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We numerically study the spectral statistics of open quantum many-body systems (OQMBS) as
signatures of quantum chaos (or the lack thereof), using the dissipative spectral form factor (DSFF),
a generalization of the spectral form factor to complex spectra. We show that the DSFF of chaotic
OQMBS generically displays the quadratic ramp-plateau behaviour of the Ginibre ensemble from
random matrix theory, in contrast to the linear ramp-plateau behaviour of the Gaussian ensemble
in closed quantum systems. Furthermore, in the presence of many-body interactions, such RMT
behaviour emerges only after a time scale τdev, which generally increases with system size for suf-
ficiently large system size, and can be identified as the non-Hermitian analogue of the many-body
Thouless time. The universality of the random matrix theory behavior is demonstrated by survey-
ing twelve models of OQMBS, including random Kraus circuits (quantum channels) and random
Lindbladians (Liouvillians) in several symmetry classes, as well as Lindbladians of paradigmatic
models such as the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK), XXZ, and the transverse field Ising models. We
devise an unfolding and filtering procedure to remove variations of the averaged density of states
which would otherwise hide the universal RMT-like signatures in the DSFF for chaotic OQMBS.
Beyond chaotic OQMBS, we study the spectral statistics of non-chaotic OQMBS, specifically the
integrable XX model and a system in the many-body localized (MBL) regime in the presence of
dissipation, which exhibit DSFF behaviours distinct from the ramp-plateau behaviour of random
matrix theory. Lastly, we study the DSFF of Lindbladians with the Hamiltonian term set to zero,
i.e. only the jump operators are present, and demonstrate that the results of RMT universality and
scaling of many-body Thouless time survive even without coherent evolution. As side results, we
compute the density of states, nearest-neighbour spacing distribution, and complex spacing ratio
for the studied models.

Introduction. – The study of open quantum sys-
tems is of importance since realistic systems cannot be
perfectly isolated from their environment. Such open
systems, represented by density matrices, have dynam-
ics described by quantum channels under the Markovian
approximation, where a macroscopic number of observ-
ables can be treated as quantum noise [1]. Two promi-
nent descriptions are the Kraus operator formulism [2, 3],
and the quantum master equation known as the Lind-
bladian [4, 5]. Spectral statistics have historically served
as a robust diagnostic of quantum chaos in closed sys-
tems [6], and have contributed to the recent revival of
the study of many-body quantum chaos [7–13]. For open
systems, the spectral statistics has been explored much
less, with recent investigations focusing on the scale of
mean-level spacing [14–27]. With rapid advancements in
non-Hermitian physics [28] and the recent discovery that
the late-time relaxation of open systems is not solely gov-
erned by the spectral gap [29–31], it is pertinent to ask
what are the universal features of spectral correlations at
all scales in OQMBS.

In this paper, by surveying a wide range of paradig-
matic models, we showed that the DSFF of chaotic

OQMBS generically display the universal quadratic
ramp-plateau behaviour from RMT (Fig. 1). Further,
We show that in the presence of many-body interaction,
the DSFF of chaotic OQMBS shows an early-time devi-
ation from the RMT until a time scale, τdev, which di-
verges with system size, and which we identify as the ana-
logue of the many-body Thouless time [11, 32] in OQMBS
(Fig. 2). We devise a procedure using unfolding trans-
formation and filtering to remove variations of density of
states (DOS) which would otherwise hide the RMT-like
signatures in DSFF for chaotic OQMBS. Lastly, we study
the spectral correlation of non-chaotic OQMBS, specifi-
cally integrable spin chains and (prethermal) many-body
localized (MBL) systems in the presence of dissipation,
showing a DSFF behaviour distinctive from the ramp-
plateau behaviour of GinUE, and thereby demonstrating
that DSFF diagnoses (the lack of) chaos in OQMBS.

Dissipative spectral form factor. – The spectral
form factor (SFF) is one of the simplest non-trivial and
analytically tractable diagnostic of quantum chaos [34–
37]. The SFF captures correlations between eigenlevels
at all scales, including the level repulsion and spectral
rigidity and has recently been shown to capture novel sig-

ar
X

iv
:2

40
5.

01
64

1v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

ta
t-

m
ec

h]
  2

 M
ay

 2
02

4



2

FIG. 1. The DSFF for (a) the Kraus operator models RKO (logn = 6), RKC (L = 6), U(1)-RKC (L = 8) and Z2-RKC
(L = 7); and (b) the random Lindbladian models 0D-RL (logn = 7), SYK-L (L = 12), 1D-RL (L = 7), dXXZ (L = 7),
dXX (L = 7), SS-U(1)-RL (L = 6), WS-U(1)-RL (L = 7), dIsing-Chaos (L = 7), dIsing-MBL (L = 7), 0D-RL-JO (L = 6),
1D-RL-1JO (L = 6), and 1D-RL-2JO (L = 6). The DSFF is computed along θ = π/4 with 5000 samples. For RKC models,
0D-RL, SYK-L and dXXZ, we apply unfolding and Gaussian filtering procedures. For RKO, we directly compute the DSFF.
For all other models, we only apply the filtering procedure, see details in SM [33]. Note that only the models, dIsing-MBL,
dXX and 1D-RL-1JO, do not exhibit RMT GinUE behaviour.

natures particularly in quantum many-body physics [9–
12, 38–48], and in the studies of black holes and hologra-
phy [7, 8, 13, 49–51]. For a non-Hermitian matrix with
complex spectra, however, the SFF is exponentially grow-
ing or decaying in time due to the imaginary parts of the
complex eigenvalues. The DSFF has been introduced
to circumvent this problem by considering the complex
spectrum as a two-dimensional gas and probing the corre-
lation therein [52, 53]. Specifically, given a N×N matrix
with spectrum {zn = xn+iyn}Nn=1, consider a generalized
two-parameter partition function

Z(t, s) =
∑
n

eixnt+iyns , (1)

and the connected DSFF [52, 53] defined by

Kc(t, s) :=
〈
|Z(t, s)|2

〉
− |⟨Z(t, s)⟩|2 . (2)

We define the complex time τ ≡ |τ | eiθ ≡ t + is, and
will abusively use the radial coordinates (|τ |, θ) as the
arguments of K. [52] derived the exact analytical solu-
tion of DSFF for the GinUE for all N , which simplifies
in large-N as

Kc,Gin(|τ |, θ) = N
(
1− e−|τ |2/4N

)
. (3)

The role of the GinUE solution of DSFF is analogous
to that of the Gaussian unitary ensemble solution of

SFF, namely and loosely that the DSFF behaviour of
sufficiently generic or “chaotic” non-Hermitian matrices
display universal behaviour from the GinUE of RMT
[52, 54–57]. Alternative approaches in quantifying spec-
tral correlation in non-Hermitian matrices beyond the
scale of mean-level spacing have been explored in [58–
63]. A few comments are in order: Firstly, note that
Kc,Gin(|τ |, θ) only depends on the absolute value of τ ,
i.e. the DSFF of chaotic systems are rotationally sym-
metric in complex time, at least after the onset of
RMT behaviour, and for this reason we opt to focus on
K(|τ |, θ = π/4) in this paper. Secondly, as a function of
|τ |, the DSFF shows a (dip)-ramp-plateau behaviour [64],
analogous to the SFF for closed quantum systems: At
|τ | ≲ τHei, DSFF increases quadratically Kc,Gin ≃ |τ |2/4
in large N until it reaches late time |τ | ≳ τHei with
τHei ∼

√
N , where DSFF reaches a plateau at N . Cru-

cially, the DSFF GinUE ramp behaviour is drastically
different from the corresponding SFF GUE behaviour,
which is linear in time.

Models. – We will introduce two classes of mod-
els. The first class consists of zero- and one-dimensional
Kraus operators Φ, i.e. Φ[ρ] =

∑
aMaρM

†
a with den-

sity matrix ρ and operators Ma satisfying
∑

aM
†
aMa =

1 [65]. For one-dimensional L-site models with on-site
Hilbert space dimension q, we define random Kraus cir-
cuits (RKC) with brick-wall geometry in the superoper-
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ator representation [Fig. 1 (a) inset] as

Φ =

(⊗
i∈2Z

Vi

)( ⊗
i∈2Z+1

Vi

)
, (4)

where Vi is a set of Kraus operators acting on supersite
i and i+ 1 as

Vi =
∑
a

vi,a ⊗s v
∗
i,a . (5)

Here vi,a are q2-by-q2 Kraus operators satisfying∑
a v

†
i,avi,a = 1 for each i. ⊗s denotes the tensor prod-

uct between operators acting to the left and right of a
density matrix. To incorporate symmetries, consider the
conserved quantity I, its associated symmetry operator
S = exp(iφI) with real parameter φ, and the adjoint
representation of S given by S[ρ] = SρS−1. A Kraus
operator which respects our symmetry admits the block-
diagonal decomposition:

vi =
∑
µ

Pµv
µ
i Pµ , s.t. [S,Φ] = [S, vi] = 0 , (6)

where Pµ is a projector to the symmetry sector labelled
by µ. The vµa is a Kraus operator generated by a pro-
tocol using truncated random unitary matrices [66, 67]:
We take a nd-by-nd unitary T from the circular unitary
ensemble (CUE) with d2 blocks of size n-by-n denoted
tab, a, b = 1, . . . , d, such that T(aα),(bβ) = [tab]αβ , where
α, β = 1, . . . , n and (aα) is a composite index. We take
va = t1a such that the Kraus condition is satisfied via the
unitarity of T . We consider zero- and one-dimensional
variations of RKC (4) listed below, and written more ex-
plicitly in the supplementary material (SM) [33].

1. 0D Random Kraus operator (RKO) is our pro-
totypical zero-dimensional model without symme-
tries, where we take Φ0D = V defined in (5) with
n-by-n matrices and va.

2. 1D RKC without symmetries (RKC) is a one-
dimensional model without symmetries, i.e. the
sum (6) for vi is trivial.

3. Z2-symmetric RKC (Z2-RKC) with q = 2 is a

RKC that conserves I =
∏L

i=1 σ
z
i , the parity oper-

ator.

4. U(1)-symmetric RKC (U(1)-RKC) with q = 2

is a RKC that conserves I = σz
tot =

∑L
i=1 σ

z
i , the

total magnetization.

The second class of models are the Liouvillian of quan-

tum master equations dρ(t)
dt = L[ρ] in the Lindblad

form [4, 5]. In the superoperator representation, we have

L =− i(H ⊗s 1 − 1 ⊗s H
∗)

+

d∑
a=1

(2Fa ⊗s F
∗
a − F †

aFa ⊗s 1 − 1 ⊗s F
†
aFa) ,

(7)

where the Hamiltonian H governs the unitary time evo-
lution, the second term describes the coupling between
the system and the environment via jump operators Fa.
We study the Lindblad dynamics with variations given
below.

5. 0D Random Lindbladian (0D-RL) is our pro-
totypical zero-dimensional model, where H ∈
GUE(n) and Fa ∈ GinUE(n) are respectively taken
from the Gaussian unitary and complex Ginibre en-
sembles of n-by-n matrices.

6. Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev Lindbladian (SYK-L):
The Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev Hamiltonian is given by
HSYK = i

∑L
i1<i2<i3<i4

Ji1i2i3i4ψi1ψi2ψi3ψi4 with

Majorana fermion operators ψi = ψ†
i satisfying

{ψi, ψj} = 2δij . We consider jump operator Fa =∑
1≤i<j≤LK

a
ijψiψj . Jijkl and Ka

ij are indepen-
dently drawn from the normal distribution with
variance J and k respectively.

7. 1D Random Lindbladian (1D-RL) is a one-
dimensional chain with length L and on-site dimen-
sion q. We choose H =

∑L
i=1 hi,i+1 with two-site

gates hi,i+1 ∈ GUE(q2), and two-site jump opera-
tors Fi ≡ ℓi,i+1 ∈ GinUE(q2) acting on site i and
i+ 1.

8. Strongly-U(1)-symmetric 1D-RL (SS-U(1)-
RL) is defined identically to 1DRL, except

that hi,i+1 =
⊕q−1

µ=−q+1 h
(µ)
i,i+1 and ℓi,i+1 =⊕q−1

µ=−q+1 ℓ
(µ)
i,i+1 where h

(µ)
i,i+1 ∈ GUE(q − |µ|) and

ℓ
(µ)
i,i+1 ∈ GinUE(q − |µ|) such that the model is
strongly symmetric, conserving the total magneti-
zation I = σz

tot, i.e.

[S,L] = [I,H] = [I, ℓi,i+1] = 0. (8)

9. Weakly-U(1)-symmetric 1D-RL (WS-U(1)-
RL) is defined similar to SS-U(1)-RL with the
same Hamiltonian, but with different random jump
operators ℓi,i+1 such that they satisfy the following
commutation relations

[S,L] = [I, hi,i+1] = 0 , [I, ℓ
(m)
i,i+1] = mℓ

(m)
i,i+1, (9)

where again S[ρ] = SρS−1. The explicit forms of

ℓ
(m)
i,i+1 are given in the SM [33].

Furthermore, we study two spin chains with dissipation
that display chaotic and non-chaotic behaviours:

10. Dissipative XXZ and dissipative XX mod-
els are defined through H = J

∑N−1
l=1 (σx

l σ
x
l+1 +

σy
l σ

y
l+1 +∆σz

l σ
z
l+1) + J ′∑N−2

l=1 (σx
l σ

x
l+2 + σy

l σ
y
l+2 +

∆′σz
l σ

z
l+2) and F+

L =
√
γ+L σ

+
1 , F

−
L =

√
γ−L σ

−
1 ,
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F+
R =

√
γ+Rσ

+
L , F−

R =
√
γ−Rσ

−
L , Fl =

√
γσz

l

where σα
l , α = x, y, z are Pauli matrices and

σ±
l = σx

l ± iσy
l . Following [14], we consider

two choices of parameters: (a) Chaotic dissipa-
tive XXZ model (dXXZ), with parameters sam-
pled from normal distributions J, J ′ ∈ N (1, 0.09),
∆ ∈ N (0.5, 0.0225), ∆′ ∈ N (1.5, 0.2025), γ = 0,
γ+L = 0.5, γ−L = 0.3, γ+R = 0.3, and γ−R = 0.9;
(b) Integrable dissipative XX model (dXX), with
J ∈ N (1, 0.09), J ′ = 0, ∆ = 0, ∆′ = 0, γ = 1,
γ+L = 0.5, γ−L = 1.2, γ+R = 1, and γ−R = 0.8.

11. Dissipative transverse field Ising model in
the chaotic and MBL phases [68] are defined

with H = J
∑L

l=1 σ
z
l σ

z
l+1+ g

∑L
l=1 σ

x
l +

∑L
l=1 hlσ

z
l ,

where the on-site disorder hl ∈ [−W,W ] is drawn
from a flat distribution of width W . We take
Fa =

√
γ
2 (σ

x
a − iσy

a) with a = 1, . . . , L. Without
dissipation, in finite system sizes, H displays many-
body localized phenomenology for sufficiently large
W . In this paper we focus on J = 1, g = −0.9,
γ = 0.5 and two choices ofW : (a)W = .6 (dIsing-
Chaos) and (b) W = 5 (dIsing-MBL).

Lastly, we study Lindbladians with the Hamiltonian term
turned off:

12. Jump-operator-only random Lindbladians
are defined with H = 0 with three variations: (a)
0D Random Lindbladian with jump operators only
(0D-RL-JO) which coincides with 0D-RL (model
5) with H = 0. (b) 1D Random Lindbladian with
1-site jump operators only (1D-RL-1JO) with
Fi = ℓi ∈ GinUE(q = 2) acting as one-site oper-
ator on site i with d = L. (c) 1D Random Lind-
bladian with 2-site jump operators only (1D-RL-
2JO) which coincides with 1D-RL (model 7) with
H = 0.

For each model above with symmetries, we analyse the
eigenvalues of the superoperator after projection into the
largest symmetry sector. In addition to the study of the
DSFF in Fig. 1 and 2, we provide numerical data for
the single-realization spectra, DOS, nearest-neighbour
spacing distribution, and complex spacing ratio in the
SM [33].

Unfolding and filtering. – The density of states
(DOS) can be written as a sum of two terms, ρav, ac-
counting for the smooth, averaged behavior, and ρfluc,
for the fluctuations about the average, i.e. ρ(z) =
ρav(z)+ρfluc(z). The expected quadratic ramp behaviour
for chaotic OQMBS means that the variation in ρav has
to be removed before comparing the level fluctuations
ρfluc in different regions. This process is called “unfold-
ing.” Without unfolding, regions of the spectrum with
varying ρav(z) give quadratic ramps with different values
of τHei, summing to a smeared-out DSFF behaviour (such

problem does not arise for the linear ramp behaviour of
the SFF in closed chaotic quantum systems). Ideally, we
would like to find an “unfolding” function transforming
z 7→ g(z) such that the resulting ρav(z) is perfectly uni-
form and local relationships between eigenvalues are pre-
served, as reflected in, e.g., the nearest neighbour spacing
distribution and the complex spacing ratio [15]. How-
ever, unfolding for complex spectra is considerably more
challenging than for the real counterpart, and such func-
tion g might not even exist in principle. We remedy this
problem in two steps. Firstly, for each model, we empir-
ically find a conformal transformation as the (imperfect)
unfolding function g such that the resulting ρav is closer
to uniform over a subregion of the complex plane [33].
Secondly, we employ a filtering procedure which favours
the DSFF contributions from the flatter region of the un-
folded spectrum {g(zn) ≡ z̃n = x̃n + iỹn}, analogous to
the filtering procedure for SFF [51]. Therefore, we define
a filtered partition function,

Z̃f (t, s; {α}) =
∑
n

eix̃nt+iỹnsf (x̃n, ỹn; {α}) , (10)

where {α} parameterize the filtering function
f(x̃n, ỹn; {α}). To be concrete, we focus on the

Gaussian filter f(x;α, µ) = e−α(x−µ)2 in either Cartesian
or radial coordinates, with µ chosen to be the center
of the flatter region in the unfolded spectrum. The
determination of filtering strength α is discussed below.
An example of the DSFF for the unfolded and filtered
spectrum for the RKC is provided in Fig. 3. The filtered
connected DSFF, K̃c(t, s; {α}), is defined as in (2), with
Z replaced by Z̃.
Onset of RMT quadratic ramp. – Based on the

SFF behaviour in closed chaotic many-body systems, we
expect three energy scales in the chaotic OQMBS: (i) ∆D,
the energy scale over which the DOS varies, defined more
precisely in SM [33]; (ii) ∆Th, the scale within which the
RMT behaviour emerges in the spectral correlation of
the OQMBS (discussed below); and (iii) ∆Hei, the mean
level spacing in the complex plane. Again, analogous
to the closed chaotic systems [11, 32], we consider an
OQMBS chaotic if it exhibits RMT DSFF behaviour at
sufficiently large time scale. For such systems, and given
filtering strength, we define this time scale as

τdev({α}) =
√
N

τHei
×min

{
τ :

K̃c(|τ |, θ; {α})
K̃c(|τ | → ∞, θ; {α})

− Kc,Gin(|τ |, θ)
N

≤ ϵ

}
, (11)

where here τHei is the time scale at which the unfolded
and filtered DSFF reaches the plateau, and consistently,
τHei can be estimated in terms of the average level-
spacing weighted by the filter (see [33]). Given that the
mean level-spacing of a spectra with flat ρav(z) scales as
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FIG. 2. DSFF and the onset of RMT quadratic ramp for structureless models (green), many-body chaotic models (blue),
and MBL and integrable models (red) of OQMBS for different system sizes. The DSFF data is taken along θ = π/4 with
5000 samples. DSFF of larger (smaller) system sizes are labelled with darker (lighter) colors. The theoretical curve of GinUE
from RMT, Kc,Gin, is in orange. The unfolding and filtering procedures are as in Fig. 1. In the insets, we plot τdev against
L. In contrast to the structure-less models (RKO, 0D-RL, 0D-RK-JO), we observe an increase in τdev in L for all models
with many-body interaction, with the exceptions of U(1)-RKC, U(1)-RL and dXXZ, whose dependence of τdev in L has not
stabilized.

1/
√
N , the factor

√
N/τHei above compensates for the

artificial effect of filtering. See e.g. Fig. 3(d) inset. The
early-time deviation from RMT behaviour can be due to
non-physical effects like filtering and non-universal be-
haviour like finite-size effects and the “dip” in the discon-
nected DSFF [51]. Below, we argue that τdev can indeed
be identified as the many-body Thouless time τTh ∝ ∆−1

Th

for appropriate choices of filtering strength.

Choice of filtering strength. – In order to choose
the appropriate filtering strength α, it is useful to define

a dimensionless filtering strength α̃ = α∆2
D. We choose

α to satisfy ∆−2
D ≪ α ≪ ∆−2

Th < ∆−2
Hei, such that our

filtering function is strong enough to reduce the effect of
inhomogeneity in the DOS, but weak enough to preserve
the physics at the scale ∆Th.

The typical dependence of τdev on α̃ for chaotic
OQMBS exhibits a trough-like behaviour, see e.g. the
RKC model in Fig. 3(c) inset. For weak filter strengths
α̃, τdev is large because the DSFF is distorted by the
non-uniform DOS and does not exhibit universal RMT
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behavior. For strong filter, τdev is large because the fil-
ter removes the signatures of level repulsion in RMT at
scale ∆Hei. For intermediate filter strengths, we observe
a trough in τdev(α̃) where OQMBS displays prominent
RMT DSFF behaviour. In practice, we pick smaller val-
ues of τdev in the trough to ensure that α ≪ ∆−2

Th. For
all studied chaotic OQMBS, the curve of τdev versus α̃
displays a trough, whose width increases in system size,
see Fig. 3(c) and [69]. This trough is relatively flat, and
hence we do not expect the value of τdev to be sensitive to
the precise choice of filtering strength within the trough.

Finally, we benchmark our filtering procedure by com-
puting the DSFF of the spectrum of GinUE, after apply-
ing three conformal transformations to introduce inho-
mogeneities to the originally flat DOS. The form of the
DSFF of GinUE before the transformation is known ex-
actly (3). For suitably chosen filter strengths, we recover
the GinUE RMT behavior of the flat spectrum from the
filtered DSFF of the transformed spectrum for all three
transformations we considered: (i) {zn}, (ii) {log zn},
and (iii) {log zp}.

Chaotic OQMBS and many-body Thouless
time. – In Fig. 1 and Fig. 2, we compute the con-
nected DSFF for OQMBS of models 1 to 9, the dXXZ
(model 10) and dIsing-Chaos (model 11). Additionally,
we compute the nearest-neighbour spacing distribution,
and complex spacing ratio in the SM [33]. The DSFF,
spacing distribution and ratio of all models converge to
RMT GinUE behaviour in increasingly large system size
at sufficiently large times (as parameterised by τdev). Re-
markably, chaotic OQMBS generically display the RMT
quadratic ramp, i.e. signatures of GinUE eigenvalue cor-
relation well beyond the scale of mean-level spacing, or
equivalently, at times well before the Heisenberg time.

Now we investigate the early-time deviation from RMT
DSFF behaviour, which we refer to as the “bump.” Note
that the bump should not be confused with the decaying
behaviour from N2 to the ramp due to the disconnected
part of DSFF [52] or SFF [51]. We demonstrate that
for OQMBS, (i) a sensible definition of the height of the
bump in DSFF increases in system size, see SM [33]; and
(ii) the region of the bump in |τ |, as parameterised by
τdev, increases in system size for sufficiently large system
size. In Fig. 2, we present the DSFF for increasing L for
most models. We see a notable difference between mod-
els without structures (RKO and 0D-RL) and those with
many-body interactions (e.g. SYK) or spatial structure
(e.g. RKC, 1D-RL, and dIsing-Chaos). For the models
without structure, τdev does not change appreciably with
system size, while for models with many-body interac-
tion, it increases for sufficiently large L. In other words,
due to locality, increasingly long time is required for the
many-body systems to be indistinguishable from struc-
tureless random matrices, as far as the spectral statistics
is concerned. Note that several models (e.g. U(1)-RKC,
U(1)-RL, dXXZ), display RMT DSFF behaviour for the

largest system size, the dependence of τdev with system
size has not stabilized due to finite-size effects. Note
that, for the collapsed curves in the main panels of Fig. 2,
τdev/τHei is decreasing for larger L, i.e., the bump appears
to move towards the left. However, this is due to the ex-
ponential growth of the Heisenberg time; as seen in the
insets of Fig. 2, τdev itself increases sub-exponentially for
OQMBS, unlike the case for 0D systems. (i) and (ii) sug-
gest that the deviation from RMT in DSFF is a genuine
many-body effect in OQMBS, not due to finite-size effect.
Therefore, we identify τdev as the many-body Thouless
time for open quantum many-body systems.
Many-body localized and integrable systems. –

In Fig. 1 and Fig. 2, we present the DSFF of dIsing-
MBL and dXX after applying the filtering protocol, as
examples of MBL and integrable systems, respectively.
For both systems, the DSFF increases rapidly to (and
above) the plateau, fluctuates wildly even after ensemble
averaging, and does not display the ramp-plateau signa-
ture of RMT. In insets of Fig. 2, we compute the time
when the DSFF increases to the plateau, defined as

τplat =

√
N

τHei
min

{
τ :
∣∣∣ K̃c(|τ |, θ; {α})
K̃c(|τ | → ∞, θ; {α})

− 1
∣∣∣ ≤ ϵ

}
,

where an additional time average has been applied to
K̃c, and where τHei is defined by the mean level spac-
ing weighted by the filter [33]. We observe that τplat in
the MBL and integrable systems does not scale with the
inverse mean level spacing, i.e. τplat does not scale expo-
nentially in system size L (although still increasing in L
for the accessible system sizes), in contrast to the chaotic
case, and analogous to the behaviour of SFF in MBL and
certain integrable closed systems [48, 70, 71]. We there-
fore conclude that the DSFF clearly distinguishes chaotic
and non-chaotic systems, including MBL and integrable
systems.
Jump-operator-only Lindbladians. – We study

the DSFF of Lindbladians with the Hamiltonian term
set to zero, i.e. only the jump operators are present. In
Fig. 2 (n-p), we plot the DSFF for Lindbladians with
structureless, 1-site and 2-site jump-operators, and see
that they display behaviours similar to the MBL, struc-
tureless chaotic and spatially-extended chaotic models
respectively. These results demonstrate that the RMT
universality and scaling of many-body Thouless time can
survive even with only driven-dissipative evolution (with-
out coherent evolution).
Conclusions. – In this paper, by surveying a wide

range of paradigmatic models, we showed that chaotic
OQMBS generically display the quadratic ramp-plateau
behaviour of the Ginibre ensemble from RMT after a
time scale τdev, which we identify as the non-Hermitian
analogue of the many-body Thouless time. We further
show that the long-range spectral statistics of MBL and
integrable OQMBS behave distinctly from the chaotic
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FIG. 3. Unfolding and filtering. (a) A single-realization spectrum {z} of RKC for L = 6. (b) The unfolded spectrum {z1/ log2 N}
(of the spectrum in (a)) is subsequently filtered with the filtering function f(z) = e−α(|z|−µ)2 . (c) DSFF of the RKC for varying
filtering strength α̃ ∈ [1/100, 20] from light to dark blue. Inset: τdev against α̃ shows a trough. The suitable range of filtering
strength is given at the lower range of α̃ at the trough. Note that the artificial edge of the unfolded spectrum in (b) is due
to the branch cut in the unfolding function. We perform sanity checks by unfolding the GinUE spectrum, and find that such
edges do not qualitatively distort the DSFF even in the absence of a filtering scheme, see Appendices E and G.

OQMBS. Recently, experimental protocols have been
proposed to measure the SFF in closed quantum many-
body systems [72–74]. However, in practice, decoherence
is an inherent feature of current noisy intermediate-scale
era quantum (NISQ) simulators, i.e. such systems are
naturally open. Therefore, it would be beneficial to de-
vise a protocol to probe quantum many-body dynamics
using DSFF. Such protocol requires one to overcome cer-
tain technical obstacles, e.g. treating the real and imag-
inary eigenvalues separately as in Eq. (1). For similar
reasons, it is an interesting but non-trivial task to gain a
better analytic handle on the DSFF in OQMBS , whose
closed quantum many-body system analogues have only
recently been understood [9–12].
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[15] Lucas Sá, Pedro Ribeiro, and Tomaž Prosen, “Com-
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grable non-unitary open quantum circuits,” (2020),
arXiv:2011.06565 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[18] Kevin Wang, Francesco Piazza, and David J. Luitz, “Hi-
erarchy of relaxation timescales in local random liouvil-
lians,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 100604 (2020).

[19] Yi Huang and B. I. Shklovskii, “Anderson transition in
three-dimensional systems with non-hermitian disorder,”
Phys. Rev. B 101, 014204 (2020).

[20] A. F. Tzortzakakis, K. G. Makris, and E. N. Economou,
“Non-hermitian disorder in two-dimensional optical lat-
tices,” Phys. Rev. B 101, 014202 (2020).

[21] Thomas Peron, Bruno Messias F. de Resende, Fran-
cisco A. Rodrigues, Luciano da F. Costa, and J. A.
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tum chaos and anomalous relaxation in open quantum
circuits,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2312.00649 (2023).

[63] Yi-Neng Zhou, Tian-Gang Zhou, and Pengfei Zhang,
“Universal properties of the spectral form factor in open
quantum systems,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.14352

(2023).
[64] At early time |τ | ≲ τedge ≪ τHei, DSFF dips from

K(0, θ) = N2 with a form described by the non-universal
disconnected DSFF, | ⟨Z(t, s)⟩ |2, discussed in [52], but
excluded in (2) for simplicity.

[65] Michael A. Nielsen and Isaac L. Chuang, Quantum Com-
putation and Quantum Information: 10th Anniversary
Edition (Cambridge University Press, 2010).

[66] Karol Zyczkowski and Hans-Jürgen Sommers, “Trunca-
tions of random unitary matrices,” Journal of Physics A:
Mathematical and General 33, 2045–2057 (2000).

[67] Wojciech Bruzda, Valerio Cappellini, Hans-Jürgen Som-
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Supplementary Material

Spectral form factor in chaotic, localized, and integrable
open quantum many-body systems

In this supplementary material we provide additional details about:

A Models

— Random Kraus circuits

1. Random Kraus operators (RKO)

2. Random Kraus circuits (RKC)

3. Z2-symmetric Random Kraus circuits (Z2-RKC)

4. U(1)-symmetric Random Kraus circuits (U(1)-RKC)

— Random Lindbladians

5. 0D Random Lindbladian (0D-RL)

6. Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev Lindbladian (SYK-L)

7. 1D Random Lindbladian (1D-RL)

8. Strongly-U(1)-symmetric 1D Random Lindbladian (SS-U(1)-RL)

9. Weakly-U(1)-symmetric 1D random Lindbladian (WS-U(1)-RL)

10. Dissipative XXZ and XX models

(a) Chaotic dissipative XXZ model (dXXZ)

(b) Integrable dissipative XX model (dXX)

11. Dissipative transverse field Ising model

(a) Dissipative transverse field Ising model in the chaotic phase (dIsing-Chaos)

(b) Dissipative transverse field Ising model in the many-body localized phase (dIsing-MBL)

12. Jump-operator-only Lindbladian

(a) 0D Random Lindbladian with jump operator only (0D-RL-JO)

(b) 1D Random Lindbladian with 1-site jump operators only (1D-RL-1JO)

(c) 1D Random Lindbladian with 2-site jump operators only (1D-RL-2JO)

B Spectral properties

C Nearest neighbour spacing distribution

D Complex spacing ratio

E Unfolding

F Filtering

— Definition

— Early time effect of filtering

— Late time effect of filtering

— Definition of Heisenberg time after filtering

— Choice of filtering strength α

G Sanity checks

— Sanity check 1: DSFF of {z} of GinUE with filtering

— Sanity check 2: DSFF of {log z} of GinUE with filtering

— Sanity check 3: DSFF of {zp} of GinUE with filtering and p = 1
4

— Example: DSFF of RKO with filtering

H Summary table and additional numerics for dissipative spectral form factor (DSFF)

I Height of Bumps
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Appendix A: Models

In this section, we write explicitly the content of the gates used to construct the zero-dimensional RKO, the one-
dimensional RKC, and its variants. We use the convention where the matrix representation of the superoperators is
of size N . For many-body systems, we use L to denote the system size in one-dimensional systems, or the number of
particles in zero-dimensional systems (see the SYK-L model below). We use I for conserved quantities, S = exp(iφI)
for its associated symmetry operator with real parameter φ, and S for the adjoint representation of S defined by
S[ρ] = SρS−1.

1. Random Kraus circuits

1. Random Kraus operator (RKO) – In the superoperator representation, the 0D-RKO acting on a Hilbert
space with dimension n is given by

Φ0D =

d∑
a=1

va ⊗s v
∗
a , (SA.1)

where va is a n-by-n Kraus operator satisfying
∑

a vav
†
a = 1 and is generated by a protocol using truncated

random unitary matrices [66, 67]: We take a nd-by-nd Haar-random unitary T ∈ U(dn) with d2 blocks of
size n-by-n denoted by tab, a, b = 1, . . . , d, such that T(aα),(bβ) = [tab]αβ where α, β = 1, . . . , n and (aα) is a
composite index. We take va = t1a for a = 1, . . . , d such that the Kraus operator condition is satisfied via the
unitarity of T . For simplicity, to represent Kraus operators sampled in this manner, we will use the notation

{va} ∈ TCUE(n, dn) . (SA.2)

2. Random Kraus circuit (RKC) – The RKC without any conserved quantities, Φ1D, is defined in the main
text by (4) and (5), which we reproduce below,

Φ1D =

(⊗
i∈2Z

Vi

)( ⊗
i∈2Z+1

Vi

)
, Vi =

∑
a

vi,a ⊗s v
∗
i,a . (SA.3)

For RKC without conserved quantities, we take

{vi,a} ∈ TCUE
(
q2, dq2

)
, (SA.4)

i.e., {vi,a} are taken from the truncated CUE.

3. Z2-symmetric random Kraus circuit (Z2-RKC) – Consider the parity operator given by I =
∏L

i=1 σ
z
i ,

where σz
i is the Pauli-z operator acting on site i. To construct a Z2-RKC preserving the parity of the circuit

with on-site dimension q = 2, we consider 2-site gates with the block structure in the basis of σz as follows,

vi,a =

1⊕
µ=0

v
(µ)
i,a , (SA.5)

where {
v
(µ)
i,a

}
∈ TCUE (2, 2d) . (SA.6)

for µ = 1, 2, such that

[S,Φ] = [I, vi,a] = 0 (SA.7)

We focus on the symmetry sector I = 1 in this paper, although for I = −1, we expect our observables to behave
identically.
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4. U(1)-symmetric random Kraus circuit (U(1)-RKC): Consider the U(1) charge, I = σz
tot =

∑L
i=1 σ

z
i . To

construct a U1-RKC with on-site dimension q = 2, we consider 2-site gates with the block structure in the basis
of σz as follows,

vi,a =

1⊕
µ=−1

v
(µ)
i,a (SA.8)

where {
v
(µ=±1)
i,a

}
∈ TCUE (1, d)

{
v
(0)
i,a

}
∈ TCUE (2, 2d) . (SA.9)

such that

[S,Φ] = [I, vi,a] = 0 . (SA.10)

We focus on the symmetry sector I = 0 in this paper.

2. Random Lindbladians

To make this section self-contained, we reproduce the Lindbladian (7) in the superoperator representation,

L =− i(H ⊗s 1 − 1 ⊗s H
∗) +

d∑
a=1

(2Fa ⊗s F
∗
a − F †

aFa ⊗s 1 − 1 ⊗s F
†
aFa) , (SA.11)

where H and Fa are the Hamiltonian and jump operators specified by the variation of the models below. Again, we
take the dimension of the Hilbert space to be n, and the size of the matrix representation of the superoperator L to
be N = n2. The choice of d will depend on the specific model considered below.

5. 0D Random Lindbladian (0D-RL) – On the superspace of a Hilbert space of size n, the Hamiltonian and
jump operators are given by

H ∈ GUE(n), Fa ∈ GinUE(n) , (SA.12)

where GUE(n) and GinUE(n) are the Gaussian and complex Ginibre unitary ensemble of n-by-n random
matrices respectively. We take d = 1 for this model.

6. Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev Lindbladian (SYK-L) – The Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev Hamiltonian is given by

HSYK = i
L∑

i1<i2<i3<i4

Ji1i2i3i4ψi1ψi2ψi3ψi4 , (SA.13)

with Majorana fermion operators ψi = ψ†
i satisfying {ψi, ψj} = 2δij , and real Gaussian random variables

Ji1i2i3i4 ∈ N (0, J). We consider jump operators

Fa =
∑

1≤i<j≤L

Ka
ijψiψj , a = 1, 2, . . . , d , (SA.14)

with complex Gaussian random variables Ka
ij ∈ N (0, k) + iN (0, k) [75, 76]. From [27], SYK-L has two parity

symmetries (−1)F
+

and (−1)F
−

where (−1)
F±

=
[∏(L−1)/2

i=1

(
2iψ∓

2i−1ψ
∓
2i

)]
(
√
2ψ∓

L ). In this paper, we take

parameters d = L, J = 3!
L3 and k = 0.04, and we focus on the symmetry section (−1)F

±
= 1.

7. 1D Random Lindbladian (1D-RL) – On the superspace of a one-dimensional system with on-site Hilbert
space dimension q, we take the Hamiltonian and jump operators to be:

H =

L−1∑
i=1

hi,i+1 , Fi = ℓi,i+1 , i = 1, 2, . . . , L− 1. (SA.15)
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hi,i+1 and ℓi,i+1 are two-site random operators acting on site i and i + 1, and independently drawn from the
GUE and GinUE respectively, i.e.

hi,i+1 ∈ GUE(q2), ℓi,i+1 ∈ GinUE(q2) . (SA.16)

The number of jump operators is just d = L− 1. In this paper we focus on the case q = 2, with open boundary
conditions.

8. Strongly-U(1)-symmetric 1D Random Lindbladian (SS-U(1)-RL) – Consider the U(1) charge I = σz
tot =∑L

i=1 σ
z
i , where σ

z
i has eigenvalues {− q−1

2 ,− q−1
2 +1, . . . , q−1

2 } measuring the magnetization along the z-axis on
site i. SS-U(1)-RL is defined similarly as the 1D-RL, except that

hi,i+1 =

q−1⊕
µ=−q+1

h
(µ)
i,i+1, ℓi,i+1 =

q−1⊕
µ=−q+1

ℓ
(µ)
i,i+1, i = 1, 2, . . . , L− 1, (SA.17)

where in the local symmetry sector µ = σz
i + σz

i+1, we choose

h
(µ)
i,i+1 ∈ GUE(q − |µ|), ℓ

(µ)
i,i+1 ∈ GinUE(q − |µ|). (SA.18)

such that

[S,L] = [I,H] = [I, hi,i+1] = [I, Fi] = [I, ℓi,i+1] = 0 (SA.19)

i.e. this model is a “strongly symmetric” Lindbladian with respect to I since individual terms in (SA.11)
commute with the symmetry operator [77, 78]. We find that for q = 2, the SS-U(1)-RL is not chaotic, i.e.
probes of the spectral correlations, e.g. the DSFF and NNSD, do not converge to Ginibre RMT behaviour.
The lack of chaotic behaviour is due to the reduction in degrees of freedom for the Hamiltonian and jump
operators after imposing U(1) symmetry. We focus on SS-U(1)-RL with q = 3, the minimum chaotic case, and
the symmetry sector I = 0 in this paper.

9. Weakly-U(1)-symmetric 1D Random Lindbladian (WS-U(1)-RL) – Consider again the U(1) charge,

I = σz
tot =

∑L
i=1 σ

z
i . As mentioned above, we find that the strongly symmetric SS-U(1)-RL is only chaotic

when q is taken to be 3. Another way to impose symmetry while retaining chaotic behaviour with q = 2 is to
relax the strong symmetry of Lindbladian to a weak symmetry. To this end, we consider a WS-U(1)-RL that
acts on the superspace of a one-dimensional system with on-site Hilbert space dimension q = 2. It has the same
Hamiltonian as the SS-U(1)-RL,

hi,i+1 =

1⊕
µ=−1

h
(µ)
i,i+1, h

(±1)
i,i+1,∈ GUE(1), h

(0)
i,i+1 ∈ GUE(2) , i = 1, 2, . . . , L− 1 (SA.20)

with the jump operators

Fi = ℓ
(m=0,±1,±2)
i,i+1 , i = 1, 2, . . . , L− 1 (SA.21)

where

ℓ
(±2)
i,i+1 = β±

i σ
±
i σ

±
i+1, (SA.22)

ℓ
(1)
i,i+1 =


0 µ+

i ν+i 0
0 0 0 σ+

i

0 0 0 ρ+i
0 0 0 0

 , (SA.23)

ℓ
(−1)
i,i+1 =


0 0 0 0
µ−
i 0 0 0
ν−i 0 0 0
0 σ−

i ρ−i 0

 . (SA.24)
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Here σ+
i and σ−

i are the ladder operators on site i, β±
i , µ

±
i , ν

±
i , σ

±
i , ρ

±
i ∈ GinUE(1) and ℓ

(m=0)
i,i+1 is just the charge

conserving jump operators defined in (SA.17) and (SA.18). The above Hamiltonians and jump operators are
chosen to satisfy

[I,H] = [I, hi,i+1] = 0 , [I, ℓ
(m)
i,i+1] = mℓ

(m)
i,i+1, (SA.25)

such that the Lindbladian superoperater satisfies

[L,S] = 0 . (SA.26)

By (SA.25) and (SA.26), this model is considered a “weakly symmetric” Lindbladian [77, 78]. We focus on the
largest symmetry section S = 0 in this paper.

10. Dissipative XXZ and XX models – Here we consider a one-dimensional dissipative XXZ model with nearest
neighbor and next-to-nearest neighbor interactions. The Hamiltonian and jump operators are defined as

H = J

N−1∑
l=1

(σx
l σ

x
l+1 + σy

l σ
y
l+1 +∆σz

l σ
z
l+1)

+ J ′
N−2∑
l=1

(σx
l σ

x
l+2 + σy

l σ
y
l+2 +∆′σz

l σ
z
l+2)

F+
L =

√
γ+L σ

+
1

F−
L =

√
γ−L σ

−
1

F+
R =

√
γ+Rσ

+
L

F−
R =

√
γ−Rσ

−
L

Fl =
√
γσz

l ,

(SA.27)

where σα
l with α = x, y, z are the Pauli matrices and σ±

l = σx
l ± iσy

l . Like in WS-U(1)-RL, this model has the
U(1) weak symmetry, and we focus on the S = 0 sector. Following [14], we consider two choices of parameters:

(a) Chaotic dissipative XXZ model (dXXZ) is defined by (SA.27) with parameters drawn from normal
distributions J, J ′ ∈ N (1, 0.09), ∆ ∈ N (0.5, 0.0225), ∆′ ∈ N (1.5, 0.2025), γ = 0, γ+L = 0.5, γ−L = 0.3,
γ+R = 0.3, and γ−R = 0.9.

(b) Integrable dissipative XX model (dXX) is defined by (SA.27) with J ∈ N (1, 0.09), J ′ = 0, ∆ = 0,
∆′ = 0, γ = 1, γ+L = 0.5, γ−L = 1.2, γ+R = 1, and γ−R = 0.8. Note that this model is Bethe ansatz integrable
with a mapping to the Fermi-Hubbard chain with imaginary interaction.

11. Dissipative transverse field Ising model – We consider the Hamiltonian

H = J

L∑
l=1

σz
l σ

z
l+1 + g

L∑
l=1

σx
l +

L∑
i=1

hlσ
z
l , (SA.28)

where the on-site disorder hl ∈ [−W,W ] is drawn from a flat distribution of width W . We take the jump
operators to be

Fa =

√
γ

2
σ−
a , (SA.29)

with a = 1, . . . , L. Without dissipation, in finite system sizes, H displays many-body localized phenomenology
for sufficiently large W . In this paper we take J = 1, g = −0.9 and γ = 0.5. Following [68], we consider the
model in two different phases:

(a) Dissipative transverse field Ising model in the chaotic phase (dIsing-Chaos) defined by (SA.28)
and (SA.29) with W = 0.6.
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(b) Dissipative transverse field Ising model in the many-body localized phase (dIsing-MBL) de-
fined by (SA.28) and (SA.29) with W = 5.

12. Jump-operator-only Lindbladian. We consider the Lindbladians acting on the superspace of a Hilbert
space of size n, where the Hamiltonian is set to be zero, i.e. H = 0, and the jump operators are drawn from the
GinUE with varying size of operator support. Again the number of jump operator is set to be d.

(a) 0D Random Lindbladian with jump operator only (0D-RL-JO): This model is a variation of the
model 0D-RL with H = 0. We take only one jump operator drawn from the GinUE of n-by-n matrices,
i.e. d = 1 and F1 ∈ GinUE(n).

(b) 1D Random Lindbladian with 1-site jump operators only (1D-RL-1JO): The jump operators are
taken to be Fi = li with i = 1, 2, . . . , L, where li ∈ GinUE(q) are one-site random operators acting on site
i. The number of jump operator is d = L, and the on-site dimension is q = 2.

(c) 1D Random Lindbladian with 2-site jump operators only (1D-RL-2JO): This model is a variation
of the model 1D-RL with H = 0. The jump operators are taken to be Fi = li,i+1 with i = 1, 2, . . . , L− 1,
where li,i+1 ∈ GinUE(q2) are two-site random operators acting on site i and i + 1. The number of jump
operator is d = L− 1, and the on-site dimension is q = 2.

Appendix B: Spectral properties

In this section, we provide the plots for the single realization spectra and heat maps of the DOS for Krauss operators
and Lindbladian models.

1. Random Kraus circuits

For Kraus circuits, we include the representative examples of the RKO (Figure S1), the RKC and U(1)-RKC
(Figure S2).
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FIG. S1. The spectrum of a single realization (left) and the heat map of the DOS (right) of the RKO with dimension N = 4096.
Note that there is a single leading eigenvalue at z = 1, which we have removed for clarity of presentation. The spectrum is
roughly uniform, displays reflection symmetry across the real axis, exhibits level repulsion, and lies within a circular region
surrounding the origin of the complex plane.
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FIG. S2. Spectrum of a single realization (first from left) and DOS (second from left) of the RKC model with L = 6. Again, we
remove the eigenvalue at z = 1. Spectrum of a single realization (third from left) and DOS (forth from left) of the U(1)-RKC
model with L = 8, Sz = 4. Both of the spectra are sharply peaked at the origin (note the scale) with tails extending outwards.

2. Random Lindbladians

For Lindbladians, we include the all the models studied, from (Figure S3) to (Figure S6).
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FIG. S3. (a) Spectrum of a single realization and (b) the heat map of the DOS of the 0D-RL. (c) Spectrum of a single realization
and (d) the heat map of the DOS of the 1D-RL model with dimension N = 4096 and L = 6 respectively. The spectra of the
0D-RL has a shape of a lemon (c.f. [79]) and gets denser to the origin. The DOS of the 1D-RL has a smooth peak at around
z = −7.5.
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FIG. S4. Spectrum of a single realization (first) and the heat map of the DOS (second) of the WS-U(1)-RL model with
weak symmetry and physical dimension L = 7. The spectra has a smooth peak at around z = −50. Notice that for the weak
symmetry case, there is no steady state, i.e. there is not an eigenvalue with the value z = 0. Spectrum of a single realization
(third) and the heat map of the DOS (fourth) of the SS-U(1)-RL model with weak symmetry and physical dimension L = 5.
The spectra has a smooth peak at around z = −5.
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FIG. S5. Spectrum of a single realization (first row) and the heat map of the DOS (second row) of, from left to right, the
SYK-L with L = 12, dXXZ with L = 7, dXX with L = 7, dIsing-Chaos with L = 6 and dIsing-MBL with L = 6.

FIG. S6. Spectrum of a single realization (first row) and the heat map of the DOS (second row) of, from left to right, the
0D-RL-JO, the 1D-RL-1JO and the 1D-RL-2JO with L = 6.

Appendix C: Nearest neighbour spacing distribution

For a given complex eigenvalue zn and its m-th nearest neighbour z
(m)
n , we define the m-th spacing distance of zn

to be

s(m)
n =

∣∣∣z(m)
n − zn

∣∣∣ . (SC.1)

The nearest neighbour spacing distribution (NNSD) is the set
{
s(1)
}
, and is used in non-Hermitian systems [80] to

diagnose chaos in OQMBS, as in Hermitian systems [6, 81]. Unfolding procedure has to be applied to the spectrum so
that variation of spectral density in the complex plane is removed. To this end, we unfold the spectrum {zn} in three
steps: (i) Apply a conformal transformation described in Appendix E to obtain {z′n}, which in particular removes

sharp peaks in the DOS; (ii) Obtain and rescale the NNSD
{
s
(1)
n

}
R

of {z′n}R with a rescaling factor dependent on
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local spectral density following [82]:

d(m)
n = s(1)n

√
m

πs
(m)
n

2 ; (SC.2)

(iii) apply a filter f(zn;α, µ) as described in Appendix F to keep only the transformed eigenvalues in some region R
defined by α, µ which has approximately uniform spectral density. Specifically, we average over many realizations by
computing:

P (d(m)) =

〈∑
n δ(d

(m) − d
(m)
n )× f(zn;α, µ)

〉
〈∑

n f(zn;α, µ)
〉 . (SC.3)

1. Random Kraus circuits

Here we provide the NNSD for the RKO, RKC and U(1)-RKC. For RKO and RKC in Fig. S7, NNSD have converged
in the accessible system sizes and exhibit universal eigenvalue correlations of the RMT GinUE NNSD. Consequently,
we expect the DSFF to exhibit universal behavior at late complex time. Crucially, we find that for the NNSD to
match that of RMT, steps (i)-(iii) are necessary. This in part justifies the need to use both filtering and unfolding.
For U(1)-RKC in Fig. S7 right, NNSD has not yet converged in the accessible system size, but the distribution is
clearly approaching the RMT GinUE NNSD.
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FIG. S7. Left: The NNSD (SC.2) with m = 5 for the RKO, where we have implemented step (ii) and (iii), with increasing
N = 43, 45, 46 from light to dark blue. If we only implemented step (ii), we would see deviations from the RMT spacing at

d(5) > 1 due to a finite-size edge effect in the DOS. Middle: The NNSD (SC.2) with m = 5 for the RKC, where we have
implemented step (i)-(iii), with increasing L ∈ [3, 6] from light to dark blue. For both cases, the sample size is 5000. Right:
The NNSD (SC.2) after steps (i)-(iii) with m = 5 for the U(1)-RKC with increasing L ∈ [5, 8] in darker blue. The sample size
is 5000.

2. Random Lindbladians

Here we provide the NNSD for the 0DRL, 1DRL, WS-U(1)-RL, and SS-U(1)-RL in Fig. S8, NNSD have converged
in the accessible system sizes and exhibit universal eigenvalue correlations of the RMT GinUE NNSD.
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FIG. S8. The NNSD (SC.2) with m = 5 for (a) the 0D-RL with L ∈ [3, 7], (b) the 1D-RL with L ∈ [3, 7], (c) the WS-U(1)-RL
with the symmetry sector M = L − 2 and L ∈ [5, 8], (d) for the q = 3 (q = 2) SS-U(1)-RL with L ∈ [4, 6] (L ∈ [6, 9]) in blue
(red) and the symmetry section Sz = 0, (e) SYK-L with L/2 ∈ [4, 6] and the symmetry section p = 1 (f) dXXZ with L/2 ∈ [4, 6]
and the symmetry section (g) dXX (h) dIsing-Chaos and (l) dIsing-MBL. For all cases, the system size increases from light to
dark blue, and the sample size is 2000.

FIG. S9. The NNSD (SC.2) with m = 5 for (a) the 0D-RL-JO, (b) the 1D-RL-1JO and (c) the 1D-RL-2JO where we have
implemented step (i-ii), with increasing L ∈ [4, 6] from light to dark blue.

Appendix D: Complex spacing ratio

We consider the complex spacing ratios (CSR) defined as [15]

rm =
z
(1)
m − zm

z
(2)
m − zm

, (SD.1)

where z
(1)
m and z

(2)
m represent the nearest- and next-nearest-neighboring eigenvalues to zm, respectively. The CSR has

the advantage that no unfolding procedure is required. However, we find that the convergence of CSR (and related
quantities) is slower.

The density of the CSR P (r) is plotted for nine example models in Figure S10 and Figure S11. For chaotic open

systems, P (r) has lower value around the origin due to spectral rigidity, and lower value around r = 1 since z
(1)
m and

z
(2)
m tend to lie on the opposite side of zm due to level repulsion. For dIsing-MBL, we see that P (r) is approximately
flat, as consistent with the Poissonian distributed complex spectrum.
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FIG. S10. The density function P (r) for the CSR (SD.1) plotted for two example models of Kraus operators, the RKO (first
left) and the RKC (second left), and two example models of Lindbladians, the 0D-RL (third left) and the 1D-RL (fourth left).
For all cases, the sample size is 5000.
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FIG. S11. The density function P (r) for the CSR (SD.1) plotted for SYK-L, dXXZ, dXX, dIsing-Chaos (W = 0.6) and dIsing-
MBL (W = 5) from the left to the right. For dXX and dIsing-MBL, the signature of level repulsion around z = 0 and z = 1 is
absent. For all cases, the sample size is 5000.

Furthermore, there are a few other salient features of the CSR. First, the CSR exhibits reflection symmetry across
the real axis in the complex plane. This is due to the fact that the eigenvalues of the superoperator occur in conjugate

pairs. Indeed, within the bulk, the nearest- and next-nearest neighbors for zn are given by z
(1)
n and z

(2)
n such that the

CSR is given by rn, i.e. for each rn we also have rn. As a sanity check, we find that if we compute the CSR for only
eigenvalues in the upper half plane with Im(z) > 0, the CSR is no longer reflection symmetric.

Second, the CSR exhibits a concentration along the real axis. This is due to the fact that the spectrum of has a
concentration along the real axis, and that the ratio of real numbers is real. As a sanity check, if we remove eigenvalues
lying on the real axis before computing the CSR, we eliminate the concentration along the real axis.

Finally, the density of the spacing ratio exhibits an “arc”-like feature, as well as a vertical line located at Re(r) = 1
2 .

These are caused by the case where an eigenvalue’s two nearest neighbors are its complex conjugate and another
eigenvalue lying on the real axis. Let the distance between the eigenvalue and its complex conjugate be 2y, and the
distance to the real eigenvalue be a. The angle between the lines connecting the two pairs of eigenvalues, θ, is also
the argument of the complex spacing r, and is given by cos θ = y/a and sin θ =

√
1− y2/a2. Now there are two cases.

In the first case, 2y > a, and so we have that:

Re(r) = |r| cos θ = a

2y

y

a
=

1

2
, (SD.2)

which explains the concentration along the vertical line Re(r) = 1
2 .

In the second case, 2y < a, and so we have that Re(r) = (2y/a) cos θ = 2y2/a2. Since a > 2y, this implies that
Re(r) < 1/2. On the other hand, we have that:

Im(r) =
2d

a
sin θ =

2d

a

√
1− y2

a2
= ±

√
Re(r) (2− Re(r)) . (SD.3)

This explains the concentration along the “arc,” as one finds that it is well-fit by the curve defined by the above
relation for 0 < Re(r) < 1

2 .
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Appendix E: Unfolding

To compute long-range spectral correlation including the DSFF, we need to “unfold” the complex spectrum, i.e. to
remove the variation of spectral density in the complex plane. The unfolding procedure typically involves a transfor-
mation of the spectra which makes the associated DOS flatter. In fact, unfolding for complex spectra is considerably
more challenging than the analogous procedure for real spectra. One particular obstacle is that the complex spectral
transformation must be a conformal transformation, which restrict the possible choices of transformations. As a re-
sult, we often cannot perfectly unfold the spectrum, and a further “filtering” procedure needs to be applied to favour
DSFF contributions from flatter regions in the spectra (see Appendix F).

Here we comment on the necessity of unfolding (and filtering) in the context of DSFF. Consider an ensemble
of a chaotic open system with a highly non-uniform DOS. Each sufficiently small section of the DOS will yield a
contribution to DSFF that is well-described by the GinUE ensemble, but with an effective τHei that depends locally
on the DOS. Because the “ramp” of the DSFF for the GinUE ensemble grows quadratically [52] as opposed to linearly
in the Gaussian unitary ensemble for Hermitian systems, DSFF for ensembles with non-unform DOS will deviate
significantly from the GinUE DSFF behavior, and hence unfolding is required.

1. Random Kraus circuits

First we consider the zero-dimensional RKO model. As pictured in Figure S1, for sufficiently large d, the number
of jump operators, the DOS of a RKO is characterized by a roughly flat DOS which has support over a circular region
in the complex plane. The radius of the circle does not depend on the Hilbert space dimension, and is qualitatively
similar to the DOS of a RMT ensemble. Therefore, unfolding is not needed.

This is to be contrasted with the situation for the one-dimensional model, the RKC. In this case, the DOS is sharply
peaked about the origin in the complex plane, with the strength of the peak growing as the physical dimension is
increased, i.e. the DOS becomes less uniform. To unfold the spectra, we choose a similar unfolding function to that
used in [83], which for our case is given by:

z 7→ Az1/ logN , (SE.1)

where A is some arbitrary scaling constant, which we chose to be A = e. The branch cuts here and in all Kraus models
are chosen to be (−∞, 0]. The results of this unfolding scheme for the RKC and U(1)-RKC are presented in Figure S12
and Figure S13. By comparing with the unfolded spectra in Figure S2, we see that unfolding simultaneously increases
the support and uniformity of the spectrum. Furthermore, suppose we have a density of state ρ(r, θ). If we assume
that the DOS before unfolding is rotationally symmetric, we may define a local radial density function ρ(r) via

∫∫
dr dθ rρ(r, θ) =

∫
dr 2πr ρ(r) , (SE.2)

such that unfolding is successful if our unfolding function (SE.1) transforms ρ(r) into a flat function of r (Note that
we have a factor of r in (SE.2)). The radial density function ρ(r) before and after unfolding for the RKC is provided
in Figure S12 right. We see that unfolding creates a local maxima in the radial density ρ(r). At this maxima, the
radial density does not change to the first order in r, and so the DOS can be taken to be approximately uniform in a
small radius window.

Generally, we consider unfolding functions which are multi-valued, and could potentially introduce artificial edges
due to the branch cut. Ideally, we would like to isolate the bulk of the spectrum by avoiding these edges. However,
in section G we consider the sanity check of unfolding the GinUE spectrum, and find that such edges do not qualita-
tively distort the DSFF even in the absence of a filtering scheme which removes the edge. We expect this to be true
for other models as long as ρav is sufficiently uniform.
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FIG. S12. Left and middle: Spectrum of a single realization (left) and the density of state (right) of the RKC model with
physical dimension L = 6 after unfolding. The spectra is spread out over a sector of an annulus centered at the origin. Right:
Radial density function ρ(r) for the RKC before (dashed lines) and after (solid lines) unfolding, given for different system sizes
L ∈ [3, 6] from light to dark blue.
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FIG. S13. Spectrum of a single realization (left) and the DOS (right) of the U(1)-RKC model with physical dimension L = 6
after unfolding (left). The spectra is spread out over a sector of an annulus centered at the origin.

2. Random Lindbladians

As shown in Appendix B 2, the spectrum of 1D-RL and dIsing-MBL are relatively flat and gives nice DSFF behavior
after proper filtering. We find that an transformation similar to (SE.1) is sufficient to unfold the spectrum of 0D-RL,
SYK-L, dXXZ, 0D-RL-JO, 1D-RL-1JO, and 1D-RL-2JO:

z 7→ A(z − z0)
β . (SE.3)

where β = 1
2 for all cases except for SYK-L and 0D-RL-JO, where β = 1

3 . A = −i and z0 is chosen at the maximum
DOS, which is model-dependent. The branch cut for each model is chosen to be [z0,∞). The DOS after unfolding is
shown in S14.
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FIG. S14. The density of state of the 0D- RL model with dimension N = 4096, SYK-L with L = 6 and dXXZ with L = 6 after
unfolding.

Appendix F: Filtering

1. Definitions

In Appendix E, we described an unfolding procedure that creates a region in the complex plane with approximately
uniform density. In the context of DSFF, to further isolate the spectral correlation contributed from regions with
uniform DOS, we apply an additional “filtering” procedure, analogous to the filtering procedure used in studying SFF
for Hermitian systems [51],

K̃c(t, s) =

〈∣∣∣∣∣∑
n

eixnt+iynsf (xn, yn; {α⃗})
∣∣∣∣∣
2〉

−
∣∣∣∣∣
〈∑

n

eixnt+iynsf (xn, yn; {α⃗})
〉∣∣∣∣∣

2

, (SF.1)

where f is the filter function whose strength is controlled by a set of parameters α⃗. Note that we use K̃ (as supposed
to K) to denote the DSFF for spectra after filtering. Two possible choices of filtering function we consider are

1. Sharp Cutoff: We choose the filter as an indicator function over some region R, i.e.

f (xn, yn;R) =

{
0, if zn ̸∈ R

1, if zn ∈ R
. (SF.2)

where R is the region whose DSFF contribution we want to include.

2. Gaussian Filter: The filter function is taken to be Gaussian function(s) with certain center labelled by µ⃗ and
strength parametrised by α⃗. For a general coordinate xm, we define

f (x⃗; α⃗, µ⃗) = e−
∑

m αm(xm−µm)2 , (SF.3)

More concretely, for Lindbladians, the coordinate is taken to be the Cartesian coordinate in the complex plane,
we define

f (xn, yn;αx, αy, µx, µy) = e−αx(xn−µx)
2−αy(yn−µy)

2

, (SF.4)

where (µx, µy) is the center of the Gaussian filter, and (αx, αy) parametrize the strength in the real and imaginary
directions respectively. For the Kraus circuits, we use Gaussian filters along the radial axis,

f (zn;α, µr) = e−α(|zn|−µ)2 , (SF.5)

The center of the Gaussian filter µ⃗ is chosen to be the peak of the averaged DOS ρ(z), and α⃗ is chosen so that
we focused on data around the peak where ρ(z) is relatively flat. We introduce a single tunable parameter, the
dimensionless filtering strength α̃, which is chosen to be the same for all direction. In turn, αm for the m-th
coordinate is fixed by the relation α̃ = αm∆2

D,m. ∆D,m is the half width at half maximum of the peak of ρ(z) along

coordinate m, i.e. ∆D,m = xm+−xm−
2 where ρ(xm+) and ρ(xm−) reach half of its peak value. For Kraus, we have

αθ = 0, αr = α̃/∆2
D,r and ∆D,r = r+−r−

2 . For Lindbladians, we have αm = α̃/∆2
D,m(L) with m = x, y, where the

horizontal and vertical ‘peak width’ are given by ∆D,x = x+−x−
2 and ∆D,y = y+−y−

2 respectively.
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2. Early time effect of filtering

The introduction of filtering leads to artifacts in the early-time DSFF due to edge-effects in the filtering procedure
(Figure S15). For the sharp cutoff filter, the early-time DSFF is roughly given by

K̃c(t, s)
∣∣
t,s≪1

≈
〈∣∣∣∣∣ ∑

zn∈R

1

∣∣∣∣∣
2〉

−
∣∣∣∣∣
〈∑

zn∈R

1

〉∣∣∣∣∣
2

≡
〈
δN 2(R)

〉
. (SF.6)

That is, the early-time value of the connected DSFF is non-zero, and measures the variance of the number of eigenvalues〈
δN 2(R)

〉
within region R. Since our unfolding procedure is constructed such that the uniform part of the DOS has

roughly fixed region size as we increase L, the number of eigenvalues in R grows with the Hilbert space dimension.
Thus, the early-time artifacts of the filtering procedure are a finite-size effect, that disappears with increasing Hilbert
space dimension.

0.0 0.5 1.0

|τ |/τHei

0.0

0.5

1.0

K

FIG. S15. Left(Right) plot is respectively DSFF for RKC (1DRL) with L = 6 at θ = π/4 with 5000 samples. From light
blue to dark blue, the Gaussian filter strength is varied from α̃ ∈ [1/20, 1/5, 1, 20, 40, 100] ([1/5, 2/3, 2, 20, 60, 200]). In orange,
theoretical DSFF curves for the GinUE random matrix ensemble are fit to the late-time DSFF for selected values of α.

For the Gaussian filter, the early-time value of DSFF is determined by the variance of
∑

n e
−α(|zn|−µ)2 given by

K̃c(t, s)
∣∣
t,s≪1

≈
〈∣∣∣∣∣∑

n

e−α(|zn|−µ)2

∣∣∣∣∣
2〉

−
∣∣∣∣∣
〈∑

n

e−α(|zn|−µ)2

〉∣∣∣∣∣
2

. (SF.7)

We observe empirically that the early-time artifacts caused by the Gaussian filter are smaller in magnitude for the
system sizes of interest (see examples in Appendices G and H). The difference in relative strength of the early-time
artifacts can be understood as a difference in the sharpness of the two filters. The Gaussian filter can be thought
of as a cutoff with smoothened edges which is less sensitive to fluctuations in the number of eigenvalues. Since we
are interested in the early-time features of the DSFF, namely the “bump” and the Thouless time, we opt to use the
Gaussian filter to minimize such filtering artifacts.

3. Late time effect of filtering

The unfolding and the (Gaussian) filtering procedure alter both the late-time plateau value as well as the scaling
of τHei. The late-time plateau value can be determined by taking |τ | → ∞ in K̃c given by (SF.1), which averages the
phase differences in the first term to a delta function δnm and in the second term to zero. Thus, the late-time plateau
value is

lim
|τ |→∞

K̃c(t, s) =

〈∑
n

e−2α(|zn|−µ)2

〉
. (SF.8)
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The Heisenberg time τHei is determined empirically by computing the “weighted” nearest-neighbor spacing. For a
given filter strength α, we estimate the “weighted” nearest-neighbor spacing as

s̃(1)n = |z(1)n − zn| × e−α(|zn|−µ)2−α(|z(1)
n |−µ)2 . (SF.9)

Averaging over all eigenvalues zn across many realizations, we obtain the averaged weighted nearest-neighbor spacing
s̃(1)(µ(L), α(L)).

s̃(1)(µ(L), α(L)) = ⟨En[s̃
(1)
n ]⟩ (SF.10)

where E averages over all eigenvalues within the spectrum of a single realization.

4. Definition of Heisenberg time after filtering

For the GinUE, the Heisenberg time in the DSFF is proportional to the mean level spacing by a constant we call
χGinUE,

τHei,GinUE =
χGinUE

s
(1)
GinUE

. (SF.11)

We suppose the corresponding “weighted” Heisenberg time in the filtered DSFF is related to the weighted mean level
spacing by the same χGinUE, i.e.

τHei :=
χGinUE

s̃(1)
. (SF.12)

Indeed, this is good definition of the weighted Heisenberg time since it allows us to collapse DSFF of many-body open
quantum systems with different system sizes into a single curve, see Figure 1. Note that τHei refers to a time scale of
the filtered DSFF, but we have suppressed the tilde notation on τHei.

5. Choice of filtering strength α

The introduction of the Gaussian filter means that τHei and the general shape of the DSFF depend on the filter
strength α in a non-trivial way. As we reasoned in Appendix E, due to the non-uniformity of the DOS, our DSFF
does not exhibit universal RMT behavior even at late-times, and thus filtering is required. However, when filtering is
too strong, we might hide physically relevant features. Specifically, there are three energy scales ∆D ≥ ∆Th ≥ ∆Hei

in our problem, and we seek for a value of α such that

1

∆2
D

≪ α≪ 1

∆2
Th

≤ 1

∆2
Hei

. (SF.13)

Here ∆D represents the energy scale over which the DOS varies. We describe below an approach to identify α that
lies in this regime described by Equation SF.13.

When the filter is too weak, i.e. α̃ ≡ α∆2
D ≪ 1, we observe τdev ≳ τHei. This is because the DSFF is distorted

by a non-uniform DOS, which is expected to be dependent on the microscopic details of the open system (light blue
in Figure S15). Thus, the weakly filtered DSFF largely deviates from that of the Ginibre ensemble, even at large
times. When the filter is too strong, i.e. α∆2

Hei ≫ 1, we also observe τdev ≳ τHei. This is because the filter will wash
out the signatures of level repulsion, and therefore the filtered DSFF will not display the ramp-plateau behavior of
GinUE (dark blue in Figure S15).

As L increases, we expect there to be a wider range of α which satisfies 1
∆2

D
≪ α ≪ 1

∆2
Hei

, since the number

of eigenvalues grow exponentially in L. Further, if ∆Th behaves like its Thouless energy analogue in closed generic
quantum many-body systems, which scales polynomially in L [11, 51], the window, 1

∆2
D
≪ α≪ 1

∆2
Th

, also increases as

L increases. This is consistent with Figure S16, for example. The above arguments and empirical observation mean
that τdev against α displays a trough shape, and the appropriate α should be located at the bottom of the trough.
For certain models, we observe empirically that the bottom of the trough is becoming flatter and increasing in size
(as argued above), which suggest that the ratio ∆2

D/∆
2
Th is increasing in system size. The flatness of the trough in

τdev versus α implies that τdev becomes less and less dependent on the choice of α (within the trough) as L increases.
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For example, consider the τdev against α̃ plot for RKC in Figure S16, and for SYK-L in Figure S17. The valley shape
is increasingly apparent as L increases, which allows us to identify the regime 1

∆2
D
< α < 1

∆2
Hei

. Furthermore, we see

that in this regime, for most models, neither the value of τdev at fixed L, nor the behavior of τdev as a function of
L vary greatly with α̃. Note that however, for 1D-RL and SYK-L, the dependence of τdev on α̃ is not stable except
for the largest two system sizes. This sensitivity is present especially since τdev are small, i.e. these models become
RMT-like quickly for small L. Therefore, for sufficiently large system size, we may identify τdev with the Thouless
time τTh, independent from details of the filtering protocol like the precise value of α̃ as long as α̃ is within the trough.
While all models display a trough structure in τdev against α̃, some do not display the trough-widening behaviour in
larger L, e.g. 1D-RL Figure S17, and the suitable choice of α̃ may depend on L in general. In practice, we choose
α̃ = 1, which lies roughly in the trough of the τdev versus α̃ curve. Similar to Fig. 3 in the main text, in Figure S18
and Figure S19, we provide plots for the single-realization spectrum, unfolded spectrum, DSFF for varying filtering
strength, and τdev against α̃, which indeed display the trough structure.
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FIG. S16. The effect of changing filter strength α̃ and system size L on τdev for the RKC model. Left: Trend of τdev for
different α̃. Plotted for different system sizes L ∈ [4, 6] in light to dark blue. Right: Trend of τdev versus system size for
multiple α̃ ∈ [1/2, 2] in light to dark blue.

FIG. S17. The effect of changing filter strength α̃ and system size L on τdev for the 1D-RL and SYK-L models. First from the
left: τdev against α̃ for 1D-RL for system size L ∈ [5, 7] from light to dark blue. Second: τdev against L for 1D-RL for multiple
α̃ = 0.5, 1, 2, 5 from light to dark blue. Third: τdev against α̃ for SYK-L for L ∈ [4, 6] from light to dark blue. Fourth: τdev
against L for SYK-L for α̃ = 1, 2 from light to dark blue.
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FIG. S18. Left: A single-realization spectrum {z} of SYK-L model for L = 14. Middle: The unfolded spectrum {z1/3} (of

the single-realization spectrum) is subsequently filtered with the filtering function f(z) = e−(Re(z)−3)2/0.09−Im(z)2/0.02. Right:
DSFF of the SYK-L model for varying filtering strength α̃ ∈ [1/100, 100] from light to dark blue. Inset: τdev against α̃ shows
a trough in which the suitable filtering strength lies.

FIG. S19. Left: A single-realization spectrum {z} of dXXZ model for L = 7. Middle: The unfolded spectrum {(z + 8)1/2} (of

the single-realization spectrum) is subsequently filtered with the filtering function f(z) = e−(Re(z)−1.9)2/0.16−(Im(z)+1.9)2/0.14.
Right: DSFF of the dXXZ model for varying filtering strength α̃ ∈ [1/100, 75] from light to dark blue. τdev against α̃ shows a
trough in which the suitable filtering strength lies.

Appendix G: Sanity checks

As sanity checks for our filtering procedure, we compute the DSFF of GinUE after deforming the DOS with a
variety of conformal transformations. We also compare with the DSFF of the RKO, which has a flat spectrum and is
expected to be described by RMT.

Our sanity checks are:

1. DSFF of {z} of GinUE with filtering, and

2. DSFF of {log z} of GinUE with filtering, and

3. DSFF of {zp} of GinUE with filtering and p = 1
4 .

These checks are particularly instructive because the form of DSFF for GinUE without filtering is exactly known (3).
As we show in Figure S20, for fixed α̃ = 1, the DSFF approaches the GlnUE solution (3) as N increases. In Figure S21,
for fixed N , the DSFF fits the GinUE solution for sufficiently large α̃, until an early-time plateau forms for very large
α̃.
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FIG. S20. DSFF for {z} of GinUE (left), {log z} of GinUE (middle), and {zp} of GinUE (right) at θ = π/4 with 5000 samples.
System size is varied from N = 43, 44, 45, 46 from light blue to dark blue. All presented curves are computed with filter strength
α̃ = 1. The DSFF analytical solution for GinUE are plotted in orange. The DSFF behaviour for small |τ |/τHei are plotted in
the insets.
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FIG. S21. DSFF for {z} of GinUE (left), {log z} of GinUE (middle), and {zp} of GinUE (right) at θ = π/4 with 5000 samples.
The dimension is chosen with N = 46. The filter strength is increased from α̃ ∈ [1/20, 1/10, 1/5, 1, 10, 20, 40] from light blue to
dark. For the weakest filters (lightest blue), α̃ = 1/20, 1/10, 1/5, 1, the DSFF collapses well onto the theoretical curve (orange).
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Example: DSFF of RKO with filtering
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FIG. S22. Left: DSFF for RKO at θ = π/4 with 5000 samples. System size is varied from N = 43, 44, 45, 46 from light blue to
dark blue. All presented curves are computed with filter strength α̃ = 1. The DSFF behaviour for small |τ |/τHei are plotted in
the insets. Right: DSFF for RKO at θ = π/4 with 5000 samples. The dimension is chosen with N = 46. The filter strength is
increased from light blue to dark, with α̃ ∈ [1/20, 1/10, 1/5, 1, 10, 20, 40]. The DSFF analytical solution for GinUE are plotted
in orange.

Appendix H: Summary table and additional numerics for dissipative spectral form factor (DSFF)
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FIG. S23. DSFF for RKO without filtering at θ = π/4 and with 5000 samples. The dimension is increased from N =
43, 44, 45, 46, from light blue to dark blue. The DSFF behaviour for small |τ |/τHei are plotted in the insets. The DSFF
analytical solution for GinUE are plotted in orange.

In this section, we provide additional numerics of the DSFF. Il Figure S23, we provide the DSFF of RKO with
different system sizes L without filtering. In Figure S24 and Figure S25, we provide the DSFF of different Kraus
operators and Lindbladians with fixed L and varying filtering strength. Lastly, we provide a table of DSFF of all
models with the corresponding unfolding function, filtering function, DSFF against system sizes L, and deviation time
τdev against system sizes L.
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FIG. S24. The DSFF for the U(1)-RKC model after unfolding and filtering along θ = π/4 and 5000 samples. On the left,
we fix α̃ = 1 and vary L = 5, 6, 7, 8 from light to dark blue respectively. On the right, we vary, from light to dark blue,
α̃ ∈ [1/20, 1/10, 1/5, 1, 10, 20, 40, 100] for fixed system size L = 8.
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FIG. S25. The DSFF for the 0D-RL, 1D-RL, WS-U(1)-RL, SS-U(1)-RL after unfolding and filtering along θ = π/4 and with
5000 samples. We vary, from light to dark blue, α̃ ∈ [0, 1

5
, 2
3
, 2, 20, 60, 200] for the fixed system size L = 6 or Leff = 6.
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TABLE S1. DSFF with fits from the GinUE, Unfolding and filtering methods, and τdev and τplat for all models. Note that
for certain models (e.g. U(1)-RKC, dXXZ), DSFF has not converged to GinUE RMT behaviour for the accessible system sizes
yet, and consequently the trend of τdev in system size is not representative.
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0D-RL z → z1/2 2D Gaussian

1D-RL N/A 2D Gaussian
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Unfolding Filtering Fits GinUE τdev or τplat
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Appendix I: Height of bumps

In this section, for chaotic OQMBS displaying GinUE DSFF behaviours, we determine the system size dependence
of the height of the bump. We observe that for non-many-body open quantum systems, e.g. RKO and 0D-RL, the
height does not increase with system size. For many-body open quantum systems, e.g. RKC, Z2-RKC, U(1)-RKC,
1D-RL and L=SYK, the height increases.

Note that the “bump” should not to be confused with the “dip” in the literature, which refers to the decaying
behaviour from N2 to the ramp due to the disconnected part of DSFF [52] or SFF [51]. Here we deal with the
deviation from RMT behavior in the connected part of DSFF. Specifically, we track the dependence of the bump
height of the DSFF, normalized by its late-time plateau value, defined as follows,

Kpeak :=
K̃c(|τpeak|, θ)
K̃c(|τ | → ∞, θ)

, τpeak := argmax|τ |

[
K̃c(|τ |, θ)

K̃c(|τ | → ∞, θ)
− Kc,Gin(|τ |, θ)

N

]
. (SI.1)

We see a distinct difference between the models with no spatial structure (e.g. RKO) and those with spatial structure
(e.g. RKC, Z2-RKC, U(1)-RKC), and we illustrate this difference by comparing, in particular, the RKO and RKC
models Figure S26 and the 0D-RL, 1D-RL and SYK-L Figure S27. Note that in the SYK model, even though the
interaction is all-to-all, i.e. there is no spatial structure, the peak of the bump is increasing with system size. This
data suggests that the deviation from RMT in DSFF is a generic many-body effect in open quantum many-body
chaotic systems.
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FIG. S26. The peak value of the DSFF Kpeak against the effective system size Leff = 1
2
logN for RKO (left) and system size

L for RKC (right).

FIG. S27. The peak value of the DSFF Kpeak against the effective system size Leff = 1
2
logN for 0D-RL (left) and SYK-L

(right) and system size L for 1D-RL (middle).
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