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Abstract: We develop a finite-dimensional formulation of the recently introduced notion

of “timelike entanglement”, defined in terms of two-point functions between operators

supported on different Cauchy slices. Using a local orthonormal operator basis, we recast

this construction in terms of a generalized response tensor. Building on this, we introduce

a generalized spacetime density kernel (GSDK) corresponding to higher point correlation

functions, including time-ordered as well as out-of-time-ordered correlators. We show that,

the Haar-averaged (2N)-point function yields the (2N)-th moment of the spectral form

factor (SFF), evaluated at an N -enhanced effective temperature. The correlation functions

of the GSDK operators also yield the SFF, with an effective (1/N)-reduction of the physical

time-scales. The GSDK places both scrambling diagnostics and spectral statistics on a

similar footing and clarifies how higher-point correlators and non-trivial time ordering

capture fine-grained dynamical information of a quantum system.
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1 Introduction

Quantifying quantum chaos has steadily evolved from the study of spectral statistics and

semiclassical trace formulas to real-time probes of information flow, mixing, and operator

growth. While entanglement entropy has proven to be an indispensable tool for charac-

terising quantum systems, it is fundamentally a property of a state on a single spatial

slice, offering a static snapshot of correlations [1–3]. A central challenge in understanding

the chaotic dynamics in quantum systems is to develop a framework that moves beyond

the static properties of quantum states to capture the structure of correlations in time.

A complete understanding of phenomena such as thermalisation, information scrambling,

and quantum chaos requires tools that are inherently dynamical.

Quantum chaos, in particular, manifests in distinct ways at different temporal scales,

and a modern, information-theoretic picture of chaos must span both early-time Lyapunov
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growth and late-time random-matrix universality. At early times, its signature is the rapid

delocalisation of quantum information, or scrambling, which is diagnosed by the exponen-

tial growth of out-of-time-order correlators (OTOCs) [4]. The sharpest universal constraint

on this growth is the Maldacena-Shenker-Stanford (MSS) bound on the Lyapunov expo-

nent, λL ≤ 2πT , which is saturated in theories with gravity duals [5]. At late times,

chaos is expected to exhibit universal features described by random matrix theory (RMT),

where the fine-grained spectral statistics of the system’s Hamiltonian govern the behaviour

of observables like the spectral form factor (SFF), which displays a celebrated slope-dip-

ramp-plateau structure [6–8]. A significant goal in the field is to bridge these early- and

late-time descriptions. A crucial step in this direction was made in [9], where it was shown

that suitable operator averages of OTOCs reproduce SFFs, thereby providing an explicit

bridge between these viewpoints.

Despite this progress, most tools for chaos remain either spectral or correlational and

typically state a property of a single time slice, such as entanglement entropy, or a specific

correlator, such as OTOC. This motivates a framework that treats temporal correlation

itself as the primary object and allows us to reason at the level of linear operators on tensor-

product Hilbert spaces indexed by multiple times. Insights in this direction were provided

by studies of the AdS/CFT, or holographic, duality pursued in [10, 11]. There it was

shown that, much as the entanglement between complementary regions in a time slice of a

quantum field theory (QFT) determines a corresponding spacelike area (and allows for the

reconstruction of operators) in the bulk gravitational theory [12, 13], a certain analytical

continuation of this real-space entanglement entropy is associated with a timelike area in

the bulk, with the dual subsystem in the boundary CFT having temporal extension and

thus allowing for an investigation of correlations at different time slices.

From a purely holographic perspective, this “timelike entanglement” suggests a way

the time dimension may emerge from information-theoretical quantities in a gravitational

dual [10, 11, 14]. Moreover, given the strong interplay between quantum chaos and gravity

[5], it stands to reason that leveraging this new relation might allow for the construction of

quantities capable of describing temporal correlations as a whole and providing clear signa-

tures of chaos. However, while [11] proved that the definition of a “timelike entanglement

entropy” via analytical continuation is related to the so-called pseudo-entropy [15–18], a

clear physical interpretation for quantum systems without gravity was still lacking.

Fortunately, a recent proposal that provides a purely quantum understanding of time-

like entanglement is that of a spacetime density matrix — an operator whose trace pairing

reproduces two-time Wightman functions [19, 20]. The spacetime density matrix, which

we refer to as a space-time density kernel for reasons that will become clear, generalises

the standard reduced density matrix, to which it reduces upon taking a partial trace. It

was also proven in [19] that the trace of its integer powers (which are used to define the

respective “Renyi entropies”) are equal to the “Wick rotation” performed in [10, 11] of

TrρnA for a local reduced density matrix ρA as part of the replica trick. Thus, not only are

the space-time density kernels objects which encode correlations between subsystems at

different instances of time in the same way density matrices do for a single Cauchy slice,

but their properties can also characterize causal relations in general, whether via timelike
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entanglement in gravity duals or through the kernels’ general non-Hermitian nature repre-

senting the arrow of time, as taking their adjoint flips the time ordering of operators in a

correlator [19, 20].

One point to note, however, is that the formalism developed so far is built upon

two-point functions and its direct application to diagnoses of scrambling (a phenomenon

intrinsically linked to four-point correlators, such as the OTOC) is not immediately clear.

Building on these ideas, thus, we propose to lift the existing construction to higher-point

correlations, so that OTOC and its finite-temperature regularisations become linear func-

tionals of a single, tensorial kernel.

In this paper, we introduce a generalised spacetime density kernel (GSDK), an operator

kernel designed to encode multi-point, two-time correlation functions. We show that its

algebraic structure encodes familiar chaos diagnostics, such as SFFs and OTOCs, as well

as new bounds. We first define a canonical two-leg operator TAB(t) acting on A⊗B such

that for every pair of probes (OA, OB), Tr [TAB(t), (OA ⊗OB)] = Tr (ρ OAOB(t)). This is

the same object in [19], presented here in a channel-independent, operator-basis-friendly

gauge; its adjoint flips the operator ordering. Next, we focus on the construction of a four-

leg operator, T (4)(t), acting on four copies of the system’s Hilbert space, which packages

the full operator dependence of four-point correlators. This operator is defined such that

the thermally-regularised OTOC is recovered by a simple trace pairing.

We show a direct relationship between this GSDK and the spectral form factor. By

performing probe averaging we map the two-leg kernel into the 2-point SFF, and T (4)(t)

to powers of the analytically continued partition function, |Z(β/4, t)|4. Thus, we find a

link between GSDK and quantum chaos, as encoded in T (4)(t), and the universal spectral

statistics of the system. We use this new framework to explore several bounds of quantum

chaos. Because OTOCs are linear pairings with the GSDK, Hölder’s inequality immediately

yields an upper bound in terms of Schatten norms, |T (4)(t)|p. By analysing the structure of

the GSDK’s coefficients in the context of the Eigenstate Thermalisation Hypothesis (ETH),

we recover the universal bound on the Lyapunov exponent, λL ≤ 2π/β. Furthermore, we

prove that the Schatten-p norms of both GSDKs, the T (2)(t) and T (4)(t), are independent

of time for uniform thermal insertions and act as upper bounds on the two and four-point

analytically continued partition functions up to some constant factors, |Z(β/2, t)|2 and

|Z(β/4, t)|4 respectively.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the two-leg space-time

density kernel derived from the two-point correlation function and establish our conven-

tions. We also construct the four-leg generalised kernels for out-of-time-order correlators

(OTOCs) and time-order correlators (TOCs), and demonstrate that their trace pairings

reproduce the desired four-point functions for arbitrary probes. Subsequently, we outline

the natural 2N -leg extension of the GSDK construction, demonstrating how higher-point

space-time kernels may be defined and how their pairings generate general 2N -point cor-

relation functions in a unified framework. In Section 3, we derive exact identities that

link the simple probe averages of these kernels with various spectral form factors. In Sec-

tion 4, we establish bounds utilising properties of the GSDK. Specifically, in 4.1, we apply

Hölder’s inequality to derive upper bounds on four-point correlators through the norms of
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the GSDK. In 4.2 connects our formalism to the Eigenstate Thermalisation Hypothesis,

illustrating how it constrains the growth of chaos. We conclude with a discussion in Sec-

tion 5. The appendices provide detailed proofs of the Haar averaging identities and our

calculations pertaining to the time-independent Schatten norms of the GSDKs.

2 Spacetime density kernel

2.1 Spacetime kernel from two-point correlator

In this section, we express the spacetime density matrix which we refer to as spacetime

density kernel using an operator basis for a generic structure of subsystem in quantum

mechanical systems. We write all two-time correlators Lt(OA, OB) := Tr
(
ρOA U

†
t OB Ut

)
with insertion on A at time 0 and on B at time t into a single kernel TAB(t) acting on

A⊗B. We want for every pair of probes OA, OB

Lt(OA, OB) = Tr
(
TAB(t) (OA ⊗OB)

)
. (2.1)

We write the full Hilbert space as S. We pick subsystems A ⊂ S and B ⊂ S with

complements Ac, Bc, so S ≃ A⊗Ac ≃ B ⊗Bc. We choose orthonormal bases {|i⟩A} on A

and {|k⟩B} on B. The trace is defined on the state Hilbert space and is carried out over

the local orthonormal bases, which will often be chosen as the energy eigenbasis. We define

an operator basis as1

EA
ij := |i⟩⟨j|A, EB

kl := |k⟩⟨l|B. (2.2)

Any operator on A and respectively on B is a linear combination of these. We embed these

operators into the full space by acting trivially on the complements

ÊA
ij := EA

ij ⊗ 1Ac , ÊB
kl := EB

kl ⊗ 1Bc . (2.3)

We write the global state that can be either mixed or pure as ρ. We write Heisenberg

evolution as Ut = e−iHt, so Φt(X) := U †
tXUt is the superoperator or channel acting on

operators. Motivated by the definition used in [19], we would like TAB(t) to satisfy the

identity,

Tr
(
TAB(t) (OA ⊗OB)

)
= Tr

(
ρOA U

†
tOBUt

)
. (2.4)

We first expand the probes in the corresponding basis

OA =
∑
i,j

O
(A)
ij EA

ij , OB =
∑
k,l

O
(B)
kl EB

kl. (2.5)

Next, evaluate the RHS of (2.4) using linearity and (2.5)

Tr
(
ρOA U

†
tOBUt

)
=

∑
i,j,k,l

O
(A)
ij O

(B)
kl Tr

(
ρ ÊA

ij U
†
t Ê

B
kl Ut

)
=

∑
i,j,k,l

O
(A)
ij O

(B)
kl Cij;kl(t) (2.6)

1Note that, this is the standard basis on the Hilbert space of operators, which is also known as the

Hilbert-Schmidt space.

– 4 –



We tabulate the physical correlator on a basis by placing basis elements exactly where the

real probes live in the correlator—this preserves operator ordering. We call Cij;kl(t) as the

“generalized response tensor”. On A, Eij acts like a transition |j⟩ → |i⟩; on B, Ekl probes

|l⟩ → |k⟩ after the evolution t. So Cij;kl(t) evaluates in state ρ, the amplitude for A : j → i

at 0 and B : l → k at t.

We turn the tensor Cij;kl(t) into an operator on A⊗B that reproduces the correlator

by trace pairing. We write

TAB(t) =
∑
i,j,k,l

Cij;kl(t) E
A
ji ⊗ EB

lk. (2.7)

The flipping of indices in Eji, Elk follows from Tr(EjiX) = Xij . So Tr(EA
jiOA) = O

(A)
ij and

Tr(EB
lkOB) = O

(B)
kl . For consistency check, we write the trace with TAB using (2.7):

Tr
(
TAB(t)(OA ⊗OB)

)
=

∑
i,j,k,l

Cij;kl(t) Tr(E
A
jiOA) Tr(E

B
lkOB)

=
∑
i,j,k,l

Cij;kl(t) O
(A)
ij O

(B)
kl . (2.8)

The sums match (2.6) term by term. Hence, this holds for all OA, OB. In this operator-

independent canonical gauge, the ordinary adjoint satisfies

Tr
(
TAB(t)

† (OA ⊗OB)
)
= Tr

(
ρOB(t)OA

)
, (2.9)

This identity can be shown explicitly by using the definitions (2.6) and (2.7),

TAB(t)
† =

∑
i,j,k,l

Cij;kl(t)
∗ EA

ij⊗ EB
kl , (2.10)

and evaluating Cij;kl(t)
∗ as Tr

((
ρ ÊA

ij U
†
t Ê

B
kl Ut

)† )
= Tr

(
ρU †

t Ê
B
lk Ut Ê

A
ji

)
. Then we obtain

the following:

Tr
(
TAB(t)

† (OA⊗OB)
)
=

∑
i,j,k,l

Cij;kl(t)
∗ Tr(EA

ijOA) Tr(EB
klOB) = Tr

(
ρOB(t)OA

)
,

(2.11)

where we have used (2.5). Now, for a sanity check we take a partial trace over the subsystem

B in (2.7), using TrB(E
B
lk) = δlk, and summing over k, this returns static reduced states,

TrB TAB(t) =
∑
i,j,k

Cij;kk(t)E
A
ji =

∑
i,j

Tr(ρ ÊA
ij)E

A
ji = ρA. (2.12)

Also, tracing over the A subsystem gives, TrA TAB(t) = ρB(t). In terms of dimensions,

TAB(t) is a dAdB × dAdB matrix. As for special cases, if A = B = S, we recover the

time-independent two-leg object.
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2.2 Generalised spacetime density kernel from higher point correlators

Motivated by the spacetime density kernel from the two point function, we define a gen-

eralized spacetime density kernel for four-point correlators. Higher-point correlators can

be either time-ordered or out-of-time-ordered structures, depending on how operator in-

sertions are arranged. The corresponding generalized spacetime density kernels differ in

their coefficient structure, encoded in the generalized response tensor. We start with the

out-of-time-order correlator with uniform thermal insertion Tr
[
y V yW (t) y V yW (t)

]
, with

V = V (0), W (t) := U †
tWUt, Ut = e−iHt, and y4 = Z(β)−1e−βH . We introduce four book-

keeping copies of the Hilbert space of S: label them r = 1, 2, 3, 4. On each copy, fix the

matrix-unit basis

E
(r)
ij := |i⟩⟨j| (i, j = 1, . . . , dS) . (2.13)

When we “place” a basis element into the physical trace on S, we write a hat:

Ê
(r)
ij := Eij (as an operator on the physical S) . (2.14)

The superscript (r) just remembers which leg it belongs to when we reconstruct T . For

matrix units and trace function of Kronecker product, we will repeatedly use the following

identities.

Tr
(
EjiX

)
= Xij , Tr

(
EabEcd

)
= δbc δad , (2.15)

Tr[(X1⊗· · · ⊗X4)(Y1⊗· · ·⊗Y4)] =
4∏

r=1

Tr(XrYr) . (2.16)

Here, X and Y are general self-adjoint operators.

For arbitrary probes O1, O2, O3, O4 on S we define:

Ft[O1, O2, O3, O4] := Tr
(
y O1 y U

†
tO2Ut y O3 y U

†
tO4Ut

)
. (2.17)

This is the same operator ordering as the OTOC, but with V,W, V,W replaced by a general

operator, denoted by Or. Our goal is to build a single operator T (4)(t) on S⊗4 such that

Ft[O1, O2, O3, O4] = Tr
(
T (4)(t) (O1 ⊗O2 ⊗O3 ⊗O4)

)
for all Or . (2.18)

We expand probes by writing each Or in the matrix-unit basis on its leg

O1 =
∑
i,j

O
(1)
ij E

(1)
ij , O2 =

∑
k,l

O
(2)
kl E

(2)
kl , O3 =

∑
m,n

O(3)
mnE

(3)
mn , O4 =

∑
p,q

O(4)
pq E

(4)
pq . (2.19)

Inserting (2.19) into (2.17) we rewrite Ft[O1, O2, O3, O4] as:∑
i,j,k,l,m,n,p,q

O
(1)
ij O

(2)
kl O

(3)
mnO

(4)
pq Tr

(
y Ê

(1)
ij y U †

t Ê
(2)
kl Ut y Ê

(3)
mn y U

†
t Ê

(4)
pq Ut

)
. (2.20)

Similarly to the two point density kernel, we define the following generalized response

tensor for the four-point case:

Cij; kl;mn; pq(t) := Tr
(
y Ê

(1)
ij y U †

t Ê
(2)
kl Ut y Ê

(3)
mn y U

†
t Ê

(4)
pq Ut

)
. (2.21)
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Then (2.20) becomes:

Ft[O1, O2, O3, O4] =
∑

i,j,k,l,m,n,p,q

Cij; kl;mn; pq(t) O
(1)
ij O

(2)
kl O

(3)
mnO

(4)
pq . (2.22)

Each element of the generalized response tensor is the amplitude/weight for doing the four

elementary “transitions” (j → i) at the first slot, then (l→ k) at time t, then (n→m),

then (q → p) at time t, with thermal factors y seated between them exactly as in the

OTOC. We use Hilbert–Schmidt duality (2.15) on each leg to read off the coefficients O
(r)
··

by tracing against flipped matrix units. We define the generalized spacetime density kernel

for four-point OTOC as:

T (4)(t) =
∑

i,j,k,l,m,n,p,q

Cij; kl;mn; pq(t)
(
E

(1)
ji ⊗ E

(2)
lk ⊗ E(3)

nm ⊗ E(4)
qp

)
. (2.23)

Note that we flip the indices because for any O, Tr(EjiO) = Oij by (2.15). The elements

Eji ensures the trace pairing reads out the coefficient Oij with no extra transposes. Now

we prove the target identity. Using (2.15) and (2.16) one can compute the trace in (2.18)

to check that we indeed obtain Ft[O1, O2, O3, O4].

Generally T (4)(t) is not hermitian. Changing {E(r)
ij } just changes the coordinates of

both T (4) and the test operator O1⊗· · ·⊗O4 in a matched way; the identity (2.22) still holds

for all Or, so the underlying operator T (4)(t) is canonical up to that change of basis. We

now check how the adjoint of the 4-point kernel behaves. By doing the adjoint operation,

we get the following:

T (4)(t)† =
∑

i,j,k,l,m,n,p,q

Cij; kl;mn; pq(t)
∗ (
E

(1)
ij ⊗ E

(2)
kl ⊗ E(3)

mn⊗ E(4)
pq

)
. (2.24)

Now, we compute the trace-pairing with arbitrary probes Or =
∑
O

(r)
ab E

(r)
ab :

Tr
[
T (4)(t)† (O1⊗O2⊗O3⊗O4)

]
=

∑
i,j,k,l,m,n,p,q

Cij; kl;mn; pq(t)
∗O

(1)
ji O

(2)
lk O(3)

nmO
(4)
qp . (2.25)

By definition of the generalized response tensor, we obtain:

Cij; kl;mn; pq(t)
∗ = Tr

[
U †
t Ê

(4)
qp Ut y Ê

(3)
nm y U

†
t Ê

(2)
lk Ut y Ê

(1)
ji y

]
. (2.26)

Plugging this into the previous sum and using the expansions (2.19) the four-point func-

tion takes the form Tr
[
T (4)(t)† (O1⊗O2⊗O3⊗O4)

]
= Tr

[
U †
tO4Ut y O3 y U

†
tO2Ut y O1 y

]
.

Finally, using U †
tOrUt = Or(t), we get the following:

Tr
[
T (4)(t)† (O1⊗O2⊗O3⊗O4)

]
= Tr

[
y O4(t) y O3 y O2(t) y O1

]
. (2.27)

Similarly to the adjoint of the two-point kernel, the adjoint flips the operator ordering

along the contour: starting from the OTO order 1 → 2(t) → 3 → 4(t), the adjoint produces

4(t) → 3 → 2(t) → 1 — i.e. reverse order with the same magnitude of time separation.
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A similar GSDK can also be obtained for the time-ordered four-point correlator with

equal-spacing thermal factors inserted Tr
[
y V y V yW (t) yW (t)

]
. We can define a single

4-leg operator T̃ (4)(t) on S⊗4 such that, for all probes,

Tr
[
y V y V yW (t) yW (t)

]
= Tr

[
T̃ (4)(t)

(
V ⊗ V ⊗W ⊗W

)]
. (2.28)

For an arbitrary choice of O1, O2, O3, O4 on S, we set:

Gt[O1, O2, O3, O4] := Tr
(
y O1 y O2 y U

†
tO3Ut y U

†
tO4Ut

)
. (2.29)

This puts the first two insertions at the initial time with thermal insertions between them,

then inserts the last two at time t, again separated by y’s. We proceed analogously to

the earlier case by expanding each operator in the same operator basis (2.19). Using the

identities (2.15) and (2.16), we then obtain the coefficients of the generalized spacetime

density kernel corresponding to the four-point time-ordered correlator.

C̃ij; kl;mn; pq(t) := Tr
(
y Ê

(1)
ij y Ê

(2)
kl y U

†
t Ê

(3)
mn Ut y U

†
t Ê

(4)
pq Ut

)
. (2.30)

So, we get:

Gt[O1, O2, O3, O4] =
∑

i,j,k,l,m,n,p,q

C̃ij; kl;mn; pq(t) O
(1)
ij O

(2)
kl O

(3)
mnO

(4)
pq . (2.31)

From this we can reconstruct T̃ (4)(t) by the identity mentioned in (2.15),

T̃ (4)(t) =
∑

i,j,k,l,m,n,p,q

C̃ij; kl;mn; pq(t)
(
E

(1)
ji ⊗ E

(2)
lk ⊗ E(3)

nm ⊗ E(4)
qp

)
. (2.32)

One can easily check that taking the trace of T̃ (4)(t) with O1 ⊗ O2 ⊗ O3 ⊗ O4 reproduces

(2.31). The adjoint operator of T̃ (4)(t) flips the ordering of the operator insertions and

produces the Tr
[
y O4(t) y O3(t) y O2 y O1

]
time-ordered correlator.

This construction can be straightforwardly generalised to the 2N -point functions. The

special case of interest would be the 2N -point OTOC. ‘For the 2N -point generalisation, we

consider y2N = Z(β)−1e−βH with each “leg” r = 1, . . . , 2N fixing matrix units E
(r)
ij = |i⟩⟨j|

and write Ê
(r)
ij for the same operator embedded on the physical space. The OTO pattern

with equal-spacing generalises as: Tr
[
y Ê

(1)
i1j1

y U †
t Ê

(2)
i2j2

Ut y Ê
(3)
i3j3

· · · y U †
t Ê

(2N)
i2N j2N

Ut

]
. For

this correlator, we define a 2N -leg generalised spacetime density kernel

T (2N)(t) =
∑
ir,jr

Ci1j1;...;i2N j2N (t)

2N⊗
r=1

E
(r)
jrir

. (2.33)

By the Hilbert–Schmidt duality, Tr(E
(r)
jrir

Or) = O
(r)
irjr

, this kernel reproduces the regulated

(2N)-point functional

Ft[O1, . . . , O2N ] = Tr

[
T (2N)(t)

2N⊗
r=1

Or

]
(2.34)

= Tr [y O1 y O2(t) y O3 · · · y O2N (t)] ,

generalising the two- and four-point function. Through this construction, we highlight that

a similar GSDK can be defined for any time-ordering of the 2N -point function.
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Disjoint two-region OTOC AA–BB A seemingly straightforward generalisation can

be made for OTOC of the form Tr
[
y V yW (t) y V yW (t)

]
where we restrict the initial

support of the operator V and W in subsystem A and B, respectively. A motivation for

this choice is the fact that we would like to start with a sufficiently local operator while

calculating the OTOC dynamics. But for our scenario the setup is much more general

as these two subsystems can be spatially and temporally separated. Similar to the two

point function with support of the operators in two different subsystems, we assume S =

HA⊗HB, dimHA = dA, dimHB = dB, L = dAdB. Consider the disjoint OTOC of the form

Ft[VA,WB] := Tr
(
VA(0)WB(t)VA(0)WB(t)

)
, with VA acting non-trivially only on HA and

WB only on HB. Use the product matrix units EA
ij = |i⟩⟨j| on HA, E

B
kl = |k⟩⟨l| on HB.

We expand the operators with the support in the local subsystem in the respective basis

and define the coefficients of the generalised response tensor

CA,B
ij; kl;mn; pq(t) := Tr

(
(EA

ij⊗ IB)U
†
t (IA⊗ EB

kl)Ut (E
A
mn⊗ IB)U

†
t (IA⊗ EB

pq)Ut

)
, (2.35)

and the kernel

T
(4)
A|B(t) =

∑
ij,kl,mn,pq

CA,B
ij; kl;mn; pq(t)

(
E

A,(1)
ji ⊗ E

B,(2)
lk ⊗ EA,(3)

nm ⊗ EB,(4)
qp

)
. (2.36)

While equation (2.36) is a direct generalization of the two-point function, the subsequent

sections will demonstrate that this kernel yields richer temporal dynamics. Specifically, the

GSDK defined in (2.36) is shown to possess a time-independent Schatten norm, in contrast

to the constant Schatten norm of the kernel (2.23). These, and other main differences, will

be discussed in the following two sections.

3 Spectral form factor from generalised spacetime density kernel

Spectral statistics, long recognized as a universal signature of quantum chaos, encapsulate

the correlations among a system’s energy eigenvalues. The generalised spacetime density

kernel (GSDK), as defined in the preceding section, is unique in that it incorporates both

the density matrix and the spectral properties of the Hamiltonian. Consequently, this

quantity provides a unified framework for studying the system’s inherent spatial correla-

tions and out-of-equilibrium dynamical features. In this section, we formally relate the

spacetime density kernel to the Spectral Form Factor (SFF), beginning with the time evo-

lution of the two-point correlation function under H acting on an L-dimensional Hilbert

space. For the analysis presented in this section, we emphasize that the operator basis

elements Eij will be constructed using a global basis, specifically chosen to be the energy

eigenbasis, unless explicitly stated otherwise.

To set up the probe average used in this section, we briefly recall the basic properties of

the normalized Haar measure dµ(U) on U(L). The measure is left- and right-invariant, and

the associated conjugation twirl
∫
U(L) dµ(U)UOU † projects any operator O ∈ End(CL)

onto the identity component, proportional to IL. Here End(CL) denotes the algebra of

linear operators acting on the L-dimensional Hilbert space CL. The nontrivial ingredient
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for our purposes is the averaging of the tensor product V ⊗V † over Haar-random unitaries

V ∈ U(L) yields the “swap average”∫
U(L)

dµ(V )V ⊗ V † =
1

L
SWAP, (3.1)

where SWAP =
∑L

i,j=1 |i, j⟩⟨j, i| exchanges the two tensor factors. A derivation, together

with the corresponding one-point twirl
∫
dµ(U)UOU † = (TrO/L) IL, is reviewed in Ap-

pendix A.

The utility of SWAP is twofold: first, the “swap trick”, Tr
[
(A⊗B)SWAP

]
= Tr(AB)

lets us contract indices in our kernels transparently; second, SWAP admits an expansion in

any trace-orthonormal operator basis {Eα}, SWAP = 1
L

∑
αEα⊗Eα, and in particular for

a single qubit SWAP = 1
2

(
I⊗I+σx⊗σx+σy⊗σy+σz⊗σz

)
. Motivated by these Haar-average

identities and the Pauli-basis decomposition, we define the family of swap (permutation)

operators that “test” our multi-leg kernels—starting from the two-leg SWAP and extending

to the 4-cycle tester used below—so that Haar averages collapse our expressions to simple

contractions with permutation operators.

3.1 2-point GSDK and SFF

With the motivation from the uniform thermal insertions in OTOC, we work with the

equal-spacing finite-temperature regularization for the two-point operator. With density

matrix ρ = y4 and Ut = e−iHt the two-leg kernel expressed in the global basis is

T (2)(t) =
∑
i,j,k,l

C
(β)
ij;kl(t) Eji ⊗ Elk, C

(β)
ij;kl(t) = Tr

(
y Eij y U

†
t y Ekl y Ut

)
. (3.2)

and it reproduces the two-point correlators: Lt(O1, O2) = Tr
(
T (2)(t)(O1⊗O2)

)
. We employ

(3.1) to relate the two-point spacetime density kernel to the 2nd moment of the SFF. This is

achieved by contracting of the two-point spacetime density kernel, T (2)(t) with the SWAP

operator, which effectively gives an average of the two-point correlator.

F2(t) := EO Lt(O,O
†) =

1

L
Tr

[
T (2)(t) SWAP

]
. (3.3)

Now insert T (2)(t) =
∑
C

(β)
ij;kl(t)Eji⊗Elk and use Tr[SWAP(Eji⊗Elk)] = Tr(EjiElk) = δilδjk

F2(t) =
1

L

∑
i,j

C
(β)
ij;ji(t). (3.4)

In the equal-spacing finite-temperature regularization, C
(β)
ij;ji(t) = Tr

(
y2Eijy

2U †
tEjiUt

)
.

As the global basis, we choose the Hamiltonian eigenbasis and we evaluate the conjugation

of a matrix unit U †
tEjiUt =

(
ei(Ej−Ei)tEji

)
and using y2Eijy

2 = y2i y
2
jEij , we get

C
(β)
ij;ji(t) = y2i y

2
j e

i(Ej−Ei)t Tr(EijEji) = y2i y
2
j e

i(Ej−Ei)t. (3.5)

Plugging (3.5) into (3.4) gives the finite-temperature SFF

F2(t) =
1

L

∣∣Tr(y2Ut)
∣∣2 ≡ 1

L

|Z(β/2, t)|2

|Z(β)|
, (3.6)
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Figure 1: Normalised F2(t, β) as a function of time for Hamiltonian chosen from GOE,

GUE and GSE distributions for β = 0, 0.5, 1. The blue plot is for a single instance, and

the red plot is for the average F2(t, β) over 200 instances of random matrices.
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Figure 2: Normalised F4(t, β) as a function of time for Hamiltonian chosen from GOE,

GUE and GSE distributions for β = 0, 0.5, 1. The blue plot is for a single instance, and

the red plot is for the average F4(t, β) over 200 instances of random matrices.

where the partition function is Z(β) = Tr[e−βH ]. As a quick check, at infinite temperature

(β = 0) we have y2 = I so

F2(t) =
1

L
|Tr(Ut)|2, (3.7)

which is the standard spectral form factor at infinite temperature up to the expected 1/L

from the single second-moment average. Instead of working with the equal-spacing, finite-

temperature regularized two-point function, we may retain the entire thermal weight ρ = y4

sitting entirely in front, exactly as in (2.4)

C
(β)
ij;kl(t) = Tr

(
y4EijU

†
tEklUt

)
, (3.8)

then the same computation gives:

F2
(canon)

(t) =
1

L

∑
i,j

Tr
(
y4EijU

†
tEjiUt

)
=

1

L
Tr(Ut)

∗ Tr(y4Ut) . (3.9)

This is a mixed-temperature SFF F2
(canon)

(t) = 1
L Z(β) Z(0, t)

∗ Z(β, t). Note that, this is

not a manifestly real-valued quantity. It is basically the geometric mean of the SFF at

β = 0 and β ̸= 0. At this point, it is worth emphasizing again that the equal-spacing

regularized correlator, upon a Haar-averaging, yields the SFF. Other regularizations are

not natural from this point of view.
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3.2 4-point GSDK, OTOC, TOC and SFF

Now following the results of the two-leg Kernel, we study the relation between 4-point

kernel and its possible reduction to the SFF. For that, we first write the four-leg tester as

Ω(1234) =

L∑
a,b,c,d=1

Eab ⊗ Ebc ⊗ Ecd ⊗ Eda (3.10)

This is a 4-leg extension of the SWAP operator.2 When acting on a basis state (|i⟩ ⊗
|j⟩⊗ |k⟩⊗ |l⟩) in L4-dimensional Hilbert space, the tester implements a cyclic permutation,

yielding (|l⟩ ⊗ |i⟩ ⊗ |j⟩ ⊗ |k⟩). Before evaluating the trace of Ω(1234) against the four-point

kernel (2.23), we first express the latter in the global matrix unit basis:

T (4)(t) =
∑

i,j,k,l,m,n,p,q

C
(β)
ij; kl;mn; pq(t)

(
Eji⊗ Elk⊗ Enm⊗ Eqp

)
. (3.11)

The associated generalized response tensor is:

C
(β)
ij; kl;mn; pq(t) = Tr

(
yEijy U

†
tEklUt yEmny U

†
tEpqUt

)
. (3.12)

Now we calculate the contraction F4(t) =
1
L Tr

[
T (4)(t) Ω(1234)

]
, by inserting the expansions

and tracing the spacetime kernel T (4)(t) with the four-leg tester Ω(1234) yields

F4(t) =
1

L

∑
i,j,l,m

C
(β)
ij; j l; l m;mi(t) . (3.13)

Expressing the generalised response tensor in the energy eigenbasis and organizing the

average four-point OTOC in terms of energy differences and Boltzmann factors, y4 = ρβ =

e−βH

Tr(e−βH)
manifest a structure that is ultimately governed by the spectral form factor.

F4(t) =
1

L

∣∣Tr(ρ1/4β Ut

)∣∣4 ≡ 1

L

|Z(β/4, t)|4

|Z(β)|
. (3.14)

At β = 0, it is the standard SFF upto a factor of 1
L . The structure exhibited above extends

straightforwardly to 2N -point OTOCs and, correspondingly, to the associated 2N -point

SFF. For a given operator ordering specified in (2.34),

F(2N)(t) =
1

L
Tr

(
T (2N)(t)Ω(1,...,2N)

)
=

1

L

|Z(β/2N, t)|2N

|Z(β)|
. (3.15)

Several comments are in order: First, it is evident that performing a Haar-averaging

over a 2N -point function directly yields the (2N)-moment of the SFF. These moments, also

known as the higher point SFF, capture finer details of the level-correlations, compared

to the standard SFF. As demonstrated in [21], by analyzing these higher moments, it is

2This is actually a four-cycle permutation operator. Given the SWAP operator, it is straightforward

to generalize it to permutation operators with an arbitrary number of levels. See appendix D for a brief

discussion.
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possible to distinguish between a truly RMT-class system from the one that produces an

RMT-like linear ramp in SFF.3 Secondly, it is interesting to note that for the Haar-avergaed

(2N)-point correlation function, the (2N)-moment of the SFF is evaluated at an effective

temperature βeff = β/(2N). Evidently, in the limit N ≫ 1, βeff ≪ 1. Thus, not only does

the higher point function, after Haar-averaging, produce a higher moment of the SFF, it also

increases the effective temperature by a factor of N . This enhancement is correlated with

a better emergence of the dynamical imprints of the underlying Hamiltonian, especially

features like the dip-ramp-plateau. The higher point functions, therefore, are naturally

capable of enhancing the chaotic features of the corresponding dynamics. Finally, also

note the contrast between equation (3.15) and (3.9): While the former is manifestly real-

valued, the latter is not. Note that this difference stems from the difference in regularizing

schemes of the underlying correlation function. Equation (3.15) is evaluated with an evenly-

spaced factor of the (appropriate power of the) density matrix between the operators. On

the other hand, (3.9) has an uneven spacing of the density matrix between the operators.

The result in (3.15) clearly demonstrates that the equal-spacing scheme contains a cleaner

dynamical imprint of the system and is more natural in this context.4

A similar analysis can be done for the GSDK corresponding to the four-point time

ordered correlator (as defined in equation (2.32)), using the same tester that has been

introduced in equation (3.10). The Haar-averaged four-point time-ordered correlator (2.31)

reduces to:

G(4)(t) =
1

L

[
Z(β/4)

]2
Z(β)

∣∣∣Z(β/4, t)∣∣∣2 . (3.16)

The computation shows that tracing the GSDK with the tester opeartor for the four-point

time-ordered correlator reproduces the second-moment of SFF, evaluated at an effective

inverse temperature β/4. More generally, performing the same analysis on a 2N -point time-

ordered correlator produces the 2nd-moment of SFF at an effective temperature β/2N . In

this sense, time-ordered correlators cannot probe physics beyond the 2nd-moment, reflecting

the limitation of time-ordered correlators even after being subjected to a Haar-averaging.

On the other hand, out-of-time-ordered correlators provide an access to all order moments

of the SFF.

3.3 Trace Relations for Temporally Separated GSDKs

Let us now discuss trace properties of the GSDK and its two point functions for dif-

ferent density matrices in the global energy eigenbasis. Let us begin with the thermal

density matrix ρβ = e−βH

Z(β) . This is a function of the Hamiltonian, it trivially commutes

with H. Consequently, its time evolution is stationary, ρβ(t) = ρβ(0) and the overlap,

3An explicit example of such a system is discussed in [22], where a logarithmic deterministic spectrum

gives rise to a linear ramp in the SFF. Clearly, the information of all moments of the SFF is equivalent to

the full knowledge of the level-spacing-distribution of the given spectrum.
4See, e.g. [23] where the dependence of an OTOC with respect to the shape of the Schwinger-Keldysh

contour has been explicitly demonstrated. Furthermore, it has been argued that the equal-spacing OTOC

produces the physical answer which is consistent with the notion of the maximal chaos, when applicable.

This is consistent with our observation.

– 13 –



Tr (ρβ(t)ρβ(t
′)) is manifestly time independent. In the energy eigenbasis, this trace sim-

ply multiplies the Boltzmann weights pn = e−βEn/Z(β), yielding the familiar purity of the

Gibbs state, Z(2β)/Z(β)2. In contrast, for an initial thermofield double (TFD) state, given

by

|ψβ⟩ =
1√
Z(β)

∑
n

e−
βEn
2

|n,n⟩ , (3.17)

the situation is dynamical. The corresponding density matrix:

ρβ = |ψβ⟩⟨ψβ| =
1

Z(β)

∑
n,m

e−
β(En+Em)

2 |n, n⟩⟨m,m| , (3.18)

evolves under (HL +HR)/2, where HL,H act independently on the left and right copies of

the Hamiltonian. The evolution takes the form:

ρβ(t) = e−i
(HL+HR)t

2 ρβ e
i
(HL+HR)t

2 =
1

Z(β)

∑
n,m

e−i(En−Em)te−
β(En+Em)

2 |n, n⟩⟨m,m| . (3.19)

The autocorrelation function of the density matrix, Tr(ρβ(t)ρβ), of the TFD state is the

spectral form factor (SFF) of the TFD Tr(ρβ(t)ρβ) =
|Z(β,t)|2
Z(β) . Motivated by this observa-

tion, we now carry out an analogous analysis for the GSDK. As in the preceding section,

we work in the matrix unit basis Eij , constructed with respect to a global Hilbert-space

basis that is constructed with the energy eigenbasis. We begin by considering the two-point

function of GSDK written in the global basis (3.2):

Tr
(
T (2)(t)T (2)(t′)

)
=

∑
i,j,k,l

C
(β)
ij;kl(t)C

(β)
ji;lk(t

′) , (3.20)

where C
(β)
ij;kl(t) is defined in (3.2). Using the relations y2 Eij y

2 = y2i y
2
j Eij , and U

†
tEklUt =

ei(Ek−El)tEkl and similarly for t′, a straightforward evaluation yields:

Tr
(
T (2)(t)T (2)(t′)

)
=

|Z(β, (t− t′))|2

Z(β)2
. (3.21)

A similar computation for the out-of-time-ordered 4-pt GSDK yields: Tr
(
T (4)(t)T (4)(t′)

)
=

|Z(β,2(t−t′))|2
Z(β)2

. In contrast, Tr
(
T̃ (4)(t)T̃ (4)(t′)

)
= 1, while Tr

(
T̃ (6)(t)T̃ (6)(t′)

)
= |Z(β,(t−t′))|2

Z(β)2
.

It can be checked in a straightforward way that a two-point function of a GSDK produces:

Tr
(
T (2n)(t)T (2n)(t′)

)
=

|Z(β, n(t− t′))|2

Z(β)2
, (3.22)

Tr
(
T̃ (2n)(t)T̃ (2n)(t′)

)
=

1, n even,
|Z(β,t−t′)|2

Z(β)2
, n odd .

(3.23)

The scaling in time t→ nt does not produce any new physical effect in the corresponding

SFF, however, it can scale various time-scales accordingly. For example, consider the

example of an one-dimensional simple harmonic oscillator, for which the SFF is given by

|Z(β, t)|2 = e−βω

1 + e−βω − 2e−βω cos(ωt)
. (3.24)
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The corresponding revivals occur at the minimum of the denominator, which corresponds

to cos(ωt) = 1 and, therefore, trev = (2π)/ω. If we scale up t → nt, then the revival-time

is accordingly scaled down: trev = (2π)/(nω).

Consider a rational CFT now. For such cases, the partition function can be expressed

as a finite sum over characters:

Z(τ, τ̄) =
∑
i,j

Mijχi(τ)χ̄j(τ̄) , χi = TrViq
h− c

24 , q = e2πiτ . (3.25)

To evaluate the SFF, we set τ = t/(2π)+iβ/(2π). Under t→ (nt), the characters transform

as: χ(τ) → e−i(n−1)tc/24χ(τ). However, the final effect on the SFF is to again scale the

corresponding physical time-scales that are obtained from the SFF. For holographic and/or

chaotic CFTs, a similar scaling of e.g. dip, ramp and plateau time-scales can be explicitly

obtained.

4 Bounds from the spacetime kernel

When discussing subsystem correlations along a single time slice, one of the key properties

of the “ordinary” von Neumann entropy (which, for globally pure states is an entanglement

measure) is the fact that one of its specific measures, the mutual information serves as a

bound on all correlations between bounded operators acting on the subsystems. More

precisely, given two spacelike subsystems A and B, any choice of observables OA, OB

acting exclusively on each and a global state ρ, the mutual information I(A : B) in ρ,

which may be defined both for tensor product Hilbert spaces and more general quantum

systems [24, 25], satisfies the inequality [26, 27]

I(A : B) ≥ 1

2

⟨OAOB⟩2c
|OA|2∞|OB|2∞

, (4.1)

where ⟨OAOB⟩c := ⟨OAOB⟩− ⟨OA⟩⟨OB⟩, denoting the connected, or truncated, correlation

function of the observables in the state ρ and |O|∞ their operator (supremum) norm.

Thus, even before introducing the idea of the entropy and mutual information as mea-

sures of how many Bell pairs may be distilled from a given pure state [24, 28], these

quantities already have a clear physical meaning in terms of bounding all possible correla-

tions between subsystems. The work in [19] provided a similar interpretation for quantities

which may be derived from their kernel TAB(t), which we shall reproduce and generalize

in this Section. In doing so, it will be made clear how the generalized spacetime kernels

are able to quantify, via bounds, the overall temporal correlations in quantum systems and

provide a new interesting window towards the study of chaos from this perspective.

4.1 Bounds using Hölder’s inequality

As a starting point to derive these bounds on all timelike correlations and connect to the

study in [19], it is important to notice that a GSDK T (n)(t1, ..., tn) associated to a quantum

state ρ is mathematically given by a linear functional of the form

T (n) : AS1 ⊗ ...⊗ASn → C

T (n)(OS1 ...OSn) = Tr(ρOS1(t1)...OSn(tn)),
(4.2)
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where ASi is the algebra of bounded observables acting on the subsystem Si and where

the choice of ρ, the different time slices {t1, ..., tn} and whether or not to insert the factors

of y = ρ
1
n
β naturally define different spacetime kernels, as given by Eqs. (2.18), (2.28) and

(2.34). Regardless, the general structure of a linear functional acting on the tensor product

of the operator algebras of subsystems remains.

Such an abstract characterization of the GSDKs allows for them to be defined both in

lattice systems and QFTs, as the theory of operator algebras [29, 30] may be used in order

to define meaningful quantities even in the continuum [31]. However, since these kernels

are new objects whose properties have not yet been fully explored, for the remainder of

this work we will, for simplicity, continue to restrict ourselves to either finite-dimensional

systems or infinite lattices with finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces per site, as we have been

doing implicitly so far.

Now, as a generic T (n)(t1, ..., tn) is a linear functional, and in this work a bounded one,

it satisfies the so-called Hölder’s inequality [32], which states that, given a general bounded

operator O ∈ AS1 ⊗ ...⊗ASn , then∣∣∣Tr [T (n)(t1, ..., tn)O
]∣∣∣ ≤ |T (n)(t1, ..., tn)|p|O|q,

1

p
+

1

q
= 1, (4.3)

where |O|p :=
(
Tr

[(
O†O

) p
2

]) 1
p
is the Schatten p-norm, when it is well-defined (for many-

body systems this may require restrictions on the choice of subsystems Si, depending on

the global state ρ and value of p).

Given that the functional defined by T (n)(t1, ..., tn) returns, by construction, the cor-

relator of the chosen operators acting on subsystems, Eq. (4.1) is, for n = 2, exactly the

inequality shown in [19] and the timelike generalization of Eq. (4.1).

Looking now at higher values of n, we may use the multiplicativity of Schatten norms

over tensor products |OA ⊗OB|p = |OA|p|OB|p to write O = ⊗n
i=1OSi and

|T (n)(t1, ..., tn)|p
n∏

i=1

|OSi |q ≥
∣∣∣Tr [T (n)(t1, ..., tn)O

]∣∣∣ , 1

p
+

1

q
= 1. (4.4)

Thus, a better understanding of the time-dependence of |T (n)(t1, ..., tn)|p for various

quantum systems may shed light on the nature of quantum chaos, as they place limits on

the growth and behaviour of time correlations. In particular, applying the above inequality

to the kernel T (4)(t) defined in Eqs. (2.18) and (2.23) leads to

|Ft[O1, O2, O3, O4]| =
∣∣Tr[T (4)(t), (O1 ⊗O2 ⊗O3 ⊗O4)

]∣∣
≤ |T (4)(t)|p|O1 ⊗O2 ⊗O3 ⊗O4|q

= |T (4)(t)|p
4∏

r=1

|Or|q,

(4.5)

showing that the norm of the appropriate spacetime kernel gives us direct access to prop-

erties of all out-of-time-order correlators. Choosing, in particular, (O1, O2, O3, O4) =
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(W,V, V,W ), results in

|T (4)(t)|p|V |2q |W |2q ≥ |Tr[T (4)(t)(V ⊗W ⊗ V ⊗W )]|, (4.6)

a bound on the “traditional” form of the OTOC [5].

It is worth pointing out that other quantities derived from T (n)(t1, ..., tn) provide

bounds on correlators which may be of interest. The authors in [19] showed that

|⟨[OA(0), OB(t)]⟩| =
∣∣Tr [(TAB−T †

AB)(OA⊗OB)
]∣∣ ≤ |TAB−T †

AB|p|OA|q|OB|q,
1

p
+
1

q
= 1 .

(4.7)

Similar commutator inequalities also hold true with our GSDK. Especially for p = 2, which

is particularly significant. A non-vanishing Schatten 2-norm (|TAB − T †
AB|2 ̸= 0) signals

that subsystem A at time 0 can influence subsystem B at a later time t. For an arbitrary

initial state ρ, we may compute the Schatten 2-norm of this quantity, using the definition

(2.7). It is convenient to begin with the identity:

|TAB − T †
AB|

2
2 = 2Tr

(
TABT

†
AB

)
− 2ℜTr

(
T 2
AB

)
. (4.8)

To illustrate how each term can be evaluated in general, let us consider the first contri-

bution, Tr
(
TABT

†
AB

)
and, for simplicity, take the local subsystems A and B with a finite

dimensional Hilbert space. Starting from the definition of the bipartite kernel TAB(t), we

obtain

Tr
(
TABT

†
AB

)
=

∑
i,j,k,l

∑
m,n,p,q

Cij;kl(t)C
∗
mn;pq(t) Tr

[
(EA

ji ⊗ EB
lk)(E

A
mn ⊗ EB

pq)
]

=
∑
i,j,k,l

∣∣Cij;kl(t)
∣∣2. (4.9)

An analogous computation yields the second contribution in (4.8). Combining the two

results, the Schatten 2-norm |TAB(t)− TAB(t)
†|22 takes the compact form

|TAB(t)− TAB(t)
†|22 = 2

∑
i,j,k,l

(
|Cij;kl(t)|2 −ℜ

[
Cij;kl(t)Cji;lk(t)

])
. (4.10)

These simple equations show that the Schatten 2-norm is specially convenient for practical

calculations of the bounds on temporal correlations. Of course, it is to be expected that all

norms will provide essentially the same physical information due to the general inequalities

shown above.

Everything here is expressed entirely in the subsystem basis via Cij;kl(t), defined in

(2.7). So, the only t–dependence enters through the Heisenberg-evolved insertion on B.

Consequently, both terms in (4.10) inherit this t–dependence in general. There are, how-

ever, two important situations in which the time dependence drops out:

(1) Whole-system specialisation. If one picks A = B = S (i.e., use the basis on the

full system rather than a subsystem, so the operators OSi are allowed to be any bounded
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observable), the construction becomes time-independent. Starting with the definition of

the 2-point kernel:

T (2)(t) =
∑
i,j,k,l

Cij;kl(t) Eji ⊗ Elk , (4.11)

where Cij;kl(t) = Tr
(
ρ EijU

†
tEklUt

)
with a general density matrix ρ (Hermitian, ρ > 0,

Tr ρ = 1) and U = e−iHt. In this case, (4.10) collapses to a constant.

Indeed, one can show Tr
((
T (2)(t)

)2)
=

(
Tr ρ

)2
and Tr

(
T (2)(t)T (2)†(t)

)
= LTr ρ2, so

(4.10) is time-independent. To demonstrate how this works, we proceed with a calculation

of the Schatten p-norms in the case where the GSDK is defined with respect to a thermal

state ρβ. For the two-point kernel TAB(t), an analytical form is known from the work in [19],

but we may also use the formalism developed up to this point, in which case, to compute the

coefficients C
(β)
ij;kl(t), we apply the matrix-unit conjugation rule U †

tEklUt =
∑

a,b U
∗
kaUlbEab

and the fact that ρβEij = (ρβ)iEij , as ρβ is diagonal in the energy basis. These imply,

together with the identity Tr(EijEab) = δjaδib, that

C
(β)
ij;kl(t) = Tr

((ρβ)iEij)
∑
a,b

U∗
kaUlb((ρβ)aEab)

 (4.12)

= (ρβ)i(ρβ)jU
∗
kjUli.

From this point, simple analytical manipulations lead to the identity

|TAB(t)|p = |ρβ|2p =
[
Z(pβ)

Z(β)p

] 2
p

. (4.13)

In addition, an analogous calculation for T (4)(t), detailed in the Appendix B, yields

|T (4)(t)|p =

[
Z
(p
4β

)
Z(β)p/4

] 4
p

, (4.14)

and similar results are also valid for other T (n)(t1, ..., tn).

More interesting than the expressions themselves, which are further manifestations

of the connection between the GSDK and SFF established in Eqs. (3.22), is their time-

independence, despite this not being the case for the operators T (n)(t1, ..., tn) in general.

After all, this constant behaviour is valid for all possible time evolutions, including drasti-

cally different dynamics such as integrability and chaos, so how to understand it?

The answer comes directly from the specification of these kernels T (n) to the full

quantum system: the time evolution O(t) of some observable O is, trivially, also an operator

O′ with which correlation functions may be calculated. Thus, if the correlators of all

observables of the system may be derived using T (n), the bound provided by the norms at

a given time slice must remain exactly the same at all others. From the point of view of

using the GSDKs to identify chaos, the constant p-norm of the kernel T̃ (4) which generates

all thermal-regulated OTOCs can also be understood as a consequence of the fact that

chaotic behaviour in a quantum system is be characterized by the scrambling of “‘simple”
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operators at t = 0. It is now understood that, whatever the proper definition of such

observables is, it includes all local operators [5, 33] and it is the OTOCs built from those

that show interesting time evolutions. With this in mind, it is no surprise that the norm of

a GSDK which takes all possible operators as input is “‘trivial”, as it does not discriminate

between simple and complex operators.

Overall, this general time-independence points to the study of kernels restricted to

local subsystems as a potentially fruitful line of further investigation.

(2) Stationary states. If [ρ, Ut] = 0 for all t (e.g., ρ = f(H), including thermal

states) in the global basis, then the unitary conjugations on the B leg can be moved past ρ

in each trace and cancel pairwise inside the basis-completeness contractions; the resulting

sums in (4.10) become independent of t. This is the same mechanism that makes the

β-regularised 2- and 4-leg constructions reduce to spectral-form-factor expressions in the

energy basis; the cancellations come from cyclicity of trace and the matrix-unit identities.

Except these special cases, nothing forces the phases and rotations from U †
t Ê

B
klUt to

cancel inside the double sums of (4.10), so |TAB(t)−TAB(t)
†|2 is generically time-dependent

for a general density matrix in a genuine subsystem basis. For the remainder of this section,

however, the focus lies on the Schatten norms |T (n)(t1, ..., tn)|p, which we explore with a

couple of examples.

4.2 Kernel norms and the Eigenstate Thermalization Hypothesis

Given the overall discussion on bounds of correlation functions and this work’s interest

in exploring connections to quantum chaos, it becomes essential to establish the relation

between the spacetime density kernel and the seminal “bound on chaos” first derived in [5],

where the maximal exponent for the intermediary time growth rate of OTOCs was found.

As explained in Section 2.1, the 4-leg kernel T (4)(t) satisfies, for any operator A acting

on a subsystem

Tr
[
T (4)(t)(A⊗A⊗A⊗A)

]
= Tr[yA yA(t) yA yA(t)] =: TA(t), (4.15)

and thus reproduces the standard equal-spacing-regulated OTOC (see Eq. (2.18) with

y4 = ρ and all observables chosen as A), with the notation TA(t) introduced for convenience.

A brilliant study of the OTOC TA(t) was made by [34], where the bound on the growth

exponent was deduced using as starting point the Eigenstate Thermalization Hypothesis

(ETH), nowadays understood to correctly describe the behaviour of “simple observables”

(which, in the context of many-body physics include local operators) in chaotic [33], along

with other smaller inputs from studies in holography. As the derivation is valid for any

choice of local A, it once again suggests that it should be possible to characterize the

chaotic aspects of a quantum system directly from a GSDK such as T (4)(t), with bounds

like Eq. (4.1) extending the result to all OTOCs and the work of [34] indicating that the

way forward is through an application of the ETH.

With this in mind, we now sketch the main steps of the calculation in [34] before

translating them to T (4)(t) (more specifically, its Schatten p-norm). As we will see, TA(t)
is naturally split into disconnected (products of regulated two-points) and connected parts

– 19 –



as TA(t) = TA,disc(t) + TA,c(t), with the latter component being the one subject to the

bound on chaos. To begin with, expand TA(t) by inserting four resolutions of identity in

the energy basis. Using [y, Ut] = 0 and Heisenberg evolution A(t)ij = ei(Ei−Ej)tAij), one

finds

TA(t) =
∑
i,j,k,l

(yiyj)(yjyk)(ykyl)(ylyi)e
i[(Ej−Ek)+(El−Ei)]tAijAjkAklAli

=
∑
i,j,k,l

y2i y
2
j y

2
ky

2
l e

i(ω2−ω1)tAijAjkAklAli,
(4.16)

with ω1 := Ei − Ej , ω2 := Ek − El (and note that Ej − Ek = −ω2 + ω1, El − Ei = −ω1).

Now, the ETH is applied for the matrix elements of Aij and we assume that the thermal

mean A has been subtracted, which leads to [33, 34]

Aij = e−
S(E)

2 f(E,ω)Rij , E =
Ei + Ej

2
, ω = Ei − Ej , (4.17)

where f(E,ω) is smooth and even in (ω), and the random matrix Rij has zero mean and

unit variance on local energy shells.

Replacing this expression in place of each Aij in Eq. (4.16) and taking the statistical

average of the product of four R-matrices, the work of Foini, Kurchan and Pappalardi

[35, 36] proved that this results in

RijRjkRklRli = δik + δjl + e−S(E)g(E,ω1, ω2, ω3). (4.18)

Thus, the Kronecker deltas generate the disconnected pieces (products of two regulated

two-point functions), while the last term gives the connected OTOC part TA,c(t). At this

point, the analysis consists of combining Eqs. (4.16) and (4.18), replacing the energy sums

with integrals through
∑

i →
∫
dEi e

S(Ei), taking a Fourier transform to frequency space

and properly manipulating the resulting expression along the lines detailed in [34]. It is

interesting to point out that up to this point, it is possible to derive the inequality, for

large values of |ω|,
|T̃A,c(ω)| ≲ e−

3β
4
|ω|. (4.19)

Through the inverse Fourier transform (and the general results in Fourier analysis [37]),

this implies that TA,c(t) is C∞ and is analytic within a strip of width 3β
4 and, when the

bound is saturated, it decays algebraically. From this a Lyapunov exponent for the OTOC

may be derived with the help of additional (necessary) assumptions such as time-reversal

symmetry as well as analytical structures drawn from holography, which lead to an upper

bound on the exponent of 4π
3β [34]. In Appendix C we recast this ETH-based analysis

directly at the level of the four-leg kernel. By working with the thermal inner product

and the projector onto the subspace of local operators, we define a local norm for the

connected kernel T
(4)
c (t) and show that the bound in [34] is equivalent to the operator

inequality (C.31). This makes the chaos bound a operator constraint on the local sector

of the generalized spacetime density kernel and, conversely, it might be possible to use the

GSDK to characterize the bound on chaos.
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5 Discussions

In this work, we have developed a unified framework for the time-like entanglement pro-

posal of [19], especially using a local/global orthonormal basis and extending to a natural

generalization to what we have referred to as the generalized spacetime density kernel

(GSDK). For 2N-point functions this leads naturally to a 2N-leg GSDK, which may be

regarded as a dynamical extension of a density matrix for temporally extended subsystems

with support on more than one Cauchy slices.

A central outcome of this construction is a precise relation between the GSDK and spec-

tral diagnostics of chaos. We have explicitly demonstrated how the higher point function

(e.g. four-point function and, in general, a (2N)-point function) produces higher moments

of the corresponding SFF, evaluated at an effective N -enhanced temperature. This pro-

vides a bridge between early-time scrambling, as probed by OTOCs, and late-time random-

matrix universality encoded in the slope–dip–ramp–plateau structure of the spectral form

factor. The GSDK thus furnishes a single object that simultaneously generates higher-

point temporal correlators and while capturing the spectral information. We have also

explicitly demonstrated how several generic bounds, including those from the eigenstate

thermalization hypothesis, act on the GSDK operator. These results explicitly demonstrate

the usefulness of the local orthonormal basis.

Given the generic and universal nature of the GSDK operator, we have barely scratched

the surface, and there are several natural and interesting aspects to investigate further.

For example, it remains to be seen how efficiently the GSDK operator can capture and

demarcate between the dynamical aspects of a quantum system. Especially since the

higher point generalizations are directly related to the higher moments of the SFF. Work

in this direction is in progress.

Similarly to the proposal in [19], the GSDK operator is defined for a finite dimensional

Hilbert space, even though we have ignored the subteties and discusses examples of CFT in

the context of SFF and its behaviour. It would be very interesting to extend the definition

for QFTs, especially for CFTs, and properly understand its relation to modular theory.

Given the basic structures, it is expected that the GSDK operators are analogous to the

higher moments of the density matrix and, therefore, presumably extend these notions

beyond Renyi entropies, suggesting that one possible application may be the definition of

“multipartite timelike entanglement”.

Given the multitude of definitions of timelike entanglement, it will certainly be in-

teresting to connect these notions systematically.5 Of particular interest are perhaps the

Holographic CFTs, for which a notion of timelike entanglement is simply defined based

on a straightforward analytic continuation of the usual entanglement entropy of a given

sub-system[15–18].6 We hope to address some of these issues in near future.

5[19] has already discussed some of these connections.
6Relatedly, it is important to also understand whether such timelike entanglement measures are true

entanglement monotones.
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A Proof of the Haar averaging of the operators

Here we review the derivation of Haar averaging of V ⊗ V † for unitary operator V that

results in the SWAP operator. Let H ∼= CL with orthonormal basis {|i⟩}Li=1. For Haar-

random V ∈ U(L) we want to show

EV∼Haar [V ⊗ V † ] =
1

L
SWAP (A.1)

where the SWAP operator on H⊗H is SWAP(|i⟩ ⊗ |j⟩) = |j⟩ ⊗ |i⟩, equivalently SWAP =∑L
i,j=1Eij ⊗ Eji, and Eij := |i⟩⟨j| are the matrix units. We will first prove the Haar

first moment (twirl)

∫
UOU † dµ(U) =

Tr(O)

L
I. Then convert it into the index identity∫

UjkU
∗
mℓ dµ(U) =

1

L
δjmδkℓ and finally, use it to compute E[V ⊗V †] = 1

LSWAP. Through-

out, dµ(U) denotes the (normalized) Haar probability measure on U(L). Every matrix A

expands as A =
∑

i,j AijEij . For any basis vectors |a⟩ ⊗ |b⟩,(∑
i,j

Eij ⊗ Eji

)
(|a⟩ ⊗ |b⟩) = |b⟩ ⊗ |a⟩. (A.2)

The Haar twirl, a linear map on operators is defined as

Φ(O) :=

∫
U(L)

UOU † dµ(U). (A.3)

We choose a V ∈ U(L). Using left-invariance of Haar measure,

V Φ(O)V † =

∫
V U OU †V † dµ(U) =

∫
W OW † dµ(W ) (W = V U)

= Φ(O). (A.4)
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Hence V Φ(O) = Φ(O)V for all unitaries V . Let Y satisfy V Y = Y V for all V ∈ U(L).

In the basis {|i⟩}: For any diagonal phase Dθ = diag(eiθ1 , . . . , eiθL), from DθY = Y Dθ we

get (eiθi − eiθj )Yij = 0 for all θ, hence Yij = 0 if i ̸= j. For any permutation matrix P ,

from PY = Y P we get Y11 = Y22 = · · · = YLL. So Y = c I for some scalar c. TrΦ(O) =∫
Tr(UOU †) dµ(U) = Tr(O) by cyclicity. If Φ(O) = cI, then TrΦ(O) = cTr(I) = cL.

Therefore

Φ(O) =
Tr(O)

L
I. (A.5)

This is the Haar first-moment identity. Next, expand UEkℓU
† entirely in matrix units,

U =
∑
p,q

Upq Epq, U † =
∑
r,s

U∗
sr Ers. (A.6)

We use the identities U Ekℓ =
∑

p Upk Epℓ and UEkℓU
† =

∑
j,m Ujk U

∗
mℓEjm and average

both sides with Haar measure and use the twirl∫
UEkℓU

† dµ(U) =
Tr(Ekℓ)

L
I =

δkℓ
L

∑
j

Ejj . (A.7)

Performing the averaging explicitly gives∫
UEkℓU

† dµ(U) =
∑
j,m

(∫
UjkU

∗
mℓ dµ(U)

)
Ejm. (A.8)

Because the Ejm form a basis, the coefficients of each Ejm must match. Therefore∫
U(L)

Ujk U
∗
mℓ dµ(U) =

1

L
δjm δkℓ. (A.9)

Finally we compute E[V ⊗ V †]. Expand V and V † in matrix units V =
∑

i,k VikEik, V
† =∑

j,ℓ V
∗
jℓEℓj . Then V ⊗ V † =

∑
i,k

∑
j,ℓ Vik V

∗
jℓ (Eik ⊗Eℓj). Averaging with Haar and using

the index identity of (A.9)finally gives∫
V ⊗ V † dµ(V ) =

∑
i,k

∑
j,ℓ

(∫
VikV

∗
jℓ dµ(V )

)
(Eik ⊗ Eℓj)

=
∑
i,k

∑
j,ℓ

1

L
δijδkℓ (Eik ⊗ Eℓj)

=
1

L

∑
i,k

Eik ⊗ Eki =
1

L
SWAP. (A.10)

This is the identity we use

EV∼Haar [V ⊗ V † ] =
1

L
SWAP. (A.11)
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B Constant Schatten p-norm of T (4)(t)

We work on a finite-dimensional Hilbert space S of size L, with the matrix unit basis

Eij = |i⟩⟨j|. We will repeatedly use the following identities

Tr(EjiX) = Xij , EabEcd = δbcEad. (B.1)

For arbitrary probes O1, . . . , O4, we define

Ft[O1, O2, O3, O4] = Tr
[
y O1 y U

†
tO2Ut y O3 y U

†
tO4Ut

]
, (B.2)

and construct a single 4-leg operator T (4)(t) such that

Ft[O1, O2, O3, O4] = Tr
[
T (4)(t)(O1⊗O2⊗O3⊗O4)

]
. (B.3)

Expanding each probe in matrix units and grouping coefficients yields the numbers

Cij;kl;mn;pq(t) := Tr
[
y Eij y (U

†
tEklUt) y Emn y (U

†
tEpqUt)

]
(B.4)

so that the operator can be written as

T (4)(t) =
∑

i,j,k,l,m,n,p,q

Cij;kl;mn;pq(t) E
(1)
ji ⊗ E

(2)
lk ⊗ E(3)

nm⊗ E(4)
qp . (B.5)

We will also use two standard expansions:

UEkℓU
† =

∑
j,m

UjkU
∗
mℓEjm, (B.6)

and in the energy basis,

yEaby = yaybEab. (B.7)

We now evaluate the coefficients Cij;kl;mn;pq(t) explicitly. Inserting the matrix-unit expan-

sions from (B.6) and the diagonal action of y from (B.7) into (B.4), we have

Cij;kl;mn;pq = Tr

(yiyj)Eij

∑
a,b

U∗
kaUlbEab

 (ymyn)Emn

∑
c,d

U∗
pcUqdEcd

 (B.8)

=
∑
a,b,c,d

yiyjymyn U
∗
kaUlbU

∗
pcUqd Tr

(
EijEabEmnEcd

)
. (B.9)

The trace of the product of matrix units is evaluated using (B.1):

Tr(EijEabEmnEcd) = δja δbm δnc δid. (B.10)

Plugging this back into the sum and performing the summation over a, b, c, d collapses the

expression to:

Cij;kl;mn;pq = yiyjymyn U
∗
kj Ulm U

∗
pn Uqi. (B.11)

To write this more compactly, we introduce two L× L matrices

M1 := yU †
t with components (M1)jk = yjU

∗
kj , (B.12)
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and

M2 := Uty with components (M2)lm = Ulm ym. (B.13)

Then the coefficients in (B.11) can be rewritten as

Cij;kl;mn;pq = (M1)jk (M2)lm (M1)np (M2)qi. (B.14)

The operator T (4)(t) is written in the basis {E(1)
ji ⊗E

(2)
lk ⊗E

(3)
nm⊗E

(4)
qp }. If we regard T (4)(t)

as an L4 × L4 matrix with row multi-index (j, l, n, q) and column multi-index (i, k,m, p),

then by definition the matrix element is[
T (4)(t)

]
(j,l,n,q),(i,k,m,p)

= Cij;kl;mn;pq. (B.15)

Using the compact form from (B.14), this becomes[
T (4)(t)

]
(j,l,n,q),(i,k,m,p)

= (M1)j,k︸ ︷︷ ︸
pairs (j,k)

(M2)l,m︸ ︷︷ ︸
pairs (l,m)

(M1)n,p︸ ︷︷ ︸
pairs (n,p)

(M2)q,i︸ ︷︷ ︸
pairs (q,i)

. (B.16)

We compare this with the 4-fold Kronecker product

K(t) :=M1 ⊗M2 ⊗M1 ⊗M2, (B.17)

whose matrix elements are[
K(t)

]
(j,l,n,q),(i,k,m,p)

= (M1)j,i (M2)l,k (M1)n,m (M2)q,p. (B.18)

Equations (B.16) and (B.18) differ only by a reordering of the column multi-index (i, k,m, p) 7→
(k,m, p, i). Let ΠR be the L4×L4 permutation matrix that implements this reordering on

column indices. This gives the exact identity

T (4)(t) = K(t)ΠR. (B.19)

Because ΠR is a permutation matrix, it is unitary, and thus left or right multiplication by

it does not change singular values. Therefore all Schatten norms agree:

|T (4)(t)|p = |K(t)|p for all p ∈ [1,∞]. (B.20)

We can now evaluate the norm of K(t) using the multiplicativity of singular values under

Kronecker products and the unitary invariance of Schatten norms

|K(t)|p = |M1|p |M2|p |M1|p |M2|p = |M1|2p |M2|2p. (B.21)

Since M1 = yU †
t and M2 = Uty, we have |M1|p = |M2|p = |y|p. Hence, from (B.20),

|T (4)(t)|p = |y| 4p . (B.22)

We can write y = ρ
1/4
β with ρβ = e−βH/Z(β). The p-norm of y is then

|y|pp = Tr(yp) = Tr
(
ρ
p/4
β

)
=

Z
(p
4β

)
Z(β)p/4

, (B.23)

where Z(β) = Tr e−βH . This gives the final closed form

|T (4)(t)|p =
( Z(p4β)

Z(β)p/4

)4/p
. (B.24)

This result shows that |T (4)(t)|p is independent of time t.
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C A lower bound on the Schatten (p)-norm of T (4)(t)

A lower-bound for the Schatten-p norm of the 4-leg kernel, |T (4)(t)|p, can be derived directly

from Hölder-type inequalities and an explicit 4-cycle SWAP operator, which we will name

a “‘tester”, as its properties make it specially suitable for certain analyses. The four-point

OTOC functional is given by

Ft[O1, O2, O3, O4] = Tr
[
yO1yU

†
tO2UtyO3yU

†
tO4Ut

]
(C.1)

A special “tester” operator, the 4-cycle Ω(1234), the 4-leg analogue of SWAP, is defined

as

Ω(1234) =
∑
a,b,c,d

E
(1)
ab ⊗ E

(2)
bc ⊗ E

(3)
cd ⊗ E

(4)
da . (C.2)

Contracting T (4)(t) with Ω(1234) gives

F4(t) ≡
1

L
Tr

[
T (4)(t)Ω(1234)

]
=

1

L

∣∣Tr(yUt)
∣∣4 = 1

L

|Z(β/4, t)|4

Z(β)
. (C.3)

Here L = dimS and y4 = ρβ = e−βH/Z(β). A general variational lower bound is obtained

|Ft[O1, O2, O3, O4]|∏
r |Or|q

≤ |T (4)(t)|p. (C.4)

Taking the supremum over all operators Or with |Or|q = 1 gives the best lower bound from

factorized probes

|T (4)(t)|p ≥ sup
|Or|q=1

|Ft[O1, O2, O3, O4]| (C.5)

where 1/p+1/q = 1. The true dual characterization is |T |p = sup|X|q=1 |Tr(TX)|; restrict-
ing X to factorized tensors only yields a lower bound.

A concrete computable lower bound uses the 4-cycle tester. Applying Hölder with

M = T (4)(t) and N = Ω(1234)

|Tr[T (4)(t)Ω]| ≤ |T (4)(t)|p|Ω|q,
1

p
+

1

q
= 1. (C.6)

From (C.3), |Tr[T (4)(t)Ω]| = L|F4(t)|. Thus,

|T (4)(t)|p ≥ L|F4(t)|
|Ω|q

. (C.7)

The 4-cycle Ω is a permutation unitary on S⊗4, so its singular values are all 1, and

|Ω|q =
(
Tr IS⊗4

)1/q
= (L4)1/q = L4/q. (C.8)

Using the explicit F4(t) from (C.3),

L|F4(t)| =
|Z(β/4, t)|4

Z(β)
. (C.9)
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This yields the explicit lower bound

|T (4)(t)|p ≥ |Z(β/4, t)|4

Z(β)
L−4/q =

|Z(β/4, t)|4

Z(β)
L−(4−4/p) (C.10)

with 1/p+ 1/q = 1. For special cases: for p = 1 (q = ∞), |Ω|∞ = 1, implying |T (4)(t)|1 ≥
|Z(β/4,t)|4

Z(β) . For p = 2 (q = 2), |Ω|2 = L2, implying |T (4)(t)|2 ≥ |Z(β/4,t)|4
Z(β) L−2. For p = ∞

(q = 1), |Ω|1 = L4, implying |T (4)(t)|∞ ≥ |Z(β/4,t)|4
Z(β) L−4. It can be shown that (App. B)

|T (4)(t)|p =
( Z(p4β)

Z(β)p/4

)4/p
. (C.11)

which is independent of time. So this bound is trivially true. |T (4)(t)|p can be seen as an

upper bound of the 4-point SFF with a quarter thermal weight.

The operator growth bound for the connected kernel In our reproduction of the

ETH bound on chaos result from [34], if one had dropped an extra (e−β|ω−ω1|/4) coming

from (g), the best lower bound on the sum would be (2|ω|), leading to a weaker (e−β|ω|/2).

The connector is essential for the optimal (3β/4) slope.

This is precisely the ETH-based derivation of the MSS bound for the OTO connected

part in this family. (Eqs. (28)–(30) in [34] show the steps; the Paley–Wiener condition

they give guarantees an extra (e−(π/2λ)|ω|) from (K(ω)).) We now phrase the result at the

operator level for the kernel (T (4)(t)) itself. Define the thermal inner product on operators

(X,Y ) on (S) by

⟨X,Y ⟩β := Tr
(
ρ
1/2
β X†ρ

1/2
β Y

)
= Tr

(
y2X†y2Y

)
. (C.12)

A convenient way to work with it is to isometrically embed the operator space into the

ordinary HS space by the similarity transform

Φ : X 7→ X̃ := y X y, ⟨X,Y ⟩β = Tr
(
X̃†Ỹ

)
. (C.13)

Let ({Ba}) be any local operator basis that is orthonormal in the thermal HS sense,

⟨Ba, Bb⟩β = δab = Tr
(
y2B†

ay
2Bb

)
. (C.14)

Then the orthogonal projector onto the local subspace is the rank-(Nloc) superoperator

Ploc(X) =

Nloc∑
a=1

⟨Ba, X⟩βBa =
∑
a

Tr
(
y2B†

ay
2X

)
Ba. (C.15)

Equivalently, in “Liouville-ket” notation (|X⟩⟩) for operators with inner product (⟨⟨X|Y ⟩⟩β =

⟨X,Y ⟩β), one has

Ploc =
∑
a

|Ba⟩⟩⟨⟨Ba|. (C.16)

For the four-leg space ((Op(S))⊗4), we use the legwise projector

P
(4)
loc := P⊗4

loc . (C.17)

– 27 –



If an operator X is denoted by |X⟩⟩. The inner product in this space is defined as

⟨⟨X|Y ⟩⟩β = ⟨X,Y ⟩β = Tr(y2X†y2Y ). (C.18)

Using a local orthonormal basis {Ba}, for a system of four copies, the projector is

P
(4)
loc =

(∑
a

|Ba⟩⟩⟨⟨Ba|
)⊗4

. (C.19)

Any local operator A, supported on a bounded region, can be expanded as A =
∑

a αaBa,

and we consider operators normalized such that |A|2β =
∑

a |αa|2 = 1. From these defini-

tions, it follows that the projector acts as the identity on any local operator, namely

Ploc |A⟩⟩ = |A⟩⟩ and ⟨⟨A|Ploc = ⟨⟨A|. (C.20)

In the trace form, this reads,

Ploc(A) = A and Tr
(
y2A†y2 Ploc(X)

)
= Tr

(
y2A†y2X

)
for all X. (C.21)

By extension, for the four-copy system, we have

P
(4)
loc

(
A⊗4

)
= A⊗4 and Tr

(
(y2)⊗4(A†)⊗4(y2)⊗4 P

(4)
loc (X)

)
= Tr

(
(y2)⊗4(A†)⊗4(y2)⊗4X

)
.

(C.22)

By the definition of the local norm, we begin with∣∣P (4)
locXP

(4)
loc

∣∣
loc

= sup
|A|β=1

∣∣∣Tr((y2)⊗4(A†)⊗4(y2)⊗4 P
(4)
locXP

(4)
loc

)∣∣∣ . (C.23)

Using the property established in (C.22), the projectors on both sides of X can be removed

as they act as the identity on the state |A⊗4⟩⟩, which gives

Tr
(
(y2)⊗4(A†)⊗4(y2)⊗4 P

(4)
locXP

(4)
loc

)
= Tr

(
(y2)⊗4(A†)⊗4(y2)⊗4X

)
. (C.24)

By combining (C.23), (C.24), and (C.26), and setting the operator X = T
(4)
c (t), we arrive

at the result ∣∣P (4)
loc T

(4)
c (t)P

(4)
loc

∣∣
loc

= sup
|A|β=1

∣∣∣Tr[T (4)
c (t)(A⊗A⊗A⊗A)

]∣∣∣. (C.25)

and

Tr
(
(y2)⊗4(A†)⊗4(y2)⊗4X

)
= Tr

[
X (A⊗A⊗A⊗A)

]
. (C.26)

Let (T
(4)
c (t)) denote the connected four-leg kernel (obtained by subtracting the pieces

built from products of two-point kernels—the terms generated by (δik) and (δjl) in the

ETH average). For any unit-norm local (A) ((|A|β =
√

⟨A,A⟩β = 1)), the pairing satisfies

Tr
[
T (4)
c (t) (A⊗A⊗A⊗A)

]
= TA,c(t), (C.27)
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and we just proved that its Fourier transform falls at least like (e−(3β/4)|ω|), while any

intermediate-time exponential rise must obey (λ ≤ 2π/β) when the OTOC shape is in the

AdS2 family (Sec. 5.2). For any operator X on S⊗4, set

|X|loc := sup
Tr(y2A†y2A)=1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣Tr
(
(y2)⊗4(A†)⊗4(y2)⊗4X

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

a plain trace number

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (C.28)

Then, using the projector just written,

|P (4)
loc T

(4)
c (t)P

(4)
loc |loc = sup

|A|β=1

∣∣∣Tr[T (4)
c (t)(A⊗A⊗A⊗A)

]∣∣∣ = sup
|A|β=1

|TA,c(t)|. (C.29)

With this definition and the two projector properties above,

|P (4)
locXP

(4)
loc |loc = sup

Tr(y2A†y2A)=1

∣∣∣Tr((y2)⊗4(A†)⊗4(y2)⊗4X
)∣∣∣ . (C.30)

Therefore, the ETH tail bound in frequency space plus the AdS2 time-domain shape yields

the operator statement

lim sup
t→∞

1

t
log |P (4)

loc T
(4)
c (t)P

(4)
loc |loc ≤

2π

β
. (C.31)

Equation (C.31) can be viewed as an operator-theoretic reformulation of the chaos bound

mentioned in [34] within the present framework. The main step was to recognise that the

global Schatten norms of the four-leg kernel T (4)(t) are insensitive to scrambling, since

they are invariant under unitary time evolution and therefore cannot distinguish chaotic

from integrable dynamics. To obtain a quantity that is genuinely diagnostic of chaos, we

restricted attention to the subspace of simple local operators, defined using the thermal in-

ner product, and introduced the corresponding projector Ploc. The “local norm” | · |loc then
measures the size of T

(4)
c (t) only as probed by factorised local operators A⊗4 of fixed ther-

mal norm. By construction, this norm is precisely the supremum over all such local probes

of the connected OTOC, so that (C.31) packages the individual Murthy–Srednicki bounds

for each local A into a single compact operator inequality on the generalized spacetime

density kernel.

D Permutation Operators in General

Consider n-copies of a Hilbert space,H⊗n, with an orthonormal basis: {|i⟩ : i = 1, 2, . . . dH},
where dH is the dimension of the Hilbert space. Suppose we denote the permutation group

by Sn, and a permutation is realized by an element π ∈ Sn, such that:

Pπ (|v1⟩ ⊗ |v2⟩ ⊗ . . .⊗ |vn⟩) = |vπ−1(1)⟩ ⊗ |vπ−1(2)⟩ ⊗ . . .⊗ |vπ−1(n)⟩ . (D.1)

Thus, given an element π ∈ Sn, the corresponding permutation operator that acts on H⊗n

is given by

Pπ =
∑

i1,...in

|iπ(1)⟩⟨i1| ⊗ |iπ(2)⟩⟨i2| . . .⊗ |iπ(n)⟩⟨in| . (D.2)
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A general permutation is essentially a particular composition of the pair-wise transposition

or the SWAP operator.

It is a standard knowledge that the 2nd Renyi entropy can be obtained in terms of the

SWAP operator. For example, let us consider a tensor product of density matrix: ρ ⊗ ρ.

Then, using the standard orthonormality conditions as well as the relation: TrH⊗H =

(TrH)(TrH), we obtain:

Tr
(
ρ2
)
= Tr (SWAP ρ⊗ ρ) . (D.3)

Similar analyses naturally relate the higher n-Renyi entropies in terms of the traces taken

over the permutation operator acting on an n-copies of the density matrix:

Tr (ρn) = Tr
(
Pπ ρ

⊗n
)
. (D.4)

Thus, it is natural that higher moments of the density matrix are naturally captured by

the permutation operators.
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