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The interplay between quantum chaos and integrability has been extensively studied in the past
decades. We approach this topic from the point of view of geometry encoded in the quantum geomet-
ric tensor, which describes the complexity of adiabatic transformations. In particular, we consider
two generic models of spin chains that are parameterized by two independent couplings. In one, the
integrability breaking perturbation is global while, in the other, integrability is broken only at the
boundary. In both cases, the shortest paths in the coupling space lead towards integrable regions
and we argue that this behavior is generic. These regions thus act as attractors of adiabatic flows
similar to river basins in nature. Physically, the directions towards integrable regions are charac-
terized by faster relaxation dynamics than those parallel to integrability. The anisotropy between
them diverges in the thermodynamic limit as the system approaches the integrable point. We argue
that these directions also serve as attractors of the couplings’ time evolution if they are considered
as dynamical degrees of freedom. Therefore, generic systems are expected to dynamically self tune
themselves to integrable or nearly integrable regimes. As a side result, we provide numerical evi-
dence that the model with local integrability breaking quickly becomes chaotic but avoids ergodicity
even in the thermodynamic limit.

I. INTRODUCTION

There has been significant progress in understanding
the nature of quantum chaos and integrability in the past
few decades (see Refs. [1–5] for review). On one hand, it
is generally recognized that the random matrix behavior
of quantum eigenstates and energy spectrum are sensible
measures of quantum chaos or, more accurately, quan-
tum ergodicity [6, 7]. Emergent random matrix ensem-
bles are connected with statistical mechanics and ther-
modynamics via the so-called eigenstate thermalization
hypothesis (ETH) [5, 8, 9]. On the other hand, Poisson
statistics of the level spacings is considered a signature of
quantum integrability through the Berry-Tabor conjec-
ture [10]. From the point of view of physical observables,
integrable systems are generally non-ergodic with their
steady states being constrained by multiple conservation
laws. In systems with local interactions, these states can
be described by the so-called generalized Gibbs ensemble
(GGE) [11]. In weakly nonintegrable systems, it is gen-
erally expected that these states first relax to such GGE
states and then gradually relax to a true equilibrium.
This slow relaxation mechanism is termed prethermal-
ization [5, 12–14].

A different approach for analyzing the transition be-
tween quantum chaos and integrability, which is more
relevant to the present work, is based on the scaling anal-
ysis of the fidelity susceptibility χ as a function of inte-
grability breaking perturbations [15–19]. This approach
was previously developed to study quantum phase tran-
sitions [20–22], allowing one to classify universal prop-
erties of quantum phases and phase transitions in an
observable-independent way. When applied to excited
states, fidelity susceptibility, together with other probes,
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the adiabatic flows in
2D parameter space. The two horizontal blue lines repre-
sent the lines of integrability while the regions outside them
are chaotic. The horizontal (vertical) axis represents the in-
tegrability preserving (breaking) direction. By following the
minimal χ-directions, we can construct the shortest paths or
flows (solid gray lines) that tend towards the integrable lines.
The plot is based on the XXZ spin analyzed in this work.

enables one to identify the existence of a chaotic but non-
ergodic buffer region that generically separates integrable
and ergodic regimes. This buffer zone is characterized by
a maximally divergent fidelity susceptibility and diver-
gent relaxation times [15–17, 23]. It was recognized that,
at or near integrable points, there is a strong qualita-
tive difference between the dynamics of integrability pre-
serving and integrability breaking perturbations [17, 24].
If we deal with more than one coupling, then fidelity
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susceptibilities are the diagonal parts of the full quan-
tum geometric tensor (QGT). The QGT defines a natural
Riemannian metric structure on the eigenstate manifolds
[21, 22, 25]. While the definition of QGT sounds abstract,
it is closely related to the long time response of physical
observables [26], quantum Fisher information [27], quan-
tum speed limits [28, 29], effective mass [26], superfluid-
ity and superconductivity [30], and various other physical
phenomena (see Ref. [26] for details).

In this work, we analyze the properties of the QGT
in two models, which have both integrable and chaotic
regimes. At each point in the coupling space, we diag-
onalize the QGT and find the two orthogonal directions
that maximize and minimize the fidelity susceptibilities.
We then follow the minimal norm direction by infinites-
imally changing the couplings and rediagonalizing the
metric tensor to update this direction. From this, we ob-
tain the flow lines similar to geodesics. This work extends
that of Ref. [31] with the crucial difference that we used
the norm of the full metric, not that of an approximate lo-
cal adiabatic gauge potential. The latter is generally not
sensitive to neither integrability nor long time relaxation.
The key finding of our work is schematically illustrated
in Fig. 1. Namely, we observe that integrable regions are
the attractors of these flows. In other words, if we follow
the minimal χ-directions, we will reach regions of inte-
grability (if they exist) as the flows abruptly turn their
directions to stay within the integrable regions. Physi-
cally, the minimal χ-directions correspond to the fastest
relaxation dynamics of the observables conjugate to these
directions. In the model with an extended integrability
breaking perturbation, these fast observables avoid long
prethermalization. In the model with a boundary inte-
grability breaking term, we find that prethermalization
is longer along the direction parallel to the integrability.
Hence, we can reformulate our main result: following di-
rections of fastest relaxation brings the system towards
integrability. Additionally, we find universal scaling be-
havior of the fidelity susceptibilities along the fastest and
the slowest directions, bearing close similarities between
integrability breaking and critical behavior near contin-
uous phase transitions.

II. QGT AND FIDELITY SUSCEPTIBILITY

In this section, we give a brief introduction to the con-
cepts of the quantum geometric tensor and the fidelity
susceptibility and discuss their regularization such that
they are well behaved in the thermodynamic limit. Much
of the content here has been discussed in earlier papers
(see Refs. [17, 26, 31] for further details), so we only
mention details important for understanding the rest of
this paper.

Suppose we have a Hamiltonian H(λ) with coupling
parameters λ = {λj}. The (eigenstate averaged) quan-

tum geometric tensor [32] is defined as

gij =
1

2D
∑
n

⟨n|AiAj +AjAi|n⟩c, (1)

where D is the Hilbert space dimension [33], |n⟩ is
the λ-dependent eigenstate of the Hamiltonian, and the
subindex “c” stands for the connected part or the co-
variance: ⟨n|AiAj |n⟩c ≡ ⟨n|AiAj |n⟩− ⟨n|Ai|n⟩⟨n|Aj |n⟩.
Here, Aj is the adiabatic gauge potential (AGP) in the
j-th direction, defined as the derivative operator acting
on the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian (we set ℏ = 1):

i∂λj |n(λ)⟩ = Aj |n(λ)⟩ , (2)

The AGP and hence the QGT generally diverge in the
thermodynamic limit and thus we consider their regular-
ized version with the frequency cutoff µ [17]:

⟨m|Aj |n⟩ = −i
ωmn

ω2
mn + µ2

⟨m|∂jH|n⟩ , (3)

where ωmn ≡ ϵm − ϵn with ϵn and ϵm being the energy
eigenvalues. In order to have a well defined self-averaging
behavior of the QGT in the thermodynamic limit, µ
needs to be chosen to be parametrically larger than the
typical level spacing. Then, the regularized QGT reads

gij =
1

D
∑
n,m

ω2
nm

(ω2
nm + µ2)2

⟨m|∂iH|n⟩⟨n|∂jH|m⟩. (4)

As found in Ref. [17], we find that a convenient choice is
µ = αL/Ds, where L is the system size, Ds is the Hilbert
space dimension of the largest symmetry sector of the
model, and α is a number chosen of the order of one to
minimize finite size effects. In particular, Ds = D/L for

the Ising model while Ds ≈ D/
√
L for the coupled XXZ

model (see below for definitions of the models). These
values of µ allow us to study the asymptotic limit µ → 0
as L → ∞ while avoiding strong finite size effects due to
discrete energy level spacing.
We focus on a two-dimensional control parameter

space set by the couplings h and g (defined later for
specific models) such that λ = (h, g). Let us observe
that the AGP, as a derivative operator, transforms as a
vector under rotations in the coupling space and hence
the QGT transforms as a tensor. Suppose we have an
infinitesimally small deformation such that λ + dλ =
(h+ dλ cos(φ), g + dλ sin(φ)). Then, the AGP along the
direction λ is given by

Aφ(λ) = Ah cos(φ) +Ag sin(φ) . (5)

Diagonalizing the QGT is therefore equivalent to finding
the angles φmin(h, g) and φmax(h, g) = φmin(h, g) + π/2
along which the fidelity susceptibilities

χφ ≡ gφφ =
1

D
∑
n

⟨n|A2
φ|n⟩c

take their minimal and maximal values. Following di-
rections {φmin(h, g)}, we can reach a new eigenstate at
(h+ δλ cosφ, g + δλ sinφ) and obtain the adiabatic flow
diagram as shown in Fig. 1.
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III. FLOW DIAGRAMS

Now we present our main numerical results obtained
using exact diagonalization for two different models with
regions of integrability and chaos. Then, we extrapolate
these results to construct approximate infinite tempera-
ture flow diagrams in the thermodynamic limit.

The first model we consider is an XXZ spin chain of
size L − 1 with open boundary conditions coupled to a
single spin at the boundary (coined as c-XXZ):

Hc-XXZ =
1

2

L−2∑
i=2

[
σx
i σ

x
i+1 + σy

i σ
y
i+1 +∆σz

i σ
z
i+1

]
+

g

2
(σx

1σ
x
2 + σy

1σ
y
2 +∆σz

1σ
z
2) + hσz

1 ,

(6)

where ∆ is the anisotropy, h is the local z-magnetic field
strength on the spin at site 1, and g is the boundary
exchange strength between the spin at site 1 and the
XXZ spin chain. For all subsequent calculations, we set
∆ = 1.2. Notably, when g = 1, we have an XXZ spin
chain of length L with a boundary magnetic field. Since
an XXZ spin chain is integrable and a local field on the
boundary does not break its integrability [34, 35], this
model is integrable along the line g = 1. Furthermore,
the c-XXZ model is trivially integrable along the line
g = 0, and in the limits g → ∞ and h → ∞. At finite
couplings in regions outside of these two integrable lines,
this model is expected to be chaotic as the g-exchange
generically breaks integrability.

We also consider the Ising model with both transverse
and longitudinal fields (LTFIM) with periodic boundary
conditions

HLTFIM =

L∑
i=1

σz
i σ

z
i+1 + g

L∑
i=1

σx
i + h

L∑
i=1

σz
i , (7)

where g and h are the transverse and longitudinal field
strengths, respectively. This model is integrable along
two lines: h = 0, as it maps to free fermions via the
Jordan-Wigner transformation, and g = 0, as it reduces
to the classical Ising model. Finally, it is integrable at the
point h → ∞ and g → ∞, as it becomes noninteracting.
Outside of these regions, the model exhibits chaos [36].

In Figs. 2a and 2b, we show the flow diagrams for
the c-XXZ model with L = 18 and the Ising model with
L = 20, respectively. For the c-XXZ model, we consider
the zero-magnetization sector, while we use the k = π/2
quasi-momentum sector for the Ising model. Remark-
ably, we can identify integrable regions without know-
ing them a-priori as attractors of the flow lines, which
become nearly orthogonal to the lines of integrability
(g = 0, g = 1 for the c-XXZ model and g = 0, h = 0
for the Ising model) and then abruptly turn their di-
rections after reaching integrability. As we explain be-
low, these features become sharper with increasing sys-
tem size and decreasing cutoff µ. We also clearly see that
the anisotropy between the two orthogonal directions in-
creases (color darkens) near the integrable regions.
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FIG. 2. Flow diagrams. The paths that follow minimal χ-
directions are presented for the (a) coupled XXZ model with
L = 18 within the zero-magnetization sector and (b) non-
integrable Ising model with L = 20 within the k = π/2
quasi-momentum sector. The regularizers µ = 2L/Ds, where
Ds =

(
L

L/2

)
is the dimension of the zero-magnetization sec-

tor, and µ = 2.5 · L/Ds, where Ds = 2L/L is the dimension
of each quasi-momentum sector, were used for the respective
systems. Colors represent the anisotropy of χ: the ratio of
the χmax in maximal direction over χmin in the minimal di-
rection. Along the line g = 0 for both models, the anisotropy
strongly diverges and its value is over the limits of the color
bars shown.

For the c-XXZ model, we can clearly identify two spe-
cial points (vertices) on the integrable lines at (h, g) =
(0, 0) and (0, 1). These are high degeneracy points,
where, in addition to integrability, there are extra de-
generacies due to the global Z2 symmetry at g = 1 and
Z2 ⊗ SU(2) symmetry at g = 0. Interestingly, we see
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FIG. 3. Phase diagrams. Qualitative pictures of the phases
that connect regions of integrability (denoted by colored re-
gions) of the parameter space are shown for the (a) coupled
XXZ model and (b) nonintegrable Ising model, both in the
thermodynamic limit. The phases are denoted by A, B, and
C. The integrable lines are shown as blue lines while the
dashed lines serve as guidelines to denote the connectivity of
integrable regions within phases. The white boundary lines
in (b) signify the uncertainty of the phase boundaries due to
the limits of our numerical calculations.

that the (0, 1) vertex serves as an attractor of the adia-
batic flows for g < 1 but is repulsive for g > 1. Similarly,
(0, 0) is repulsive for g > 0 and (though it is not shown)
attractive for g < 0. There are clearly also vertices at
points (|h| → ∞, g = 0) and (|h| → ∞, g = 1), which

can be also repulsive or attractive depending on which
chaotic region they are in. For the Ising model, the flows
near the whole integrable line g = 0 become fragmented
for h ∈ (0, 2) because this model has macrsocopic (ex-
ponential in the system size) degeneracies near rational
values of h in this interval, whose effects on the AGP
were analyzed in Ref. [31]. Despite this fact, we can see
that the line g = 0 is still an attractor of the adiabatic
flows. Moreover, as the system size increases, all singular
behavior of the flows is pushed to lower values of g.

Now we do our best attempt to extrapolate the flow
diagram to the thermodynamic limit by numerically ex-
amining trends of the flows for the coupled XXZ model
with L = 14, 16, 18 and nonintegrable Ising model with
L = 16, 18, 20, respectively (see Appendix A for more
details). We identify boundaries separating the coupling
space into distinct sectors, where, in each sector, the flows
terminate at different integrable lines. The result of this
extrapolation is shown in Figs. 3a and 3b. Note that
there are no additional singularities near the lines sepa-
rating different sectors except near integrable lines.

For the coupled XXZ model, there are two distinct sec-
tors (denoted A and B) separated by the g = 1 line that
each connects different areas of integrability in the ther-
modynamic limit. Firstly, above the g = 1 line, we have
region A of paths that connect points (±h, 1) with curved
arcs: that is, the shortest paths connect the integrable
line g = 1 with itself. Below the g = 1 line, we have a
distinct region B of almost vertical paths that connect
the integrable lines g = 1 and g = 0. Finally, below the
line g = 0 line, there exists a region that connects the
integrable line g = 0 with itself (not shown in Fig. 3a).

For the nonintegrable Ising model, we find three re-
gions denoted A, B, and C in the thermodynamic limit.
Region A is characterized by paths that connect the in-
tegrable lines h = 0 and g = 0, B by paths that connect
the integrable line g = 0 with itself, and C by paths that
connect integrable line h = 0 with either the integrable

point
√
h2 + g2 → ∞ or line g = 0. Since extrapolat-

ing precise form of the flows near the fragmented g = 0
is difficult, we only extract the boundaries between the
regions, which are robust and do not change much with
the system size.

IV. UNIVERSALITY OF THE FLOWS

In this section, we carefully analyze our numerical re-
sults presented in Sec. III, explaining their connection
to prethermalization and universal long time relaxation
of physical observables near the domains of integrability.
In order to see why these domains act as attractors of
adiabatic flows, let us rewrite χφ in terms of the Fourier
transform of the spectral function Φφ(ω) using Eq. (4):

χφ(λ) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

ω2

(ω2 + µ2)2
Φφ(ω) , (8)
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where

Φφ(ω) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dt

2π
eiωtCφ(t), (9)

Cφ(t) ≡
1

2D
∑
n

⟨n|{∂φH(t), ∂φH(0)}|n⟩c , (10)

{. . .} is the anticommutator, ⟨n|∂φH(t)∂φH(0)|n⟩c ≡
⟨n|∂φH(t)∂φH(0)|n⟩ − ⟨n|∂φH(t)|n⟩ ⟨n|∂φH(0)|n⟩,

∂φH(t) ≡ eiHt∂φHe−iHt , (11)

and ∂φH = ∂hH cos(φ) + ∂gH sin(φ).
Since Eq. (8) implies that χφ is dominated by low-

frequency spectral weight, for small µ [17],

χφ(λ) ≈
{

Φφ(µ)
µ if µ > ∆

Φφ(∆)
∆ otherwise,

(12)

where ∆ is the spectral gap. The angle φmin (φmax)
thus corresponds to the direction along which the spectral
function takes the minimal (maximal) value.

For the Ising model at h = 0, the spectral function van-
ishes at ω → 0 along the integrable direction g due to the
presence of a spectral gap leading to a small (polynomial
in the system size) value of χg [17]. Conversely, along the
integrability breaking h direction, there are no selection
rules for the matrix elements and the spectral function
is constant at ω → 0 such that χh ∼ 1/µ. Thus, we con-
clude that at h = 0 we have φmin = π/2, i.e. parallel to
the g direction, with χmin/χmax ∼ µ ≪ 1. As we slightly
increase h, the spectral function along the h direction re-
mains constant at small frequencies. Conversely, in the
g direction, it is easy to show using perturbation theory
in h that Φg(ω) ∼ h2/ω2. These considerations lead to
the scaling predictions

χg ∼ h2

µ3
and χh ∼ 1

µ
. (13)

These scalings agree with numerical results (see Fig. 5b).
Note that, at the critical value hc ∼ µ where χg = χh,
the minimal and the maximal directions switch: in the
regime where h < hc, χg is smaller than χh and so φmin

(φmax) is aligned along the integrable (nonintegrable) di-
rection, which is approximately parallel (perpendicular)
to the line h = 0. Similar analysis applies to the c-XXZ
model such that at sufficiently large L and small µ near,
for example, the integrable line g = 1, one expects

χg ∼ C

µ
and χh ∼ (g − 1)2

µ3
. (14)

Once again, these scalings agree with results in Fig. 5a
but with slightly stronger finite-size effects as the con-
stant C turns out to be rather small and so the estimate
in Eq. (12) is less accurate for smaller system sizes.

To understand the physical difference between maxi-
mal and minimal directions, let us examine the nonequal
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FIG. 4. Relaxation dynamics of the Ising model. (a) shows
the non-equal time correlation functions of ∂φH in the min-
imal (solid lines) and maximal (dashed lines) directions for
L = 18 at g = 1.5 with h = 0.2, 0.15, 0.1. Inset (i) shows the
corresponding spectral function Φφ(ω) for the same values of
h. The dashed vertical line indicates the value of µ ≈ 0.003
used while the dotted vertical line indicates the broadening
Γ = 0.5ωH , where ωH is the typical level spacing, used to eval-
uate the spectral function (see Eqs. (C1) and (C2)). Inset (ii)
shows φmin against h near h = 0. (b) The spectral function
Φ(ω) in the g-direction (solid lines) and h-direction (dashed
lines) for different values of h with L = 18. Γ = 0.5ωH is also
used here. To reduce finite size effects, each Φ(ω) is averaged
over 3 different realizations of g ∈ {1.485, 1.5, 1.515}. Inset
shows the same plot with frequency scaled by h and the dot-
ted line indicating perturbative result (h/ω)2.

time correlation function Cφ(t) and the corresponding
spectral function Φφ(ω). Here, we focus on the Ising
model as it is more generic. For concreteness, we con-
sider the Ising model at fixed g = 1.5 and vary the small
integrability breaking h. We show a similar analysis for
the coupled XXZ model in Appendix C. The resulting
Cφ(t) computed at L = 18 and for h = 0.2, 0.15, 0.1
in both minimal (Cmin(t)) and maximal (Cmax(t)) direc-
tions are shown in Fig. 4a. We see that, for all values of
h, Cmin(t) relaxes much faster than Cmax(t). As we men-



6

tioned previously, the physical reason is due to the long
prethermalization of observables conjugate to integrable
directions. Perhaps surprisingly, we see no evidence of
prethermalization in the direction φmin for any value of
h. This is in contrast to the c-XXZ model, where both
minimal and maximal directions show prethermalization
in the thermodynamic limit. The same conclusion can be
reached by analyzing the spectral weight at low frequen-
cies in the maximal direction (shown in inset (i) of Fig.
4a), which rapidly increases as h → 0. Conversely, in
the minimal direction, the spectral function only slightly
depends on h. As h approaches zero, we observe that
Cmax ≈ Cg decays at later times with increasingly noisy
features marked by discrete many-body resonances due
to finite level spacing [16, 37], while Cmin does not change
much and so is not sensitive to these resonances.

In Fig. 4b, we show the spectral function with very
small integrability breaking perturbations, where the
φmin and φmax directions approximately coincide with
g and h directions, respectively. We see that the observ-
able parallel to integrability ∂gH has large overlaps with
conserved operators and hence a large Drude weight at
ω → 0. As the integrability breaking term is turned on,
this Drude weight broadens, leading to a large spectral
weight at low frequencies (see also Refs. [15, 23]). At
large cutoff µ, this low frequency spectral weight does
not affect χ and so the minimal direction is approxi-
mately parallel to the g direction. However, as µ becomes
smaller, this low frequency tail dominates χg at decreas-
ing values of h, leading to a sharper switch of φmin from
the direction orthogonal to integrability to the one par-
allel to it. In the inset of Fig. 4b, we show the collapse
of the spectral function Φg(ω) to the (h/ω)2 asymptote
expected from perturbation theory.

Let us point out that in Ref. [15], contrary to this
work, it was found that, even for a global integrability
breaking perturbation, both integrability preserving and
breaking directions showed similar scalings of the fidelity
susceptibility with the system size for regions close to in-
tegrability. The reason is that the angle φmin changes
with the integrability breaking coupling. We found that
the spectral function does not diverge as ω → 0 only
along this special direction. For any other φ ̸= φmin, the
fidelity susceptibility is dominated by the divergent con-
tribution coming from χmax: χϕ ≈ sin2(φ − φmin)χmax,
where we find that φmin scales linearly with respect to h
near h = 0 as shown in inset (ii) of Fig. 4a.

V. SCALING OF FIDELITY SUSCEPTIBILITY

Now we examine the scaling of the fidelity susceptibili-
ties χ in minimal and maximal directions for both models
near lines of integrability and thereby identify universal
scaling of χ with integrability breaking perturbation. In
Figs. 5a and 5b, we plot the rescaled µχ’s in minimal and
maximal directions against rescaled integrability break-
ing perturbations for the c-XXZ and Ising models, re-
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FIG. 5. Fidelity susceptibility vs. integrability breaking
perturbation. In (a), we plot the rescaled fidelity suscepti-
bility µχ against (g − 1)/µ for the c-XXZ model near and
above the integrable line g = 1 at fixed h = 1.6. Define
m =

∑
i σ

z
i . For even (odd) L, we consider the ⟨m⟩ = 0, ±2

(⟨m⟩ = ±1) magnetization sectors. We use µ = 2L/Ds, where
Ds =

(
L

⌊L/2⌋
)
and ⌊L/2⌋ is the largest integer smaller than or

equal to L/2. In (b), we plot the rescaled fidelity suscepti-
bility µχ/L against h/µ near the integrable line h = 0 with
fixed g = 1.5, where we use all k ̸= (0, π) quasi-momentum
sectors and µ = 2.5 · L/Ds with Ds = 2L/L. For both (a)
and (b), the solid (dashed) lines show fidelity susceptibility
in the minimal (maximal) direction. Insets show the peaks of
the minimal (maximal) χ against 1/µ as diamonds (triangles)
with fits given by the solid (dashed) lines.

spectively. For the Ising model, we additionally divide χ
by L to account for the extensiveness of the perturbation
∂φH. For both plots, we achieve very good collapse, sug-
gesting that in both directions near the integrable lines
we have

χ ∼ 1

µ
f1

(
g − 1

µ

)
, χ ∼ L

µ
f2

(
h

µ

)
, (15)

for the XXZ and Ising models in the thermodynamic
limit, respectively, where f1 and f2 are the scaling func-
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FIG. 6. Scaling of fidelity susceptibility in the thermodynamic
limit. In (a), we plot the rescaled fidelity susceptibility µ2χ
against g − 1 for the c-XXZ model near the integrable line
g = 1 at fixed h = 1.6. In (b), we plot the rescaled fidelity
susceptibility µχ against h near the integrable line h = 0
with fixed g = 1.5. We consider L = 17 in (a) and L = 18
in (b) with many different µ’s chosen to be large enough such
that the thermodynamic limit is reached. For both (a) and
(b), the solid (dashed) lines show χ in the minimal (maximal)
direction.

tions that depend on the direction. These scalings agree
with Eqs. (14) and (13) but extend beyond the validity of
perturbation theory, suggesting universality of the inte-
grability to chaos transition similar to that in equilibrium
continuous phase transitions. The insets in Figs. 5a and
5b show the scaling of the peaks of fidelity susceptibili-
ties χp. While we cannot extract scaling exponents accu-
rately due to limited system sizes, the scaling of χmin/L
for the Ising model is consistent with χp ∼ 1/µ expected
from a flat spectral function at small ω, while the scal-
ings of the other χp’s are consistent with the maximally
chaotic 1/µ2 behavior [17]. Notably, in the Ising model,
χp has a much stronger divergence with µ in the maxi-
mal direction, but, in the XXZ model, both minimal and
maximal directions in thermodynamic limit saturate the
upper bound of χ.

This difference can be further highlighted by examin-
ing χ(µ) in the thermodynamic limit. In Fig. 6a, we plot
µ2χ against g − 1 for the c-XXZ model and, in Fig. 6b,
we show µχ against h for the Ising model. For each plot,
various values of µ are chosen to be large enough such
that thermodynamic limit for χ(µ) is reached. Focusing
on integrability breaking perturbations of the order of
one, we see collapses of µ2χ for the c-XXZ model and µχ
for the Ising model. As we discussed earlier, the latter
scaling is consistent with a flat spectral function at small
frequencies expected from ETH (see Ref. [5]). Hence, as
in Ref. [15], we can conclude that the Ising model be-
comes ergodic in the thermodynamic limit for any value
of h. On the contrary, for the c-XXZ model, the µ2χ col-
lapse suggests that the system never becomes ergodic, i.e.
the Thouless energy is zero, and so the low frequency tail
of the spectral function extends all the way to the Heisen-
berg scale. We confirm this further by observing the lack
of collapse of µχ for any value of g − 1 and by analyzing
the low frequency spectral functions (see Appendix C).
Additionally, we see that the strength of the perturba-
tion corresponding to the maximum value of χ rapidly
falls to zero with decreasing µ for the Ising model (in
agreement with Ref. [15]), while it barely changes with
µ for the c-XXZ model. From these observations we ar-
rive at a very interesting conclusion: for the c-XXZ model
with the boundary perturbation, chaos emerges for a tiny
perturbation strength that quickly vanishes with the sys-
tem size, which is in agreement with an earlier work in
Ref. [17]. However, there is no indication that this model
ever becomes truly ergodic, i.e. that it ever thermalizes.
This behavior is more typical for zero-dimensional sys-
tems near the classical limit satisfying the KAM theo-
rem [38].

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

We found that integrable regions act as attractors of
the adiabatic flows. Specifically, the flows in the direc-
tions that minimize the quantum geometric tensor lead
towards integrable regions. We showed that the under-
lying reason for this behavior is due to faster relaxation
of observables conjugate to these directions at small in-
tegrability breaking than for observables conjugate to di-
rections parallel to integrability.
We analyzed two one-dimensional models represent-

ing the coupled XXZ chain and the Ising model with
boundary and bulk integrability breaking perturbations,
respectively. We numerically computed flow diagrams
and identified distinct phases of flows that connect dif-
ferent or same areas of integrability. For both models,
we found that the geometric tensor exhibits universal
scaling behavior near integrable lines, suggesting a close
analogy between emerging chaos and continuous phase
transitions. As a side result, we found strong numerical
indications that the Ising model becomes ergodic and so
satisfies ETH in the thermodynamic limit for any value of
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the integrability breaking perturbation. Conversely, we
found that the coupled XXZ chain for any nonzero per-
turbation is in a chaotic regime but never satisfies ETH:
that is, it is never ergodic.

There is an interesting corollary of our results, which
suggests that systems, where external couplings are
treated as macroscopic dynamical degrees of freedom, can
generically self tune themselves close to integrable regions
during autonomous time evolutions. Thus, “integrability
is attractive” not only in the mathematical sense but also
as fixed points of time evolutions. This conclusion is in
parallel to that of earlier works [39, 40], suggesting that,
for systems close to the ground states, high symmetry
or quantum critical points are natural attractors of dy-
namics. The physical reason of this dynamical attraction
is that the divergent fidelity susceptibility comes with
divergent dissipation and mass renormalization, leading
to the freeze of time evolution along the directions with
large χ. Therefore, such dynamical systems would natu-
rally evolve along the minimal directions.

Practically, our results pave the way to numerically
finding nontrivial integrable or nearly integrable regimes
either numerically by minimizing the norms of the adi-
abatic gauge potentials or experimentally by finding di-
rections with fastest long-time relaxation. They also sug-
gest that it is plausible to develop a full scaling theory
of emergence of chaos similar to the theory of continuous
phase transitions.
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Appendix A: Extrapolation of Flow Diagrams

Here, we provide details on our numerical extrapola-
tion of the infinite temperature phase diagrams in the
thermodynamic limit L → ∞.

For the c-XXZ model, to visualize the growth of re-
gion A as defined in Fig. 3a, we examine the flow dia-
grams for system sizes L = 14, 16, 18. As before, we con-
sider the zero-magnetization sectors with µ = 2L/Ds and

Ds =
(

L
L/2

)
. We identify the outermost boundaries of the

semicircular flows above g = 1 and plot them for various
L’s in Fig. 7a. As shown, the boundary grows outwards
without any signs of slowing down as L increases and so
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FIG. 7. Phase boundary lines of flows. (a) shows the growth
of phase region that connects the integrable line g = 1 with
itself in the c-XXZ model for L = 14, 16, 18 and (b) shows
the phase regions A, B, B’, C, and D in the Ising model for
L = 16, 18, 20 (see text for more details). The black dotted
lines in (b) are the linearly extrapolated phase boundary lines.

we expect that the region above the liine g = 1 to be
dominated by region A in the thermodynamic limit.

For the Ising model, we identify five regions A, B,
B’, C, and D and then plot their boundaries for sys-
tem sizes L = 16, 18, 20 in Fig. 7b. Once again, we
use all k ̸= (0, π) quasi-momentum sectors for L = 16, 18
and the k = π/2 quasi-momentum sector for L = 20
with µ = 2.5 · L/Ds where Ds = 2L/L. Here, re-
gion D (B’) denotes connectivity of the integrable point

I∞ :
√
h2 + g2 → ∞ with itself (integrable line g = 0)

[see Fig. 2b for visualization of regions]. As shown, re-
gion A remains stable for L ≥ 18 and region D tends to
be pushed outward as L increases. Further, the portion
of region B’ that connects to the integrable point I∞
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gets pushed rightwards as L increases as shown by the
extrapolated line. Then, in the thermodynamic limit, we
expect region D to be nonexistent while regions B’ to be-
come part of region B. Therefore, we only expect three
regions (A, B, and C) to survive in the thermodynamic
limit as shown in Fig. 3b.

Appendix B: Nonergodicity of the c-XXZ model

As shown in Fig. 6a of Sec. V, the fidelity suscep-
tibility scales as 1/µ2 in the c-XXZ model, which is a
signature of maximally chaotic behavior. On the other
hand, χ scales as 1/µ in the Ising model, which is a nec-
essary but not sufficient condition for ergodicity. Here,
we observe that the c-XXZ model is nonergodic as χ does
not scale as 1/µ. In Fig. 8, we plot µχ against g − 1 at
fixed h = 1.6 for the c-XXZ model in the thermodynamic
limit. We do not observe any signs of persistent collapse
of µχ as µ → 0 and hence no sign of ergodicity for all
values of g − 1 > 0.
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FIG. 8. Fidelity susceptibility vs. boundary integrability
breaking perturbation in the thermodynamic limit for the c-
XXZ model. We plot the rescaled fidelity susceptibility µχ
against g − 1 for the c-XXZ model near the integrable line
g = 1 at fixed h = 1.6.

Appendix C: Spectral analysis

As shown in Sec. V, the scaling of the fidelity sus-
ceptibility χ is quite different between the two models.
Here, we systematically investigate these differences by
computing the spectral functions Φφ(ω) from Eq. (9),
which can be calcuated using exact diagonalization

Φφ(ω) =
1

D
∑
n

∑
m ̸=n

| ⟨m|∂φH|n⟩|2δ(ω − ωmn) , (C1)

where δ(x) is replaced with the Gaussian

δ(x) → 1

Γ
√
2π

e−x2/(2Γ2) . (C2)

Here, Γ is the broadening term that defines the width of
the delta function. For subsequent computations (includ-
ing those in the inset of Fig. 4), we use Γ = αωH > ωmin,
where ωH (ωmin) is the typical (minimum) level spacing of
the central 50% of eigenstates and we choose α ∼ 0.1−0.5
depending on the extent of the finite-size effects.
While we do not have a sufficient dynamical range to

accurately extract the low-frequency asymptotes of the
spectral functions, we can find their approximate power
law scalings by fitting them to [23]

Φ(ω) =
C

ωmin(1−1/z,0)
, (C3)

where C ≡ Φ(ω = 1) and z is the dynamical exponent.
In an ergodic regime, we expect z = 2 for regime ω >
ωTh ∼ 1/L2 while z = 0 (exponential decay in time)
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FIG. 9. Spectral analysis of the Ising model. We plot the
spectral function Φ(ω) against frequency ω at h = 0.5 in (a)
and h = 1 in (b). For each plot, the solid (dashed) lines
show Φ(ω) in the minimal (maximal) direction. Each Φ(ω) is
averaged over 3 realizations of g centered around g = 1.5 with
maximum deviation of 1%. The vertical dotted lines show the
values of Γ = 0.5ωH used for different system sizes.
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when ω < ωTh, where ωTh is the Thouless frequency.
The expected ETH scaling χ ∼ 1/µ corresponds to z = 0
(more accurately z < 1). In contrast, to observe χ ∼
1/µ2 scaling saturating the maximum bound of fidelity
susceptibility, we need z → ∞ such that Φ(ω) ∼ 1/ω [43].
Next, we numerically verify these two expected behaviors
of Φ(ω) in the Ising and c-XXZ models, respectively.

In the Ising model, we observe signs of ergodicity, i.e.
χ ∼ 1/µ, for regions h ∼ 10−1−100 at fixed g = 1.5 with
the values of µ’s considered in Sec. V. Hence, in Figs. 9a
and 9b, we plot the spectral functions Φ(ω) against the
frequency ω at h = 0.5 and h = 1, respectively, for system
sizes L = 15, 16, 17, 18. For each plot, we show Φ(ω) in
the integrable and nonintegrable directions. As expected,
we find that Φ(ω) is saturated for low frequencies as it is
hard to see diffusive tail corresponding to z = 2 for these
system sizes and thus observe χ ∼ 1/µ scaling. For the
c-XXZ model, we consider g − 1 = 0.5 and g − 1 = 10,
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FIG. 10. Spectral analysis of c-XXZ model at large integra-
bility breaking. We plot the spectral function Φ(ω) against
frequency ω at g−1 = 0.5 in (a) and g−1 = 10 in (b). For each
plot, the solid (dashed) lines show Φ(ω) in the minimal (max-
imal) direction. Each Φ(ω) is averaged over 3 realizations of h
around h = 1.6 with maximum deviation of 1%. The vertical
dotted lines show the values of Γ = 0.1ωH used for different
system size while the black dashed lines show the inverse fre-
quency scaling of the spectral function: Φ(ω) ∼ 1/ω.

where we observe µ2χ collapse in Fig. 5a, and plot the
spectral functions for system sizes L = 14, 15, 16, 17 in
Figs. 10a and 10b, respectively. We see that, at in-
termediate frequencies, Φ(ω) ∼ 1/ω for both values of
g − 1, especially in the maximal directions, which lead
to χ ∼ 1/µ2 scaling in the thermodynamic limit. The
fit is better with some lower exponent z in the minimal
direction for g − 1 = 10. However, the spectral function
still shows tendency to diverge at ω → 0 as L → ∞.
Finally, in Fig. 11, we plot the spectral function Φ(ω)

close to the integrable point g = 1 at system size L = 17
with h = 1.6. As shown, the low frequency behaviors of
Φ(ω) in both minimal and maximal directions are quite
similar as both directions show divergent spectral func-
tion at ω → 0. This is in stark contrast to those shown
in the Ising model (refer to the low frequency tails of
Φ(ω) in Fig. 4b), where, along the integrability breaking
direction, the spectral function remains flat.
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FIG. 11. Spectral analysis of c-XXZ model at small integra-
bility breaking. We plot the spectral function Φ(ω) against
frequency ω for several values of g−1 > 0. The solid (dashed)
lines show Φ(ω) in the h (g ) direction. Each Φ(ω) is aver-
aged over 3 realizations of h centered around h = 1.6 with
maximum deviation of 1%. Γ = 0.1ωH is used. Inset shows
Φ(ω) against ω/(g − 1) while the dotted line indicates the
(ω/(g − 1))−2 asymptote.
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