curve) of
Egs. (36a)—(36b) with the respective leading order (pink
curve), and then we subtract the leading to the right-hand
side, in order to compare this difference (brown curve) with
the prediction for the subleading (orange curve). All curves
are plotted as a function of w. Moreover, in panels (c), (f),
we study the scaling with the subspace dimension D for
each of these curves, for a fixed w* ~ —2.13. This value was
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+ DA AAw)
—+ & AAw)
= (A& AiAi(w) - A - A AGi(w)
—+— 245 AjAjAk(w, —w) + AAji(w) AqAu(0)

(@) x107° x10~° (b)

A=>"7Z/L

—1= 145480 An(w,w)|
I [AiAjiw)

—+ [AjAjiAuAi(w,w) — AiAu(w
—t A AjpAnAdu(w,

x107°

d
()1.4

1.2
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10—6,
~2.13|
10710,

FIG. 4. Numerical results for the Floquet system in (34), and for the observable A = ", Z; /L. We numerically reproduce Egs. (36a)—
(36b), for ; = w, = w chosen in [z, z]. The error bars are given by averaging each product, for each w, over different values of the
smoothing parameter A, as explained in the text. (a), (b), (c) refer to (36a), while (d), (e), (f) to (36b). In (a), (d) we compare the right-
hand side (purple curve) with the respective leading order (pink curve) for fixed L = 16; for (a) the leading order is zero, while in (d)
the data nicely reproduce the expected leading order factorization. In (b), (e) we compare the difference between the right-hand side and
the leading contribution (brown curve) with the respective subleading correction (orange curve) for fixed L = 16. The data verify the
subleading correction to the factorization. In (c), (f) we represent the scalings of all the curves as a function of D. The scalings were
studied for values L € [8, 10, 12, 14, 16], and for a fixed value of w* ~ —2.13. While all the curves in (c) scale as 1/ L2D2, since the
leading order is zero, in (f) we observe the different scalings between the leading (purple and pink curves), as 1/L2D? and the

subleading (brown and orange curves), as 1/L>D?.

chosen arbitrarily as a representative parameter value; the
qualitative behavior of the plots is not sensitive to variations
of w* which confirms the robustness of the results. The
numerical results nicely agree the predictions, which follow
from the fact that, for distinct indices, simple loops scale

as A, A o 1/DD,

Sllrllge (M) =0, we notice that the leading order of
A;jA;AA(w) s zero, therefore the average follows
directly the subleading contribution A,,Aﬂ( )A;A;(0),
and scales as 1/L’D?, as expected. On the contrary,
A;jA;AA(w) is very well factorized in AjA j;(w)AyA;
(w), scaling as 1/L>D?, and the subleading well follows
the expected curve A;A;AuA;(w,—w, o), scaling as
1/L?>D?. The rescaling with L is required since the
magnetization has been rescaled with the total number

of spins L, for being a local observable.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND PERSPECTIVES

In this work we have revisited the general ideas behind
the development of full ETH. In particular, we have
discussed how the properties of matrix elements can be
studied under random basis transformations which are
associated with local perturbations of the Hamiltonian.
Different levels of refinement of the model led us to
consider (i) a completely random basis defined by the
application of a Haar distributed random unitary matrix,
(i1) a block diagonal unitary where each block is inde-
pendent and Haar distributed, (iii) a smoothed version of
this last model which can be associated with a banded
diagonal unitary matrix.

The natural mathematical framework of our study is
provided by free probability theory. In fact, for all these
ensembles, we derived analytical expressions of moments
of the matrix elements of the observable in terms of (local)
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free cumulants. As it was noticed before, the products of
interest, for the purposes of computing correlation func-
tions, can be classified as diagrams such as “simple loops,”
when indices concatenate but do not repeat, and “cacti,”
which are non-crossing partitions of the indices with some
repetitions. It was postulated that the expectation of cacti
factorizes and in our work we provide a detailed charac-
terization of the next to leading term beyond this
assumption, which can be expressed in terms of non-
crossing partitions at higher order.

In addition, we show how, under the assumption of
(local) rotational invariance, the averages of the matrix
elements under the application of random unitaries are
compatible with the empirical averages performed over a
single instance of the matrix ensemble, upon averaging
over energy windows, the method that is usually per-
formed in numerical simulations to extract the statistics of
such entries.

As emphasized in the Introduction, deriving ETH and its
subleading corrections from the principle of local rota-
tional invariance provides a deeper understanding of the
physical meaning of matrix-element correlations, of the
averages entering the ETH ansatz, and of the ETH
functions themselves in terms of global properties of
the operator. At the same time, the characterization of

|

[k2(2,0)]e

1 1
[k4(2,1,0,0)], = D ;;EIIQ(CUU, —w;j, w;;) + BZKZ(wij)KZ(_wij>7
7]

of order O(D7'), with plateau fluctuations of order
O(D™2). The subleading corrections thus set the exponen-
tially small late-time plateau, providing a quantitative
characterization of long-time freeness in chaotic dynamics.

We note that for non-Floquet systems, one should
consider further corrections arising from the dependence
of observables on the average energy, see e.g. Ref. [96].

(ii) Breakdown of ETH. Our subleading corrections may
also offer a sharp diagnostic of chaos. At k =2 they
predict that the variance of the diagonal matrix elements
equals the off-diagonal two-point function at zero fre-
quency [Eq. (5)], decaying as 1/D. In integrable systems,
instead, the diagonal matrix elements fluctuate much more
strongly, with a variance that decays only polynomially in
the system size, as 1/L¢ [103], a violation of this k = 2
prediction. The all-order corrections derived here could
thus provide a precise way to distinguish integrable from
non-integrable systems. Relatedly, recent works on the
breaking of ergodicity, e.g. the “fading ergodicity” near the
many-body-localized regime [104], address the anomalous

subleading corrections, already present in standard ETH,
fills a structural gap in the full ETH framework.

More generally, these results open several promising
directions for future research, which we discuss in the
remainder of this section.

A. Applications of our results

We first discuss applications of the subleading correc-
tions we have computed, which play a quantitative role in
quantum dynamics.

(i) Higher-order correlation functions: late-time pla-
teaus and freeness. The subleading corrections discussed
in this paper determine the late-time plateau of thermal
free cumulants [32]. In Appendix G we compute higher-
order thermal correlation functions and explicitly identify
the corresponding subleading terms at long times; these
can be incorporated into thermal free cumulants, yielding a
refinement of the ETH free cumulants introduced in
Ref. [32]. Since the leading ETH free cumulants average
to zero at late times due to the non-resonance condition
[43], these corrections control the late-time plateau and the
fluctuations around it. For the second and fourth thermal
free cumulants, we find

~ K,(0), (40)

(41)
i#]

low-frequency scaling of the ETH functions, where our
framework could find natural applications.

(iii) Different symmetry classes. The subleading cor-
rections also depend on the symmetry class. Already at
k = 2, the diagonal variance is fixed by the off-diagonal
two-point function at zero frequency up to a class-
dependent factor, one for the unitary class and two for
the orthogonal one [7,48,89] [Egs. (E10)—(F1)], as we
verify numerically in Appendix F 2. The difference stems
from rotational invariance: in the orthogonal class the
observable is invariant under local orthogonal transfor-
mations, so the permutation Weingarten calculus used
here no longer applies. A full prediction of the higher-k
discrepancies between symmetry classes remains an open
problem.

B. New directions

Beyond these applications, the principle of local rota-
tional invariance suggests several directions where it could
be applied more broadly.
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(i) Characterization of an ETH ensemble. Much recent
attention has been devoted to characterizing ensembles of
unitaries £ and their ability to reproduce the Haar ensem-
ble. A major open challenge is to identify the ensemble
appropriate to chaotic Hamiltonian time evolution,

£y = {e=Mt 1 ~PY, 42)

where P is a suitable distribution of times. Since such an
evolution conserves energy, and, in fact, every eigenstate, the
Haar ensemble must be endowed with additional structure in
order to capture the randomness of chaotic dynamics. Most
efforts so far have focused either on ensembles of states, in
the context of deep thermalization and Hilbert-space ergo-
dicity [105-108], or on random Hamiltonians [109]. Local
rotational invariance, through the associated block unitary
Uoe» provides a first constructive definition of such an ETH
ensemble: an ensemble of unitaries that, applied to the matrix
elements of an observable, reproduces by construction the
correlations dictated by full ETH, including both the smooth
energy dependence and the subleading corrections. Making
the relation between U, and the ensembles above precise
remains an important open problem.

(ii) Connection to eigenstate correlations. Here we
have applied local rotational invariance to the matrix
elements of observables. There is, however, great
interest in the correlations between the eigenstates
themselves [22,28], which control information-theoretic
quantities and the spreading of operators. Since such
quantities can be written as traces of suitable projector
operators, local rotational invariance could in principle
be applied to those projectors as well, providing a route
to derive eigenstate-correlation results within the same
framework.

(iii) Block and banded unitary averages. On the
technical side, our work introduces a new methodo-
logical tool: the average over block-structured random
unitaries, representing a first step toward a systematic
Weingarten calculus for unitaries with an energy struc-
ture. While we have shown how to treat block-diagonal
Haar unitaries, the main open challenge is to extend this
framework to genuinely smooth banded unitaries, such
as the one shown in Fig. 2(c). Beyond the present
setting, we expect this methodology to be of indepen-
dent interest and to find applications in other commun-
ities where structured random unitaries naturally arise,
for instance in the study of quantum dynamics with
conserved quantities.
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APPENDIX A: MORE ON FREE PROBABILITY

In Sec. IT A we introduced the basic notions of free
probability theory, with particular emphasis on the com-
binatorial structure of partitions. In this section, we instead
follow a more standard mathematical presentation, high-
lighting directly why free probability provides a natural
framework for studying quantum operators in chaotic
many-body quantum systems and their statistical proper-
ties. We then introduce operator-valued free probability,
since some of the quantities introduced in this work can be
naturally identified with objects already appearing in this
framework. Finally, we discuss the isomorphism between
partitions and permutations in more detail, as it will be
essential for the derivations in the following appendices.

1. Standard introduction to free probability

a. Non-commutative probability spaces. The fundamen-
tal object in probability theory is a probability space
(X, ), consisting of a unital *-algebra X’ and a linear
functional ¢: X — C satisfying

p(1) =1,

When & is commutative, one recovers classical prob-
ability theory. A standard example is X = L®(Q, P),
the algebra of bounded random variables on a probability
space (Q,P), with expectation functional ¢(x)=
Jox(@)dP(w).

Free probability extends this framework by allowing & to
be non-commutative. Two important examples are: (i) the
algebra Mp(C) of D x D matrices equipped with the
normalized trace ¢(x) = Tr(x)/D; (ii) a von Neumann
algebra of observables acting on a Hilbert space H, together
with a vector state ¢,,(x) = (y|x|y). These two examples
are closely connected. Indeed, free probability originated in
the study of operator algebras, and, since large random
matrices often provide finite-dimensional models for oper-
ator-algebraic structures, it was strongly influenced by
random matrix theory; subsequently it supplied powerful
tools for instance for studying the asymptotic eigenvalue
distributions of large random matrices.

p(x'x) 20, (") =g (%)
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In the main text (and in the following sections), for a
generic quantum observable A seen as a D x D matrix, we
adopt the convention (A) = ¢(A) = Tr(A)/D.

When & is non-commutative, many classical probabi-
listic notions require a nontrivial reformulation. The most
important example is the concept of independence. For
classically independent random variables x and y, mixed
moments factorize. For instance,

p(xyxy) = p(x*y*) = p(x*)p(y*).

The question is how this property should be generalized
in a non-commutative setting.

b. Freeness. The non-commutative analogue of inde-
pendence is free independence, or freeness. Let X and Y be
unital subalgebras of X. They are said to be freely
independent if

p(cicy--c,) =0 (Al)
whenever:

(i) each ¢, belongs either to X or to Y;

(i) consecutive elements come from different subal-

gebras;
(iii) ¢(ci) = 0 for all k.
As an example, if x€ X and y €Y are free, then

p(xyxy) = p(x*)p(y)* + ¢(x) 20 () (x)*(y)*.

Freeness and classical independence are distinct
notions. In general, freely independent variables are not
classically independent, and conversely.

A fundamental source of free random variables arises in
random matrix theory: independent random matrices from
ensembles such as the GUE become asymptotically free in
the limit of large matrix dimension.

c. Further developments. Many central constructions of
classical probability admit free analogs, including the free
central limit theorem, free convolution, free cumulants,
and their associated generating functions. A distinctive
feature of free probability is its deep connection with
combinatorial structures, most notably non-crossing par-
titions, as highlighted in Sec. IT A.

2. Operator-valued free probability

Operator-valued free probability generalizes standard
free probability by replacing the scalar-valued expectation
@: X - C with a conditional expectation ¢pp: X — D
where D is a distinguished subalgebra of X, satisfying the
condition ¢pp(d,xd,) = dypp(x)d,, for d 1.2 € D. Moments
retain information encoded in the chosen subalgebra,
rather than collapsing all variables to scalar quantities:
the choice of ¢p determines which degrees of freedom are
averaged over and which are preserved. This additional
structure makes operator-valued free probability

particularly well suited for systems with internal degrees
of freedom.

In the context of random matrices, this framework is
particularly useful for describing ensembles with non-
trivial internal structure, so that the resulting moments
preserve information about the underlying structure that
would be lost under a global trace. We call operator-
valued moments the matrices (Ad\AdyA ---d,A)p €D,

with d, €D, V k. The corresponding operator-valued
free cumulants are defined implicitly through the same
moments-cumulants relation as in Eq. (17), that is

(AdiA---d,A)p = > «kD(Ad,,....Ad,.A). (A2)
ueNC(n+1)

The difference with respect to scalar free probability is
that the matrices K/? are not factorized in a product of
block cumulants as in (17). Instead, the cumulants asso-
ciated with the blocks of p are recursively composed
according to the nesting structure of the non-crossing
partition, since they take values in D.

For the purposes of this work, we restrict our attention to
a specific example, that is the one of block matrices with
the convenient choice of D given by a block-diagonal
matrix with diagonal blocks. We focus on this particular
setting because it admits a direct connection with the
results presented in this work (see Appendix D).

Concretely, let us consider four blocks:

= ) we= (7 )

(E8)
D:
0 dl))iaer

. I 0\ . 0 0
:span{HI:(O 0),1‘[2:(0 ]I)} (A3)
Using Eq. (A2), we have

KT (A) = diag({(Aj)IL (Ay)D). (A4)

We can then calculate some examples of second-order
operator-valued moments and free cumulants. We are
interested in the ones weighted with the projectors on
the diagonal blocks Ic[,:m:

<Aﬁ1A>D = diag(<"4%l>]l’ (A Ap)lD),

(ATLA)p = diag({A1pAx)LL (A5)D). (AS)
The moments-cumulants formula reads
(ATLA)p = kD (ATT}, A) + & (ATT))k, (A), (A6)

and one can check that x; (AI1,) = k; (A)I1,. Therefore,
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kD (A}, A) = diag(((A})) — (A1) (Ay Ap)D),
K?(AﬁzyA) = diag((Aj A1, (<A§2> - <A22>2)H)-
(A7)

This can be generalized to higher order and for a generic
number of blocks.

3. More on the isomorphism between partitions
and permutations

In Sec. II A we briefly mentioned the isomorphism
between partitions and permutations, without entering into
its details. Here we clarify and formalize this correspon-
dence, as it will be essential for the derivation of Eq. (19)
in Appendix B.

a. Permutations. A permutation of n elements is a
bijective rearrangement of the set {1,---,n}. Using the
cyclic notation, we represent it as a sequence of disjoint
cycles a = (C)(C,) - - - (Cyg), where #a is the number of
cycles and each cycle (C,,) lists the elements that are
mapped cyclically. Two special permutations are the
identity e (n cycles of 1 element) and the maximal cycle
¥n = (12---n) (a single normal-ordered n-cycle).

b. Lattice. A useful notion is the one of rank or Cayley
weight of a permutation a €S, |a| = n — #a. The rank
represents the minimal number of transpositions needed to
generate a: it is minimized by e (rank 0) and maximized by
v, (rank n —1). The Cayley weight induces a natural
metric on the symmetric group S,

d(a.p) = la'p| = n—#(a”'p).

known as the Cayley distance. This distance measures the
minimal number of transpositions required to transform «
into f. With this metric, we consider the set of all
permutations 7 that saturate the triangle inequality between
a and f, that is, all permutations lying on some shortest
path between a and f:

[a.f] = {n€S,: dla,p)=d(an)+dn.p)}.

Between a and S there may exist multiple distinct
shortest paths, corresponding to different sequences of
transpositions, each defining a geodesic sequence

(A8)

(A9)

a:’/lO?nlv"'vnk:ﬂ’

where each consecutive pair differs by a single trans-
position, d(n;_,n;) = 1, and the total number of steps is
minimal, k = d(a, ). This metric naturally defines the
Cayley graph of S,, whose vertices are all permutations
and whose edges connect permutations differing by a
single transposition. In this graph, the Cayley distance
corresponds to the length of the shortest path between two
vertices. Geodesics in the Cayley graph are therefore
sequences of permutations connected by transpositions

that realize this minimal distance. Moreover, this notion of
geodesic naturally induces a partial order on the set of
permutations lying along geodesics between two fixed
endpoints. Permutations on different single geodesics
paths are, in general, not comparable under this order.
However, restricted to a single geodesic, for instance one
starting at the identity e, an order is defined as

B <a if and only if d(e, ) < d(e,a), (A10)
that is, f lies closer to the identity than «, along the same
geodesic. Under this order, permutations along geodesics
between fixed endpoints form a lattice which is a subset of
the Cayley graph [110]. A special role is played by the
lattice of permutations in [e, y,], as we will see below.

¢. Dual. One can define a natural dual by

a =aly,. (A11)

While the dual can be defined for any permutation in S,
it is an order-reversing bijection only when considering
permutations lying along geodesics between two fixed
endpoints. Therefore, if f < a along the geodesic, then
p* > a*. When considering permutations in [e, y,], intui-
tively, the dual exchanges positions relative to the two
endpoints, mapping permutations close to e to permuta-
tions close to y, and vice versa. If a € [e,y,], then also
a* €le,y,], and |a| + |a*| = n + 1.

d. Embedding partitions-permutations. As said in the
main text, every permutation @ € S, induces a partition
by grouping together the elements belonging to the same
cycle: p, = {cycles of a}. The converse is not true: a
partition does not specify a unique permutation, because
one must choose an order of the elements within each
block to define a cycle. However, when restricting the
symmetric group to a geodesic interval from the identity to
a maximal cycle, the correspondence becomes bijective.
We focus in particular on [e,y,]; the cycles of a permu-
tation can be represented as non-crossing blocks when the
elements are arranged on a circle in the natural order, that
is, when they lie on the interval [e,y,]. Conversely, any
non-crossing partition can be uniquely realized by a
permutation lying on [e,y,], since the circular order of
elements is fixed. Not only does this establish an isomor-
phism between the geodesic interval in the symmetric
group and the lattice of non-crossing partitions, but it also
preserves the partial order [111]: if one permutation is
smaller than another along the geodesic in [e,y,], the
corresponding non-crossing partitions are ordered in the
same way according to the refinement order. In this sense,
the isomorphism respects the lattice structure. Moreover, it
turns out that the dual permutation, when viewed as a
partition, is the Kreweras complement. Therefore, we have
the well known embedding of NC(n) into S,:

([61 J/n]7 Sgeod) = (NC(I’I), Sref)- (AIZ)
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APPENDIX B: GLOBAL ROTATIONAL INVARIANCE DERIVATIONS

In this Appendix we derive Eq. (19) given in the main. The first step consists in inserting Eq. (12) into Eq. (11), meaning
inserting the averages over the Haar ensemble in the expression for the matrix elements’ moments. As a first step,

we obtain:

All{h an Z Z Wgaﬂ

a€ES, fES,

aeSsS,

where we defined, with prefactor D"# for convenience:

Ka = Dn—#a Z Wga/} ZAIH/; 1)

ﬁES" ll l,l

The same expression can also be understood as the
action of the corresponding Haar quantum channel on
A®" in the energy basis, following the formulation of
Ref. [112].

We now explain terms appearing in this expression:

(i) Wg,4(D) is the Weingarten function, a rational
function of the Hilbert space dimension D. Viewed as a
matrix, it is defined as the pseudo-inverse of the Gram

D@'$), The Weingarten func-
tion depends only on the cycle structure of a~'. A well
known result is the first-order contribution of the
Weingarten function when expanded for large D :

matrix with entries G, 3 =

1 1
= paHap) [cb(a,ﬁ) + O(ﬁ)} . (B3)

¢(a, B) is a known multiplicative function, it factorizes

Wga$ﬁ<D)

according to the cycles of a~'f3 as H,Ela:;ﬂ )(—l)lln”C,m,],
with C,, Catalan number;

(ii) in the last equality we defined (*) = Tr(*)/D as the
normalized trace, and we used the equality

_ZA;/?(I);I Ay,

iy

H Tr(Al).

(B4)

Similarly to the calculation in Refs. [43,113], done at
the level of the Haar quantum channel, we perform a
systematic expansion in powers of 1/D of Eq. (B2), for a
fixed a: inserting the expansion of the Weingarten function
[Eq. (B3)] we get

ZAIH/; o ln;/i(n) 51'0((1)711 o '61}1(”),]"

l] ln

- z :D” H#a la(l)]l'”

5ia(n)'jn’ (Bl)
D'~ —#a #p ,
l lﬂ (n) - ﬁZS D_#ﬂ Wgaﬁ< ) ]1 <A m>‘ (Bz)

pn—#a #p . 1
K= 3 S [pep [T +0 ()| @9
where we substituted A(a,f) =2n— (a7 'f) —#p =

d(e,p) +d(B,a) with d(,) Cayley distance, defined
in Eq. (A8).

The leading order is given only by the fs that mini-
mize A(a,f). This happens when f€&le,al, so that
A(a, p) = n —#a, its minimum value. Moreover, the
condition S € [e, a] is equivalent to having f§ < a.

Permutations that do not belong to the geodesic interval
give subleading contributions of order O(1/D"~#*+2) and
so must be taken into account along the Weingarten
approximation. Indeed, one can show [114] that Aa,
so that A(a, ) = n — #a + 1.

Therefore, the leading order is given by

(B6)

K, _quaﬁ)HAlm +0< )

p<La

We can interpret the result obtained in terms of
partitions instead of permutations. Specifically, the leading
order of K, is the free cumulant x, associated with the
non-crossing partition defined by a. In order to see the
equivalence, we write explicitly the inverse relation of
Eq. (17) which expresses a generic cumulant k,, for
u€NC(n) in terms of the moments, via the Mdbius
function y:

043007-20



REFINEMENTS OF THE EIGENSTATE...

PRX QUANTUM 7, 043007 (2026)

#u

Ke= > wlp) [ (am).

m=1

(B7)

V<p
vENC(n)

Considering a and f as non-crossing partitions [115],
the sum in Eq. (B6) runs over ff < a, € NC(n), as in
Eq. (B7). Moreover, one can identify ¢ with the Mobius
function. It is now straightforward to see that KC, =
K, + O(1/D?).

For the matrix elements’ moments (B1) it follows

— 1
U U _
Ailjl . 'Ainjn - Z Dn_#a

a€gsSs,

1
: |:Ka 5ia(1)»jl e 5ia(n)~jn + O(E):| .

This expression tells us that the matrix elements’
moments are given as a sum over permutations, each
coming with multiple Js. In other words, a product of
matrix elements, averaged on the ensemble, is non-zero
only when the second set of indices {j,---j,} is a
permutation of the firsts {i;---i,}, or also, each index
is repeated at least once in the product. This reflects the
fact that the products in (12) are non-zero only when a U
couples with a U*. This is typical of the unitary group. As a
consequence, the non-zero products of matrix elements
can be written as

(B8)

U ... U
iliﬁ(l) iuirr(n)
=) ! [K(s (i)+(’)(l>} (B9)
- n—#o a ~ao N2l
a€Ss, D ! D
where we defined §,, (i) = Siniyinty " iy in 10 keep the

notation shorter. We will also use the notation i :=
{ir,...siy} and 6(i) = {is(), - -+, ig(n }. Differently from
Eq. (19) and the surrounding discussion, here ¢ is a generic
permutation, since we are still considering all the possible
products of matrix elements; however, it is nontrivial to
define the permutation o, for a given product of matrix
elements, since in i there could be repeated indices.

(i) When there are no repetitions, then ¢ is uniquely
defined: there is a bijective correspondence between a
product of matrix elements with different indices and a
permutation. For instance, o = (12)(34) defines uniquely
AijAjiAklAlk’ for i ?é _] ?é k ?é L

(ii) When there are repetitions, instead, there are
multiple permutations giving the same product of matrix
elements; we define o as the finest, that is, the one with the
biggest number of cycles. For instance, one can use both
(12)(34) or (1234) for defining A;;A;;A;;A;;, but we chose
o as the first. We notice that, in this way, each cycle of ¢

involves only different indices in i, meaning that
ic, (1) # *** # ic,,)» for all the cycles C,, of o of length
l,,. However, the finest permutation might not be unique:
there could be different os with the same number of cycles.
This is the case for A;;A;;A;;A;; which can be defined by
two different finest permutations (12)(34) and (14)(23),
both with two cycles. This happens only for the product of
matrix elements that were called non-cacti.

It is clear that a permutation ¢ will not uniquely define a
product of matrix elements, since the same permutation
could be describing a product with all different indices
or with repeated indices, being the finest. This is the case,
for instance, for A;;A;A;A; and A;jA;;A;Aj;, where
o = (12)(3)(4). Therefore, together with o, one needs
to give the additional ordered set of indices i on which the
permutation acts, with the constraint that ¢ is the finest, if
there are repetitions. In the example, i = {ijii} for the
first, and i = {ijij} for the second.

We highlight a special case that happens when i; =
i4(k—1) mod n. The condition depends both on ¢ and i; of
course is satisfied when ¢ = y,, and there are no repeated
indices, but also, for instance, for 6 = (12)(3)(4) on i =
{ijii}. More specifically, this condition defines what we
called ETH-cycles, for which the products of matrix

elements are of the form A7, AY, ---A[; , where indices
can be different or repeated. Excluding the non-cacti, as
explained in the main, these products of matrix elements
can be described uniquely by a non-crossing partition
[116], whose Kreweras complement, seen as a permuta-
tion, is exactly o; moreover, o € [e,7,] in those cases.

We will now focus the discussion on ETH-cycles,
excluding the non-cacti, that is simple loops and cacti.
For those, we can derive the closed formula Eq. (19), while
the destiny of the others will be discussed separately
afterwards.

1. Closed formula for simple loops and cacti

From expression (B9), we can deduce both the leading
and the first subleading contributions.

The 6,,(i) appearing in the equation is selecting only
some as in the sum over the symmetric group, which are
the ones that act as ¢ on i. One could initially assume that
the condition is satisfied only when a = o; this is indeed
correct if o acts on a set of distinct indices, corresponding
to the case of simple loops. For cacti, instead, as are all the
permutations giving the same result as o, when applied to
the set with repeated indices. As said above, with repeated
indices o is not well defined, but we chose it to be the
finest. Permutations as are all the others which could also
define the same product of matrix elements, but have more
cycles.
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a. Leading order

Between all the as satisfying the 6,,(i), the leading
order is given by the one minimizing n — #a, the exponent
of 1/D. This happens for the permutation with the biggest
number of cycles i.e. the finest which is @ = o, for how we
defined it. Therefore,

o _ ks 1
Ailia(l) o ‘Ainizr(n) ) + O<Dn—#a+l> ’ (B10)

with

() =, g e+ 0[5

a#tc €S,
1
+0 <m>

For simple loops and cacti we identify ¢ with z, and we
obtain the expression in the main Eq. (19). In particular, for
simple loops, # =7y,; as a consequence, they are the
smallest product of matrix elements, having the scal-
ing 1/D" 1.

(B11)

b. First subleading correction

We want to read the first subleading term from (B11).
We immediately see that this is given by all the as
satisfying the &,,(i) for which #a = #o — 1, meaning
the ones with one cycle less than o. For convenience,
we call them ps. Therefore, from (B11):

1 K, . 1
0 <Dn#n—+l> = /);nwi!h Dn—#p 6/”:(1) +0 (Dn#ﬂ+2> :

#p=to—1

(B12)

We emphasize that p s are not forced to be in the
geodesic interval [e,7,], even if ¢ is. Before providing a
geometric interpretation of the p s that appear in the
expansion, we remark that only the first subleading
correction admits a compact and explicit expression.
Higher-order contributions require taking into account
not only permutations a with progressively fewer cycles,
but also subleading terms in /C, arising from the higher-
order structure of the Weingarten function and from
permutations that do not belong to the geodesic, as
indicated in Eq. (B5). Accordingly, contributions of order
O(1/D"#*2) lie beyond the analysis of this paper [117].

Let’s then focus on the p s. Firstly, we already stressed
that for simple loops there are no other permutations acting
as o, apart from o itself, since in i there are no repetitions.
In this case, the first-order correction is zero. Since the
leading order has scaling 1/D"~', the error is of
order O(1/D"*1).

When indices are repeated, we want to show that the
condition given by &,,,(i) restricts the sum for p € S,,, with
the additional condition #p = #o6 — 1, only over p € [e, 7,].

We introduce the following two notations:

(i) A:=o0p~'. The permutation A permits to obtain &

when composed with p. The §,,(i) implies
iy = k) V k, that is 1 acting as the identity on i;
(ii) @ :=y,a"! for a generic permutation a € S,,, which
is a sort of anti-dual, with respect to Eq. (All).
Indeed, it is still an order-reversing bijection;
however it inverts the usual direction, bringing a
dual permutation to the original one. For instance
for permutations on the geodesic interval [e, 7,,], one
can see a as the Kreweras complement of a. As a
consequence, 6 is basically the non-crossing parti-
tion characterizing the repeated indices in i. There-
fore, we will say that elements in the same cycle of
¢ are associated with equal indices in i, meaning

that i == ip (1) for all the cycles @m of 6
of length /,,.

The statement we want to prove is the following: under
the assumptions (1) o satisfies the condition of being cyclic
on the set i, iy = iy4—1) mod n, and (2) #p = #o — 1, then

{pe Sn/io‘(k) = ip(k) v k} — pE [67 711]’ (B13)
that is, all and only the p s satisfying 6,,(i) are the ones on
the geodesic interval [e,7,,].

We start by showing the left to right implication; as a

first step, we show that if p satisfies §,,(i) and
#p =#o — 1, then d(p,0) = 1, that is

#(plo)=#op ) =#1 = n—1.

The reader should notice that the condition (2) is
equivalent to d(e,p) = d(e,0) + 1, but does not imply
directly that p > o which means o € [e, p|. This happens
when the additional condition d(p,s) = 1 is satisfied. We
want to show that A is a transposition; the permutation A
needs to satisfy two conditions: it must unify two cycles of
o which are distinct, so that p has one cycle less than ¢, and
it must act as the identity on the set of indices i. This means
that there should be a cycle of 4, let’s say C, with elements
belonging to two different cycles of ¢ (not more than two),
and so that ic(;) = - -+ = i¢(). Since in a single cycle of &
there cannot be elements associated with the same index,
by construction of o, the cycle C of 1 cannot contain more
than two elements, that is [ = 2. We will label these
elements as x and y. Moreover, there can be only one cycle
containing more than one element, all the other cycles of 4
need to have unit length. Let us admit this is not the case:
let us imagine we have more than one cycle having more
than one element. This could happen when more than two
cycles of ¢ are involved and so unified, which goes against
#p = #0 — 1, or when o is one of the permutations defining
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a non-cacti. Indeed, these are the only cases in which
different cycles could be associated with more than one
equal index, meaning that in two different cycles of o,
saying C; and C,, more than one couple (m, n) exists, so
that ic, () = ic,(n)- These cases are excluded from this
derivation, since we consider only simple loops and cacti.
Therefore, 1 is a transposition, and p > ¢ with one
cycle less.

As a successive step, one can directly show that
op~! = 67'p, which implies d(p, 6) = 1, for what we just
showed. If two permutations are at distance one, they must
have one cycle of difference, that is

dp,6)=1 = #p—#6==1: (B14)
p has one more cycle than & or one less.

We also notice that, as a consequence of their defini-
tions, 6 ~'p = A, which means that the same transposition
A of above, composed with 6 gives p. Therefore, 1 is or
dividing a cycle of 6 in two cycles of p [+ in Eq. (B14)], or
vice versa unifying two cycles of 6 in one of p [— in Eq.
(B14)]. To decide the right direction, we have to look at the
elements x,y € C and understand if they are in a same
cycle of 6 and different of p, or vice versa; for construc-
tion, i, = iy, that is, x and y are constrained to be in the
same cycle of 6. Therefore, A is dividing the cycle of &
containing both x and y in two different cycles of p, one
with x and another with y. As a consequence, #p = #5 + 1
and p < 6.

Since o € [e,7,], then also 6 € [e, y,], and since p < &,
the same is true for p. We notice that p <6 is a
stronger condition then p > o, because it implies that
pEle,v.] = p€Ele, v, Indeed, there are p s bigger than ¢
of one cycle, which do not satisfy the delta function, which
are indeed all the ones not belonging to [e, 7,].

Let us now show the right to left implication in
Eq. (B13); when p > o, € [e, y,] with one cycle less, then
p < 6, €le,y,] with one cycle more. This means that each
cycle of p is included in a cycle of 6. Specifically,

considering a generic cycle C of & of length [, it can be
written as the disjoint union of all the cycles of p contained

in @ that we indicate as R, for g=1---r, admitting they

9’

are r. Since it is true that ié(l) =...= i@(”, it is also true
that g, ) = = Iy ) = By T ) T T
iR,y = = IRy, Not only, this would be true even

if instead of 6 and p we consider their inverses, since the
inverse operation is not mixing cycles, but just changing
the order of the elements in the cycles. This is valid for
each cycle of 6, therefore it is clear that V k:

Ipk) = Totk) © i) = lo' (1) © lo1p(0) = lk

< ia/)’l(k) =i & ia(k) = i/)(k), (B15)

same condition imposed from the delta function §,,(i), as
we wanted to prove.

This completes the proof.

An important remark is that the condition of a € [e, y,]
would not be necessary and sufficient for satisfying &, (i)
when the assumption (2) is made for higher order correc-
tions, that is, looking for a generic order M for which
#a = #o — M. This would still imply d(a, 6) = d(&,6) =
M, but it would not be sufficient for saying that #p — #6 is
equal to +M; the implication (B14) is true only for M = 1.
Therefore, in all the other cases, taking only a € [e,7,]
would be too restrictive: there would be permutations a s
satisfying 6,,(i), but not on the geodesic interval. Since we
already noticed that the higher corrections would be much
more difficult to interpret, we do not go further in this
direction.

Example. We consider useful to follow the derivation
with a specific example. We choose i= {ijii} and

o = (12)(3)(4), that is the ETH-cycle AJASAUA[. We
construct the permutations A s so that they unify one
single cycle of o, with the constraint that elements in
the same cycle are associated with equal indices. There are
only three choices, and they are all constrained to be
transpositions; with the respective p = 1o, they are
A= (13)2)4) = py = 123)4), 1= (14)(2)(3) »
py = (124)(3), and 13 = (34)(1)(2) = p3 = (12)(34).
Clearly, for all of them d(p,s) = 1. However, we notice
that there were other permutations with one fewer cycle,
but not at distance one, for instance (142)(3).

Calculating the anti-dual permutation, 6 = (134)(2) and
pr=(14)(2)(3),p2 = (34)(1)(2), p3 = (13)(2)(4).  We
notice that d(p, ) = 1 in all the cases, and moreover #) =
#6 4+ 1 which is implied by the fact that the elements
exchanged by the transpositions A are always belonging to
the same cycle of 6. Moreover, the relation p = 64 is valid.
The p s satisfying the delta function, as reported in the
main in Eq. (20c), are all and only the ones in the geodesic
interval [e, y4).

Let us discuss quickly which permutations would be
involved for M = 2; in this case the permutations satisfy-
ing the delta function are a; =(1234) and
a, = (2134)¢&e, y4). It is still true that d(a,0) = 2 (even
if it is evident that not all the permutations at distance 2
satisfy the delta function), however, in the dual the
permutations are not forced to have two cycles more than
6, for instance &, = (132)(4) has the same number of
cycles of 6.

Therefore we proved that Eq. (B12) is equivalent to:

1 1
0(7Dn_#6+1> - Z + O(W) (B16)

[e.yn] with
p>oHtp=to—1

We remind the reader of the assumption that o is
defining only ETH-cycles, excluding the non-cacti. In
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this case we can finally translate the formula to the
language of partitions. Summing over p € [e,y,] > ¢ at
distance 1 is equivalent to summing over the non-crossing
partitions associated, at distance 1; in other words, over
7€ NC(n) > m atdistance 1. Therefore, Egs. (B10), (B16)
give Eq. (19) in the main. Some examples were presented
in Egs. (20a)—-(20d).

4. Destiny of non-ETH-cycles and non-cacti

Equation (B9) is valid for all the products of matrix
elements, and V o €S,, however, Eqs. (B10) and (B16)
were derived only for simple loops and cacti, that is, when
o6 €le,y,], and it is cyclic on the set i. Let us examine
where the derivation fails for the other cases of non-ETH-
cycles and non-cacti.

a. Non-cacti

We said above that non-cacti cannot be described by a
unique permutation o. Indeed, the finest permutation is not
unique: different o s with the same number of cycles give
the matrix product of non-cacti. As a consequence, the
leading order will not be given by a single permutation, but
by all the finest ¢ s, summed together. This reflects the
non-existence of the Kreweras complement for the cross-
ing partition and the fact that a crossing diagram cannot be
factorized uniquely, as instead happens for all the other
ETH-cycles. For instance, the unique non-cacti of n = 4 is
given by

T 25
UAUAUAU _ 272
ATATATAS =3+ O( >

Since our interest regards simple loops and cacti, we
don’t discuss further the subleading of the non-cacti.

(B17)

b. Non-ETH-cycles

Now we discuss the case of products of matrix elements
which are not of the form AY/; A7, --- A, | that s, they do
not satisty iy = iy(—1) mod n and for which o is uniquely
defined (we exclude all the cases similar to the cacti). The
condition depends both on ¢ and i.

When there are no repeated indices in i, whether ¢ is
cyclic or not, the leading order is given by Eq. (B10), and
the subleading is zero. This was the case for simple loops
and holds in general for all the permutations defined on i
without repetitions, since no other permutations are sat-
isfying Gu,(1).

When there are repeated indices in i, the leading order is
still given by Eq. (B10), because one can still define a
unique finest permutation; this contribution will be the
same as the one of the ETH-cycles with the same o, but
different i. The subleading, instead, is still given by
Eq. (B12), but not by Eq. (B16). Indeed, its derivation
relies on the assumption of ¢ being cyclic on i and breaks

down when this is not true. In particular what is important
in the proof is that, when ¢ has this property, 6 is basically
the non-crossing partition characterizing the repeated
indices in i, so that, if?m(1> = = i@m () for all the cycles

@m of 6 of length [,,. This was essential for proving that
Eq. (B14) is satisfied with the sign +; for non-ETH-cycles,
x, y, elements of the transposition 4, are not forced to be in
the same cycle of 6, therefore the implication can be valid
both for +. As a consequence, the condition p < 6 is not
implied and can happen that péle,y,| still satisfies
the 6,,(i).

As an example, let us consider ASA%AII{ A]U], in order to

compare it with AgAZAf{AU that we discussed above. First

of all, 6 = (12)(3)(4) in both the cases and the leading
order is exactly the same for both averages. Focusing on
the non-ETH cycle, we construct the permutations 4 s so
that they unify one single cycle of o, with the constraint
that elements in the same cycle are associated with equal
indices. There are only two choices, and they are all
constrained to be transpositions; with the respective
p = 4o, they are 1; = (13)(2)(4) - p; = (123)(4), and
Ay = (24)(1)(3) = pp = (142)(3). Clearly, for all of
them d(p,o) = 1. Indeed, this part of the proof relied
only on the definition of ¢ being the finest. Problems
come when calculating the anti-dual permutations,
p1 = (14)(2)(3), p, = (1342). We still have d(p,6) =1
in both cases, but #p, = #5 — 1. Indeed the elements
exchanged by the transposition 1, do not belong to the
same cycle of &, since & = (123)(4) is mixing the
positions of equal indices.

Again, since our interest regards the simple loops and
cacti, we don’t discuss further the subleading corrections
of non-ETH-cycles.

To summarize, the leading order given as Eq. (B10) is
valid for all the matrix elements’ moments apart from
when o cannot be uniquely defined. Equation (B16),
instead, is not valid for non-ETH-cycles with repeated
indices, and, again, for the non-cacti.

APPENDIX C: LOCAL ROTATIONAL
INVARIANCE DERIVATIONS

In this Appendix we evaluate Eq. (16). In contrast to the
globally invariant case, the matrices here behave as
random unitaries only within their respective index sub-
sets. Consequently, Eq. (12) and Weingarten calculus
cannot be applied straightforwardly. We explicitly evaluate
the first few n orders, while showing that the Weingarten
formalism can still be employed by properly coupling
matrices acting on different intervals. Using the same
approximations as in the global case will lead to similar
results, now encoding the energy dependencies. For the
computation, we employ the minimal block model in
Fig. 2(b), and we show afterward how to translate the
expressions to the more refined model in Fig. 2(c). We will
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consider, since the beginning, ETH-cycles only, starting
from simple loops in order to derive Egs. (21), (23) given
in the main, and then evaluating explicitly some examples
of cacti in order to show how the factorization and the first
subleading correction appear in the case of rotational
invariance.

1.n=1

Since UY) and UY) have two independent unitaries,
respectively only to the set of indices / and J, the average
in Eq. (C1) is non-zero only when I = J:

AT N~y a D) 4.
AG =D U U Ay =6,y U UG A,

iel i 7
ey i,jel

(CDH

After fixing this condition, the product is a rotation that
involves only the submatrix A;; for i,j€I; then, the
average can be calculated through the Weingarten calculus
for the dimension of the submatrix, that is D;. From
Eq. (12):

(s () _ _
U U;J- = Wg, .(D;)5;;65.

Therefore, since §;; directly implies J; ;,

AU_6”D D Ay =6, K\ (E)).

Yierl
where K (E
interval /.

It is straightforward to translate this result to the
smoothed version, just explicitly writing

ZA - ZMAW'

D;
el

;) depends on the mesoscopic energy E; of the

(C2)

When 8, () is peaked around E;, one obtains the first line
of Eq. (23). This expression reproduces the result of global
rotational invariance, but taking into account the energy
dependence of the matrix elements; for a flat §,() one
recovers, indeed, the normalized trace of the entire matrix.

2.n=2
We can distinguish two cases in the expression

AfAL =>_Uy

ilel
jkelJ

UMUL Az Ag (C3)

When [ =J, we can use Weingarten calculus for
dimension D;. Expanding Wg, 4(D;) at the leading order
in the dimension, one obtains:

1 2
j (Hl, e lA“>
5”( > AiiAL - (,Z;E,A;;)z) (C4)
l lkEI 1

When [ # J, the average in Eq. (C3) factorizes in two

vy g,
ii li kj Jj
Again, one can use Eq. (12) separately for the two
averages, one with D; and the other with D;:

1_5”214 AL

iel
ket

Summing these two cases together:

E:A% ki

J iel
keJ

1 25]»]_
- (EZ;E,A::) D, = ulki(E

AUAU

L] jl

~ 6;;[K,(E;) DD
)]> + K2 (Ei E)).
(C5)

Again, one can use equivalently smooth delta functions,
so that

) . Oa(E; — Ep)

Su(E;—E A
E) = A= —p—"Ap——p
af

l J

— [K\(E;)Po(E; — E)), (Co)

where ¢(E; — E;) accounts for the smoothed version of
67 7/ D; on the mesoscopic energies. This expression shows
that the simple loop is given by the second line of Eq. (23).

For the cactus AJAY we recover, from Eq. (C5), the
factorization and the first subleading term with the right
energy dependencies, as in Eq. (27a).

3.n=3
For the expression
AVAUAU = Z v U U U A AgA
ij*jk P ii Uik ji Y Yai Ak A mi
i,n€
jked
IL.inek

(€7

one has now to distinguish multiple cases, each comput-
able with Eq. (12) choosing the right dimension, and
expanding the Weingarten function.

We begin with the case of simple loop i# j # k.
Equation (C7) needs to be considered in three differ-
ent cases:
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I = J = K the Weingarten function has to be evaluated only for @ = (123), since it is the only one respecting i # j # k,
and expanded at the first order in 1/D;. The result is

or, 151 K (Zz AE2)3
Z A; kAkm mi D2 ZAH Z Ak mGIAmk +2 213 . (CS)

212me1 lLiel l

I = J # K + 2cycl the average factorizes in two parts; one is easily computable directly with Wg, (D, ), and the other
has to be computed only for @ = (12). The result reads:

6151 =6, ¢)(1 =6k ) 1
D; DD, Z AjAraAmi — ZA Z A |- (C9)

ikel.mek kier rermek

I #J # K the average factorizes in three parts, each of them computable with Wg, , for dimension D;, D;, Dy,
respectively. The result is given by :

1
1—-6 1-96 1—-96 A:7A7- A, C10
( 1)( 7.6)( K1) D.D,D; . E ] T A Ami (C10)
ielkeJmek

The different cases have to be summed together to get the final result:

— 7 o o7 50
AZA%(AU ~ K:;(El', Ej’ Ek) = Z AaﬂAﬁyAya — [Kl (El)] l Z AaﬂAﬁa + ZCyCI + 2[K1 (El)]3 % .
aclpelyek i qelpek i

The smoothing of this expression, done in the same way as explained above, gives the third line of Eq. (23).

We move to the cactus ASA%AILI’ ; Eq. (C7) becomes

ATATAT = " vu

ijerjittii

U U U U AzAg A, (€11

inlmel
jkeld

and needs to be considered in two different cases:
I = J the Weingarten function has to be evaluated for a = (12)(3) and (123), and expanded at the first order in 1/D;;
not only, for each @ one has to consider only the permutations # < « in order to have the first subleading contribution.
We highlight that the other a s are not respecting the condition on the initial set of indices i. It is remarkable to notice
that the permutations to be considered are the ones on the geodesic between e and y3, equal or bigger than (12)(3),
exactly as in the case of global rotational invariance. For instance, the permutation (132)¢&[e, y3] and, indeed, does not
respect the repetitions in the set of indices i, even if with one cycle more than (12)(3). The computation leads to

3
51]( ZA ZAkm T — le)éu) % Z A?I?A/_crhArh?‘Fz(E#——ZA ZAkm mk) (C12)

ijel Likmel l iel kmel

I # J the average factorizes in two parts; one easily computable directly with Wg, ,(D;), and the other to be evaluated
for both @ = (12) and a = e, always considering only f§ < a. The result is

(1_51J ( ZZA Z AkmAmk+ Z AzkAkm mt_D DBZ ii Z Am ) (C13)

D; iel kelmel i?melke] iiel keJmel
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Summing all together, one gets:

61y (XiAz)’
AZA/L{AZ - D2 ZA Z Akm mk D D-” (C14)
’ iel keJmel !
1 5/] (ZIA 5[] 1
+DjDZ o Z ArArnAni + 2_1 D4” - D3 ZA Z AraAnk — D3 ZA” Z Atk
Limelkel tiel keJmel ’ iel
= Ky(E;. Ej)K,(E;) + K3(E; E}. E;), (C15)

which reproduces the right factorization and the first
subleading contribution given by K5 evaluated at equal
mesoscopic energies, for coincident initial indices.

The case of the cactus AJAYAY is the easiest, but
significant. There is only one average in Eq. (C7) to be
considered, for which Weingarten calculus for dimension
D; can be employed, exactly as in the case of global
rotational invariance. The Weingarten function has to be
evaluated for all a s, since all of them respect the
condition on the initial set of indices i, and have more
cycles than e, but two considerations have to be made:
firstly, (123) and (132) would give the second subleading
correction, so they have to be excluded, for being
coherent with the approximation at the leading order in
the dimension made on the Weingarten function.
Interestingly, (132) is respecting the repetitions of the
indices in i, even if it is not on the geodesic [e, y3]; indeed,
as said in Appendix B, only for the first subleading
correction it is sufficient to restrict to non-crossing
partitions, but for higher orders this is not the case.
The final result, in this case, is:

e <ze,A
AiiAiiAii l s 3ZA ZAkm ik
l iel kel
All
(Zl; P [Ku(E)F + 3K, (E)Ko(E, B,

Again, this reproduces the right factorization and the
first subleading contribution.

4. n=4

The same logic as outlined for the previous cases applies
here, but the explicit derivation is much longer and
therefore omitted. It is important to separate the different
cases of macroscopic energies and, within each case, to
factorize the averages before applying the Weingarten
formalism. Only the relevant a s should be considered, the
function should be approximated to leading order, and only
terms with f < a retained.

APPENDIX D: LINK BETWEEN LOCAL FREE
CUMULANTS AND OPERATOR-VALUED FREE
CUMULANTS

We now show how Egs. (25) emerge within the
framework of operator-valued free probability. To this
end, let us reconsider the example introduced in
Appendix A 2, namely a four-block matrix and the choice
of D as the subalgebra of block-diagonal matrices gen-
erated by the projectors IT 1—1. onto the individual blocks,
see Eq. (A3). Generalizing this construction to an arbitrary
number of blocks provides the natural setting in which
operator-valued free cumulants, valued by these projec-
tors, can be related to local free cumulants. Indeed, local
free cumulants arise when a physical observable A in the
energy basis is regarded as a D x D matrix partitioned into
blocks according to the energies of the states, with each
block being independently reshuffled by a local rotation.
However, unlike operator-valued free cumulants, which
are matrix-valued, local free cumulants are scalar quan-
tities. In fact, we now show explicitly that they correspond
to the diagonal entries of the blocks of the operator-valued
free cumulants. Furthermore, a suitable rescaling of the
projectors is required to recover Egs. (25).

We define the normalized projectors on the two diagonal
blocks as 6; := f[,/D, being D; the dimension of A;;.

For the first-order free cumulant, we have [Eq. (A4)]:

(A)p = kP(A) = diag((A;1)L (Ax)). (D1)

The value on the diagonal of each block can be
expressed as the global trace of the matrix projected onto
the corresponding diagonal block via the projector:

(Aj) = Tr(As)). (D2)

Indeed, this corresponds simply to the normalized trace
of the diagonal block of the original matrix. We call the
r.h.s. of Eq. (D2) as generalized moment, and we introduce
the first generalized free cumulant as
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K (Ayp) = Tr(Aé)). (D3)
These generalized quantities are scalars and explicitly

retain the dependence on the specific diagonal block.
We can proceed analogously for the second-order case,

for which we report Egs. (AS), (A7):

(A6,A)p= dlag(<A11>/D1]I (Ax1 A1) /Dil),
(A6 >D g(<A12A21>/D2]I <A 2)/DAl),
%)( JA) =diag(((A7}) — (A11)?)/D1L (Ay Ayp) /D),
k5 (A8,,A) = diag((A 2«421>/D2]I ((A3,) = (Ax)?)/D,0).

We now define the second-order generalized moments as

<A%1>/D1 = Tr(A6,A6;)
(AyAj) /Dy = Tr(A6,A6)), (D4)

which are again the diagonal values of the operator-valued
free cumulants. The generalized second-order free cumu-
lants follow as

K (A, Ayp) = Tr(AG,A8,) — Tr(As,)*
= 5 (45 = (Au?),
Ky (A Ayy) = Tr(A6,A6)
= Di, (A A, (DS)
which compactly is
Ky(Ay, Ayy) = Tr(AG,AG,) — %IfmAa,)Z. (D6)

One should note that these formulas extend straightfor-
wardly to a generic number of blocks in the initial matrix.
The resulting free cumulants are scalars, but they explicitly
encode correlations between different diagonal blocks.
Moreover, an additional Kronecker 6 structure is inherited
from operator-valued free probability.

In the case of an observable A expressed in the energy
basis, the generalized free cumulants capture correlations
between different diagonal blocks, each associated with a

given mesoscopic energy. In this setting, the projector 6; =

> o) (al %TE“) selects the set of states with energy E;,
where i labels a representative state within the block. We
may therefore replace the block index I with the corre-
sponding energy E; and identifty §;;/D; with

o(E;—E;) = M. In this representation, the first

two cumulants read

2 O'(El' - Ej)
(D7)

These expressions correspond to Egs. (23a)—(23b).
Upon computing higher orders, one obtains the
moments-cumulants formula in Eq. (25). This establishes
the identification of the local free cumulants with the
generalized free cumulants here introduced, namely the
diagonal-block components of the operator-valued free
cumulants.

The equivalence has been shown explicitly for the toy
model with blocks. To obtain smooth functions of the
energy, one must smooth each block around its associated
energy: the factor §,(E; — E,) is then understood as a
function peaked around E;, rather than a sharp box. In this
regime, the connection to operator-valued free probability
becomes more subtle. In particular, one must appropriately
integrate the local cumulants over energy in order to
recover operator-valued cumulants. This was carried out
in [60], even if in a different setting.

APPENDIX E: A DIFFERENT APPROACH FOR
GLOBAL ROTATIONAL INVARIANCE: LOW
RANK HCIZ INTEGRAL

The Harish-Chandra-Itzykson-Zuber (HCIZ) integral
[118,119] Zy, . (A, B) is defined as

L (A, B) = /G P2 UETTBAAR] (R

where the integral is over the Haar measure of the compact
group Q € G(D) = O(D) (orthogonal) or U(D) (unitary)
in D dimensions and A, B are arbitrary D X D symmetric
or hermitian matrices [120]. The parameter fryr is the
usual Dyson “inverse temperature,” with fryt = 1 or 2,
respectively for the two groups.

Several results are known for this integral but in the
following we will be interested in a simple yet beautiful
explicit prediction which is available when one of the
matrices has lower rank n < D. Precisely, let us assume
that B has n eigenvalues A%,....A% and D —n zero
eigenvalues. Then we have [121,122]:

D n
T (4. B) = exp [ Pon ZWA(A?)] (E2)
i=1
where W, is the primitive of the R-transform of A:

Wal2) = / * Ry (). (E3)

with R4 (z) defined as the generating function of free
cumulants:
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LACEDPTRES (E4)

k=0

We note that Y 7, W,(4%) can also be written as
Tr W, (B) and the exponent in Eq. (E2) can be written as

(s

Wi(B) =« Tr(B). (E5)

k=1

| -

For an intuitive derivation of Eq. (E2) we refer to [120].

We now sketch how the predictions for the leading terms
derived in the main section in the unitary ensemble can be
generalized also to the orthogonal case. These results and
the proof that we present are discussed in [86].
Generalizing the previous notation, let us now consider
amatrix A = OTAO with O a Haar distributed orthogonal
matrix (but we could consider different universality
classes), and A a matrix with limiting spectral function
pA. The result (E2) can be used to show that for any n > 1
and any set of pairwise distinct indices iy, ..., i,, one has:

lim [L{?) = D149, A9,

D—oo hiy” "l

AP LAY 1=Ky (E6)

i1ty "l

where the average is over the orthogonal matrix. Note that
the free cumulants of A are the same as those of A as the
two matrices share the same spectral properties.

In order to simplify the following calculation, we
assume that (iy,...,i,) = (1,...,n), since the desired
result does not depend on the particular choice of indices
(as is clear by rotational invariance).

We note that we can use (E1), and in particular its low
rank limit, as a generating function for the matrix elements
of A9. The cases n =1 and n =2 have to be treated
separately, but one can generalize the case we consider

here for n > 3 where we can write Lff)) as

IR & 2 / DTt [B(b)0AO']
L, =— — DO e , E7
Dgabl { O(N) ‘ b=0 =D

in which we denoted b = (b4, ...,b,) and the following
symmetric block matrix of rank n:

B(b) = (BE(();’) Eg; ) (E8)

in which B (b) is

0 by 0 - 0 b,
by 0 b, -~ 0 0
0 bpb 0 - 0 0

o= . O . . . | ®
0 0 0 0 b,
b, 0 0 by, 0

Upon taking derivatives in (E7), using the low rank
result (ES), and the form (E9), one can recover Eq. (E6).

With the same strategy one can construct a B(b) matrix
which is used to compute averages of cactus diagrams. As
deriving the exponent in (E5) allows to gain a factor D at
the leading order it is clearly convenient to decompose the
cactus in as many leaves (cycles) as possible, noting that
this decomposition is unique, and then the argument
follows the same lines as for simple loops.

The same approach can be generalized to the unitary
case (see Ref. [86]) and the leading terms of the expect-
ations turns out to be the same for real and complex
matrices.

It turns out that the low rank integral captures also the
corrections with scaling 1/D smaller than the leading term
for the cactus diagrams. At this order, however, one might
expect some differences in the two universality classes. In
fact, different factors appear in front of the expressions of
the subleading corrections, beyond the one provided by the
free cumulants, for products involving diagonal matrix
elements in the case of orthogonal matrices. One example
is the cactus diagram which describes the fluctuations of
diagonal matrix elements:

ALAS

ijerjio

ASLASL ~ A_%z +

i

(E10)
RMT

for Q=0 or Q= U, as it was noticed for instance
in [48,89].

APPENDIX F: ADDITIONAL NUMERICAL
RESULTS

In the first section of this Appendix, we report some
additional details on the implementations of the numerics;
we remind the reader that all the codes and data can be
found in [95]. Successively, we present numerical results
for slightly different Hamiltonians than the one in the main
text: we still consider a non-integrable periodically driven
spin chain, described by Hamiltonian in (32), and by the
Floquet operator in (34), but we slightly change the form
of Hy or Vy in (33). Firstly, we break translational
invariance, in order to check our assumptions for different
observables, then, we restore the time reversal symmetry,
so that the symmetry class of the Hamiltonian is orthogo-
nal instead of unitary.
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FIG. 5. Numerical comparison between the Floquet systems
with and without time reversal symmetry, that is, belonging to
the orthogonal or the unitary symmetry class, with and without
disorder, presented in Appendix F 2. We numerically reproduce
equation Eq. (E10). The error bar is given by averaging A;;A ;;(0)
over different values of the smoothing parameter A, as explained
in the text. For the first column L € [8, 10, 12, 14, 16], while for
the second L €16,8,10,12]. We compare |A% —A,?| (brown
curve) with the respective subleading correction |A;;A;(0)
(orange curve), as functions of D, and we calculate the ratio
r=|A% — ”2|/\A” ;i(0)] for the biggest system size for each
figure. All the curves well reproduce the expected scaling of
1/LD for the system without disorder, and 1/D for the system

with disorder. In (a) and (b) we notice that the two curves almost
coincide, reproducing the result for the unitary symmetry class

— A,;%| is approximately twice
as large as the subleading one, as expected for the orthogonal
symmetry class (F1).

1. Different observables

One can break the translational invariance, considering,
for instance, a different amplitude for the longitudinal
magnetic field on each site in Eq. (33):

HEsoer = "7, 7,0+ Y hiZ;.
i i

Each h; is independently sampled from a uniform
distribution centered at 4 = 0.905 and spanning the
interval [ — &, h + 8,], with width §, = 0.1v/3. In this
case, we can consider as observable the magnetization on a

single site; we choose A = X; ,. We perform the same

analysis as in Sec. VIC of the main, evaluating the
averages of the products of matrix elements involved in
Egs. (36a)—(36b), through the expressions (F2).

All results are plotted in Fig. 6. For a fixed number of
spin L = 12, we compare the right-hand side (purple
curve) of Egs. (36a)—(36b) with the respective leading
order (pink curve), and then we subtract the leading to
the right-hand side, in order to compare this difference
(brown curve) with the prediction for the subleading
(orange curve). Moreover, we study the scaling with
the subspace dimension D for each of these curves, for
a fixed @* ~ —2.13 Since (X, ;) = 0, the leading order of

A;;A;A;A;(w) is zero, therefore the average follows

ijji
directly the subleading contribution A;;A;(w)A;A;(0),
as expected. On the contrary,

ijji
and scales as 1/D2,

AijAAGA (o, @) is very well factorized in A;Aj
(w)A;A(w), scaling as 1/D?, and the subleading well
follows the expected curve A;;A xAyA; (@, —w, ®), scal-

ing as 1/D?.

2. Orthogonal symmetry class

One can restore the time reversal symmetry considering
no H,, interactions, i.e. d = 0 in Eq. (33). In this case, the
system belongs to the orthogonal symmetry class, instead
of the unitary [98]. As mentioned in Appendix E, it is well
known that the predictions of standard ETH for the
subleading of the cacti for n = 2 depend on the symmetry
class [7,89], see Eq. (E10). For the orthogonal:

AiiAii - Ait - 2Alejl(O) (Fl)

Therefore, we expect to have discrepancies with respect
to the unitary case for the subleading of higher n, in
particular when diagonal matrix elements are involved.
The origin of the differences is in the rotational invariance:
the observable A would be invariant under local orthogonal
transformations, as a consequence of the pseudorandom-
ness of real eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian. Therefore,
the computation of averages of products of matrix ele-
ments could not be carried out via the Weingarten calculus
with permutations [Eq. (12)], as we did instead in the
unitary case. Providing an analytical and general predic-
tion of how the subleading corrections would change for
the orthogonal case goes beyond the scope of this paper,
but numerically we can perform again the same analysis as
in Sec. VIC of the main in order to observe the discrep-
ancies. Firstly, in Fig. 5 for both the model given by the
(33) and the variation with disorder presented in
Appendix F 1, we study the factorization in Eq. (F1).
Since we are considering a Floquet model, the products of
matrix elements on the left-hand side are constant for a
fixed L, therefore the averages are computed as normal
means over all the diagonal elements and plotted as a
function of the dimension D. We observe the difference
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_I_ AijAjiAiiAii(W)
= A A Aw)
_I_ |A1,1A/'1A1'1Au(w) - A_uz . M(WH
—t— 24 - AijAjApiw, —w) + AjjAji(w) Ay Au(0)

(b)

—1— [44iAuAu(w, w)|
—1 [Aj4iw)

—1— A4 AaAu(w, w) — Ay Aji(w) AuAu(w)]
—— m(w, —w,w)

(d) x1077 %1079 (e)

2.30
2,
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1

2.241

2.221]
—25 00 25 —25 00 25

—-2.13

102 103
D

FIG. 6. Numerical results for the Floquet system with disorder presented in Appendix F 1, and for the observable A = X /». Similarly
to Fig. 4, we numerically reproduce equations Egs. (36a)-(36b), for @; = @, = @ chosen in [—x, z]. The error bar is given by
averaging each product, for each w, over different values of the smoothing parameter A, as explained in the text. (a),(b),(c) refer to
(36a), while (d),(e),(f) to (36b). In (a),(d) we compare the right-hand side (purple curve) with the respective leading order (pink curve)
for fixed L = 12; for (a) the leading order is zero, while in (d) the data very well reproduce the expected leading order factorization. In
(b),(e) we compare the difference between the right-hand side and the leading contribution (brown curve) with the respective
subleading correction (orange curve) for fixed L = 12. The data verify the subleading correction to the factorization. In (c),(f) we
represent the scalings of all the curves as a function of D. The scalings were studied for values L € [6, 8, 10, 12], and for a fixed value of
* ~ —2.13. While all the curves in (c) scale as 1/D?, since the leading order is zero, in (f) we observe the different scalings between
the leading (purple and pink curves), as 1/D? and the subleading (brown and orange curves), as 1/D3.

between the unitary (d = 1) and the orthogonal case
(d=0) in the proportionality factor r=|A;A; —

A;%|/|A;;A;i(0)| between the left-hand side (brown curve)
and the right-hand side (orange curve), that is respectively
close to one and close to two. The proportionality factors
are explicitly reported in Fig. 5, for the biggest system size
of each case.

We then perform the same analysis as in Sec. VI C and
Appendix F 1, plotting the result in Fig. 7 for d = 0.
Specifically, we compare the right-hand side (purple
curve) of Egs. (36a)-(36b) with the respective leading
order (pink curve), and then we subtract the leading to the
right-hand side, in order to compare this difference (brown
curve) with the prediction for the subleading (orange
curve). We notice that the factorizations are always very
well reproduced, while for the subleading contributions,

the same difference observed in Fig. 7 persists while
considering the case of Eq. (36a). The proportionality
factors are explicitly reported in Fig. 7 and are obtained
averaging over all the w. This discrepancy is not present in
the case of Eq. (36b) which, indeed, does not involve the
diagonal.

3. Numerical implementation

Regarding more specifically the numerical implemen-
tation, we write the empirical averages used for the
numerical calculation of Eqs. (36a)—(36b), in the case
of a Floquet system.
Zi;&inj‘saI;er<Viv Vj)AjiAiiAii
Zi,jéfger(yivyj) ’

A A A A (@) =

e

(F2a)
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FIG. 7. Numerical results for the Floquet system belonging to the orthogonal symmetry class presented in Appendix F2. In
particular, (a) and (c) refer to the system in Eq. (33), while (b) and (d) to the variation of the system with disorder. We numerically
reproduce equations Egs. (36a)—(36b), for @; = w, = w chosen in [—x, z]. The error bar is given by averaging each product, for each
w, over different values of the smoothing parameter A, as explained in the text. (a),(b) refer to (36a), while (c),(d) to (36b). We compare
the right-hand side (purple curve) with the respective leading order (pink curve) for fixed system size; the data very well reproduce the
expected leading order factorization. Then, we compare the difference between the right-hand side and the leading contribution (brown
curve) with the respective subleading correction (orange curve) for fixed system size. In (a) and (b) we notice that the first curve is
approximately twice as large as the subleading one, in contrast to the unitary case (see Figs. 4, 6). The ratio r between these two curves,
averaged over w, is respectively r = 2.66 £ 0.01 and r = 2.095 £ 0.007 for the two systems considered, in accordance with Fig. 5. In
(c) and (d), instead, we notice no difference between the unitary and the orthogonal case.

Zz;&ﬁezAz/fSper(Vi, Vj)AjiAi15£§r(Vi, l/l)Ali

A A A A (0, ,) =D I ‘ , (F2b)
#Asdutuln. @) OB 010 S 388 )
— 1 > A 5per( Vij)Aji

—— N4 A A () = &7 Vil , F2¢

2] DZ 12 1] ]l(a)) Zl’]éger( l,,/']) ( )

AjA A (0, —0) = Dzl;éjaékAuaper(” i Vi) A8 (). vi) Agi (F2d)
! Zi,j(scge (Viv Vj)Zj,k&w(Vj, Vk)

A; oo (Ui v)A 3020, (Vs i) Ay (Vi V1) Ay
Asz]kAklAli(wla _wl,w2> —D? Zt;éj#:k;él J ( j) Jk ( J k) kiY@, ( k l) i . (er)

> ]5per(l/i7 Vj)Zj,k(SEgl (v;, Vk)Zk,z5w2 782

Moreover, when we implemented the smoothing through the Gaussian function

w—\vV, —U 2
510 — (v — 1)) ﬁ——QL—ﬂl)

1
=——exp| —
VA p< A
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we calculated each matrix elements’ moment for multiple
values of A s. In particular, we fixed intervals of A, based
on the model considered (unitary or orthogonal symmetry
class) and on the number of spins L, as shown in the Table
below. Inside each interval we chose 3 different values of
A, we calculated each matrix elements’ moment for each
A, and we averaged them in order to have a final function,
with the respective error bars.

A’s intervals L =6,8 L=10 L=12 L=14,16
Unitary [2, 4] [0.5, 1.5] [0.5, 1.5] [0.1, 0.7]
Orthogonal [0.3,0.7] [0.1, 0.5] [0.07,0.1] [0.01, 0.07]

APPENDIX G: THERMAL FREE CUMULANTS
AND SUBLEADING CORRECTIONS

In this Appendix we focus on thermal correlation
functions [cf. Eq. (42)] of Floquet dynamics [123], for
which (¢),_, = Tr(*)/D indicates the thermal average. In
the following we will drop the subscript # = 0. Moreover,
we focus here explicitly on the case of the two-point
correlation function (A(¢)A) and of the four-point corre-
lation function (A(¢)A(¢)AA); other correlations can be
treated similarly. For the thermal moments one can define
thermal free cumulants between observables at different
times 7 = (t,,1,, ...t,) through the moment-cumulant for-
mula (see Eq. (17)) as:

(A(tDA(6). At) = Y ka(A1). A1), (GD)

7€NC(n)

where &, is a product of free cumulants over the blocks of
partitions z, as in Eq. (17). We will denote the thermal free
cumulants as k, ().

These free cumulants are connected correlation func-
tions, but in the ETH setting they were proven at the
leading order to be given only by sums over simple loops
[32]

1 -
kn(a ~ kETH(;j = B Z Ai]iz"'Ainilelwt (GZ)
i1#.. . #iy

z% S K, (@),

LW#.. Fiy

(G3)

In the second line, we have also written the expression in
terms of the local free cumulants, which depend only
on the energy differences @ = (wy,...,w,) with
o, =w,; =E; —E; .Eq (4) is valid because, via
ETH, crossing contributions are shown to be suppressed
and non-crossing diagrams factorize at the leading order.

The subleading corrections derived in this work allow us to

go beyond this leading-order result and, in particular, to
better predict the long-time plateaus of thermal correla-
tions and free cumulants. Such corrections can become
relevant whenever leading-order contributions cancel.
More generally, they can control the finite-size scaling
of the residual long-time values of thermal free cumulants.
Since the Hilbert-space dimension D grows exponentially
with system size, these plateaus are themselves exponen-
tially suppressed in the thermodynamic limit. This estab-
lishes a quantitative connection between finite-size
corrections and the emergence of long-time freeness in
chaotic quantum dynamics. We now show some examples.

The first-order thermal free cumulant is time indepen-
dent and exactly equal to the ETH free cumulant, as well as
to the local free cumulant:

ky = (A) = kETH = K. (G4)

For the two-time correlation function,
1 iw;;t
(A(NA)= 5D A e
i.j

1 o
= B;AijAjie @il + D ZAiiAii
i#j i

1 .
==Y Ka(@y)e™ + K3 + K;(0) + O(D?)
i#]
= KETH(1,0) + (KETH)2 4. K, (0) + O(D2),
(G5)

and therefore for the second-order thermal free cumulant

ko (£,0) = (A(1)A) — (A)2 = KETH(1,0) + K, (0) + O(D™2).
(G6)

ETH free cumulants are oscillatory contributions and
therefore vanish upon time averaging under the non-
resonance condition, as shown in Ref. [43]. The long-
time plateaus are thus entirely determined by the non-
oscillating contributions, giving

[{A()A)] = (KFT)? + K5(0). (G7)

[ky(1,0)] o, = K5(0). (G8)
Since K, D! the plateau of the second-order ther-
mal free cumulant is a finite-size effect that scales as D™!.
Similar considerations apply to fluctuations around the
long-time plateaus of thermal free cumulants. These
fluctuations are of order O(D7?); see, e.g., Ref. [46].
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We now turn to correlators of the form

Cy(1) = (A(1)A(1)AA ZAsz/kAklAl el EEL,

ljkl
(G9)

Equivalently C,(t) = (A%(t)A?). Under the non-reso-
nance condition, the infinite-time average selects the terms
with i =k. We separate the surviving contributions
according to the possible coincidences among the indices
i, j, and [:

ZA += ZA”A AiA

Z#J

+—= ZAU Ji llAll+ ZAI]AJIAIJA]I7
t#z#l 1;&]

(G10)

where the last term is the crossing contribution. For
convenience, we take A to be traceless, namely K; = 0.
In this case, the first term in Eq. (G10) is of order O(D~?)
and can therefore be neglected at the order considered
here, while the second term contributes first at subleading
order. For the leading part of the third term, using the ETH
factorization and accounting for the restriction j # [, we
have

_ZKZ Wi K2(a)ll)

l#ﬁél
:_ZKZ Wi KZ il __ZKZ Wjj KZ )
l#];’:l i#]
[kETH(o o} ——Zlg w,)Ky(—w;)  (G11)
i#]

The last term in Eq. (G10) is instead the crossing
2
contribution and gives BZ# Ko (@;;) Ky (—w;;), following

from Eq. (B17).
Combining all contributions, we obtain

[Ca(t)] o = [kETH(O 0)]* + 2K, (0)k5™(0,0)
+—= Z K4 ijs —Wij, wil)
l#ﬁél
+— ZKZ @)K (~w;;). (G12)
l#}
The fourth-order thermal free cumulant is
ky(2,1,0,0) = Cyu(t) — [k2(0,0)]* = [k2(2,0)]?.  (G13)

From Eq. (G6), at equal times one has

[k2(0,0))* = [k5™(0,0)]* + 2K,(0)k5™(0,0), (G14)
moreover, under the non-resonance condition,
[[ka(2,0)]*] o = O(D72), (G15)

so that this term does not contribute at order D~
Combining Egs. (G12), (G13), and (G14), we obtain

[ky(1.1.0,0)] ~—ZK4 W}, —w;, 0;1)
l#/#l
ZKZ lj KZ( a)lj) (G16)
D5

The long-time plateau of the fourth-order thermal free
cumulant is therefore determined, at the first non-vanish-
ing order, by the subleading corrections and by the
crossing term. Since K, ~ D™ and K, ~ D73, both terms
scale as D™

Therefore, the subleading corrections derived in this
work are responsible for the finite-size late-time plateaus,
which are exponentially suppressed in the system size.
This provides a quantitative characterization of long-time
freeness in chaotic dynamics.
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