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Eigenstate thermalization hypothesis is a detailed statement of the matrix elements of few-body
operators in energy eigenbasis of a chaotic Hamiltonian. Part of the statement is that the off-diagonal
elements fall exponential for large energy difference. We propose that the exponent (γ > 0) is a
measure of quantum chaos. Smaller γ implies more chaotic dynamics. The chaos bound is given
by γ = β/4 where β is the inverse temperature. We give analytical argument in support of this
proposal. The slower exponential fall also means that the action of the operator on a state leads
to higher delocalization in energy eigenbasis. Numerically we compare two chaotic Hamiltonians
- SYK model and chaotic XXZ spin chain. Using the new measure, we find that the SYK model
becomes maximally chaotic at low temperature which has been shown rigorously in previous works.
The new measure is more readily accessible compare to other measures using numerical methods.

Tremendous advances have been made in identifying
new diagnostics of quantum chaos and measures of quan-
tum chaos in the last two decades. Traditionally, quan-
tum chaos is diagnosed using level statistics [1]. In recent
years, many other diagnostics have also been proposed.
Some of the well known ones are exponential decay of
out-of-time-ordered (OTO) correlators [2], spectral form
factor [3, 4] and many others [5]. Diagnostic like OTO
correlators has been shown to be superior to the study
of level statistics in certain systems [6]. Some of the
diagnostics can even quantity the strength of chaotic dy-
namics. The most popular one is the Lyapunov expo-
nent from OTO correlators. But it has also been shown
that scrambling dynamics which is responsible for the
exponential decay of OTO correlators does not always
come from quantum chaos [7, 8]. All-in all, study of level
statistics seems to be the most conservative diagnostic
of quantum chaos. On the other hand, thermalization in
quantum systems is guaranteed by eigenstate thermaliza-
tion hypothesis (ETH) [9, 10]. ETH has been shown to
hold true for many well-known quantum chaotic systems.
Whether ETH and quantum chaos implies each other is
still not completely settled but the available evidences
overwhelmingly suggest that ETH and quantum chaos
implies each other. For the rest paper, we will be work-
ing with the assumption that ETH and quantum chaos
implies each other.
In this paper, we will identify a measure of chaos from

ETH. The Lyapunov exponent λ has a bound λ ≤ 2π/β
where β is the inverse temperature [2]. This bound has
also been derived from ETH [11]. ETH statement is con-
cerned with local operators which correspond to physical
observables. The precise statement of ETH is that the
matrix elements of such operator A in energy eigenbasis
|Ei⟩ is given by

Aij = A(E)δij + e−S(E)/2f(E,ω)Rij (1)

where |i⟩ and |j⟩ are energy eigenstates with energies Ei

and Ej respectively and E = (Ei + Ej)/2, ω = Ei − Ej .
S(E) is the entropy at energy E. A(E) is equal to
the expectation value of A in the microcanonical ensem-

ble at energy E or other ensembles by the equivalence
of ensembles. f(E,ω) is a smooth function of its ar-
guments. f(E,ω) also falls exponentially for large |ω|
[11]. f(E,ω) is also a monotonically increasing function
of S(E) [12]. Rmn are pseudo-random variables with
zero mean and unit variance. A is hermitian and hence
Rij = R∗

ji, f(E,−ω) = f∗(E,ω). The statistical average
of RijRjkRklRli are given by [13]

RijRjkRklRli = δik + δjl + e−S(E)g(E,ω1, ω2, ω3) (2)

where E = (Ei + Ej + Ek + El)/4, ω1 = Ei − Ej , ω2 =
Ej − Ek, ω3 = Ek − El. Note that the extra e−S(E) in
g term is in addition to the e−S(E)/2 suppression in (1).
For simplicity, we have used an operator A with thermal
expectation value equal to zero A(E) = 0.
Our proposal is concerned with the rate of exponential

fall of f(E,ω) for large |ω|. We propose that

the rate of exponential fall of f(E,ω) for large |ω| is a
measure of quantum chaos, with a lower bound given by

β/4 which is the maximal chaos limit.

A slower exponential fall corresponds to more chaotic
dynamics. Mathematically,

f(E,ω) ∼ e−γ|ω|, γ ≥ β/4, for large |ω| (3)

Now we will motivate why γ can be used as a measure
of chaos. We will suppress E dependence from here on.
For this, we will closely follow the derivation of Lyapunov
bound from ETH in [11]. Consider the system is in a
thermal state with density matrix given by ρ = e−βH

where H is the Hamiltonian of the system. Finiteness of
A2 expectation value in large system-size limit enforces
that f(ω) should fall exponentially for large |ω| at least
as fast as

f(ω) ∼ e−β|ω|/4 (4)

Note that random matrix theory (RMT) violates this
lower bound on the exponential fall. In RMT, f(ω) is
a constant.
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The rate of exponential fall of g(ω1, ω2, ω3) is fixed by
the connected part of the four point function

F4(t1, t2, t3) = Tr[ρ1/4A(t1)ρ
1/4A(t2)ρ

1/4A(t3)ρ
1/4A(0)]

(5)

and, assuming (4), it has been found to be

g(ω1, ω2, ω3) ∼ e−β|ω3|/4 for fixed ω1, ω2 (6)

The OTO correlator from which the Lyapunov exponent
can be extract is the connected part of F4(t, 0, t) which
is denoted by F4C(t). The Fourier transform of F4C(t) is
given by

F̃4C(ω) =

∫
ω1,ω2

f(ω1)f(ω2)f(ω − ω1)f(−ω − ω2)

×g(E,ω1, ω2, ω − ω1) (7)

The chaos bound (λ ≤ 2π/β) is found from the exponen-
tial fall of F̃4C(ω) for large |ω|.

Now if f(E,ω) falls faster than what is specified in (4),
meaning in (3) γ > β/4, then g(ω1, ω2, ω3) perhaps can
fall slower than what has been set as a slowest possible
limit in (6). But note that what has been set in (6) is the
slowest exponential fall, so it is most likely that even for
a faster exponential fall of f(E,ω), the slowest possible
fall of g(E,ω1, ω2, ω3) is still fixed by (6). In other words,
we take the bound on the exponent in (6) to be universal.

Going through the standard steps in [11], we find that
the relation between γ and λ is

γ =
3π

4λ
− β

8
(8)

This is the relation between our new measure and the
well-known Lyapunov exponent λ.

In the rest of the paper, we will show that the highly
chaotic SYK model satisfies our new bound in the low
temperature limit. We will also consider a chaotic XXZ
spin chain and show that they are less chaotic compare to
SYK model. The advantage of our new measure is that
it is ready accessible numerically. On the other hand,
calculation of Lyapunov exponent from OTO correlators
becomes murky when timescales of scrambling and dissi-
pation are not well separated.

The Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model [14–17] has been
intensely studied for the last decade or so. The model has
many remarkable properties. One of its important prop-
erties is that it saturates the chaos bound at low temper-
ature. The SYK model is a quantum system of a large
L number of fermions with random all-to-all interaction.
The interaction can be between any even q number of
fermions. So, it is a non-local or a 0-dimensional system.
We will work with 4-fermion (q=4) interaction. The ob-
servable that we will be considering is the occupation
number operator of a site (say site-1). The Hamiltonian

FIG. 1: The top panels are plots of the spectrum of the two
models. The lower panels are plots of the entropy as a

function of the inverse temperature β.

of SYK model and the operator A = n1 are

HSYK =

L∑
i,j,k,l=1

JijklΨ
†
iΨ

†
jΨkΨl, ASYK = n1 = Ψ†

1Ψ1

(9)

The couplings Jijkl are random numbers drawn from a
Gaussian distribution with zero mean and variance equal
to 6/L3. In many numerical works on SYK model, the
quantities of interest are averaged over large of realiza-
tions of the couplings. But here, we will be considering
only one realization so no averaging will be performed.
The XXZ spin chain is chaotic with a large next-to-

nearest neighbour interaction [18]. We consider system of
size L. The observable that we will be considering is the
spin of a site (say site-1), Sz

1 . We choose open boundary
condition to break translational invariance. The Hamil-
tonian of XXZ spin chain is

H0 =
L−1∑
i=1

[
Jxy

(
Sx
i S

x
i+1 + Sy

i S
y
i+1

)
+ JzS

z
i S

z
i+1

]
+

L−2∑
i=1

J ′
zS

z
i S

z
i+2, AXXZ = Sz

1 (10)

The top panels in Figure 1 are plots of the spectrum of
the two models. The lower panels are plots of the entropy
as a function of the effective inverse temperature βeff .
As, one can see the entropy of SYK model is very large
even for very low temperature. This is the manifestation
of the well-known result that the entropy of SYK model
is non-zero at zero temperature (when taking the limit
L → ∞ first and then taking β → 0).
Next we calculate the f(ω) as a function of ω for

fixed E which corresponds to effective inverse temper-
ature βeff . The top panels of Figure 2 are the plots.
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FIG. 2: The top panels are plots of f(ω) as a function of ω
for fixed E which corresponds to effective inverse

temperature βeff . The lower panels are plots of − log[f(ω)]
as a function of large ω for the same data set.

FIG. 3: Plot of γ/β as a function of effective inverse
temperature βeff . The SYK model saturates the chaos

bound γ/β ≤ 1/4 at low temperature.

The lower panels are plots of − log[f(ω)] as a function
of large ω. They are nice straight lines. In the small
temperature limit, we will find that the slope is given by
γ = β/4 for SYK model. In case of XXZ spin chain,
the exponent does not change much with the variation of
temperature. Note that it is evident from the top pan-
els that f(E,ω) is bigger for higher positive temperature
which means that f(E,ω) is a monotonically increasing
function of S(E) [12].

Figure 3 are the plots of γ/β as a function of the effec-
tive inverse temperature βeff . The SYK model saturates
the chaos bound γ/β ≤ 1/4 at low temperature. The
XXZ spin chain becomes less chaotic at low temperature.
This is expected because low positive temperature means
the left edge of the spectrum where it is known that the
system becomes less chaotic in case of Hamiltonian with
local interactions only [18].

Another motivation for considering the exponent γ to
be taken as a measure for chaos comes from the fact that
smaller γ leads to wider delocalization when the operator
acts on an eigenstate. Cansider the system to be in an
energy eigenstate |En⟩. If we act on this wavefunction
with the operator A, the new wavefunction would be a

linear superposition of many energy eigenstates given by

A|En⟩ =
1

N
∑
m

Amn|Em⟩ =
∑
m

Cm|Em⟩ (11)

where N is the normalization factor. So, the new wave-
function is delocalized in the energy eigenbasis. This de-
localization can be quantified in terms of inverse partici-
pation ratio (IPR) [19] given by

IPR =
1∑

m |Cm|4
(12)

IPR is large when the wavefunction is spread out in the
particular eigenbasis under consideration which in our
case is energy eigenbasis. As we have mentioned above,
f(ω) is a constant for RMT. So, IPR will be maximum
for the state in (11) when we are working with RMT.
RMT is the prototypical theory with which one compares
a system to show that the system is chaotic. On the
other hand, it is known that non-chaotic systems have
small value of IPR for the above state because only a
few Amn are large and non-zero. So, the delocalization
of the above perturbed state quantified in terms of IPR
can be considered as another measure of chaos. We have
only quantified the degree of chaos further in terms of
the exponent γ.
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