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The Lindblad description of an open quantum system gives rise to two types of integrability,
since the nonequilibrium steady state can be integrable independently of the Liouvillian. Taking
boundary-driven and dephasing spin chains as a representative example, we discriminate Liouvillian
and steady-state chaos by combining level spacing statistics and an extension of the eigenstate
thermalization hypothesis to open quantum systems. Moreover, we analyze the structure of the
steady states by expanding it in the basis of Pauli strings and comparing the weight of strings of
different lengths. We show that the natural expectation that integrable steady states are “simple”
(i.e., built from few-body local operators) does not hold: the steady states of both chaotic and
integrable models have relevant contributions coming from Pauli strings of all possible lengths,
including long-range and many-body interactions. Nevertheless, we show that one can effectively
use the operator-size distribution to distinguish chaotic and integrable steady states.

I. INTRODUCTION

The effect of the environment on a quantum system
leads to rich dynamics, often inherently different from
those in isolated quantum systems. This also applies to
the notions of quantum chaos and integrability. For iso-
lated quantum systems, the quantum chaos conjecture
proved to be valuable for characterizing quantum chaos
and integrability, relying on spectral statistics of the
Hamiltonian [1, 2]. For extended (many-body) quantum
systems, quantum chaos is intimately related to thermal-
ization, which is addressed by the eigenstate thermaliza-
tion hypothesis (ETH) [3–9]. The underlying mathemati-
cal framework is given by random matrix theory (RMT):
some properties of a chaotic quantum Hamiltonian are
well-described by a random matrix. A theme of current
interest is the extension of these ideas to open quantum
systems. This effort has led to advances in understanding
the spectral statistics of quantum Liouvillians and their
use for probing quantum chaos [10–28], and to adapta-
tions of the ETH to open quantum systems [29–32].

Our starting point for describing open quantum sys-
tems is the Lindblad master equation [33–35], which as-
sumes the bath(s) to be Markovian. In recent years, the
Lindblad description has been used extensively for ex-
tended many-body systems with a well-defined thermo-
dynamic limit, so that questions like thermalization and
integrability are relevant. The investigation of these sys-
tems benefits from an increasing number of known ex-
actly solvable models, such as quadratic systems [36–42]
and models that can be solved via the Bethe ansatz [43–
47], as well as boundary-driven systems where only the
steady state is known explicitly [48–65].

The dynamics of a Lindblad equation leads to a steady
state in the long-time limit. (There might be multiple
steady states, but such cases will not be relevant for this
work.) As a result, two types of integrability naturally
arise, which marks a prominent difference from isolated
quantum systems. On the one hand, the full system in
terms of its Liouvillian may be integrable. Then the

steady state of the system is known as well. On the
other hand, a model can have an integrable steady state,
with the Liouvillian itself being nonintegrable. We are in-
terested in gaining a better understanding of how these
types of integrability relate to different criteria associated
with quantum chaos. Therefore, we analyze spin chains
exhibiting these types of integrability using measures of
chaos: in particular, we use complex level spacing ra-
tios [14] for the Liouvillian spectrum, the level spacing
distribution of the steady-state density matrix ρss, and
an extension of ETH to nonequilibrium steady states [29].
This extension of ETH associates a Hamiltonian Hss with
the steady state (ρss = e−Hss) and inquires whether this
“steady-state Hamiltonian” Hss obeys ETH.

We find for the studied models that integrability in all
cases leads to Poisson level statistics, for the Liouvillian
as well as for the steady state. Furthermore, if just the
steady state is integrable but not the Liouvillian, only
the (real) levels of the steady state are Poissonian while
the (complex) eigenvalues of the Liouvillian exhibit level
repulsion. This demonstrates that chaotic dissipative dy-
namics do not always relax to a chaotic steady state. We
also show that the steady-state Hamiltonian Hss exhibits
ETH scaling [66] when the steady state is nonintegrable
and fails to show this scaling behavior when the steady
state is integrable.

In addition, we examine explicitly the structure of the
steady state, by characterizing the complexity of the
steady-state Hamiltonian Hss using the notion of opera-
tor size [67–72]. A reasonable conjecture might be that,
in the cases where the steady state is integrable, Hss

might be a familiar Hamiltonian known from the integra-
bility literature, or at least that it has the simple form
of being composed of local few-body operators. We test
this idea for a few cases with integrable steady states.
We demonstrate that, for the integrable steady states we
have looked at, Hss is not simple in this sense: its expan-
sion in Pauli strings includes many-body operators and
has no strong locality. However, the integrable steady
states are in some sense “more local” than the noninte-
grable cases, and the shape of the operator size distri-
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bution allows us to identify steady-state integrability in
several cases.

We proceed by introducing in Sec. II the Lindblad for-
malism and the models we study, as well as the measures
of chaos that we use for Liouvillians and their steady
states. Sec. III presents the properties of the models with
respect to RMT and ETH. In Sec. IV, we investigate the
expansion of the steady-state Hamiltonian in the basis
of Pauli strings, to explore whether and how integrable
steady states are simpler in the operator basis compared
to nonintegrable steady states. The concluding section
provides a summary and some discussion.

II. FORMALISM, MODELS, AND
CHAOS-INTEGRABILITY DISCRIMINATORS

A. Lindblad formalism and the Liouvillian

We consider the time evolution of the system’s reduced
density matrix ρ given by a quantum master equation,

d

dt
ρ = Lρ. (1)

Under the assumption that the time evolution is Marko-
vian, the Liouvillian superoperator L assumes the Lind-
blad form [33–35]

Lρ = −i[H, ρ] +Dρ, (2)

with dissipator

Dρ =

D
2−1∑

k=1

γk

(
LkρSL

†
k − 1

2
{L†

kLk, ρS}
)
. (3)

Here D is the dimension of the reduced Hilbert space,
the jump operators Lk account for the coupling to the
environment, and the real positive coefficients γk give the
coupling strength of the different decay channels. The
steady state ρss is defined as the eigenstate of L with
zero eigenvalue.

To study the spectral and steady-state properties of a
superoperator such as L, it is convenient to represent it
as a D2 ×D2 matrix acting on a doubled Hilbert space
H⊗H, where H is the Hilbert space of the system. Op-
erators, such as ρ, are mapped to D2-dimensional vectors
|ρ⟩⟩, and the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product of two oper-
ators becomes the standard vector inner product on the
doubled Hilbert space. In the doubled Hilbert space, the
vectorized Liouvillian is written as

L = −i
(
H ⊗ 1− 1⊗H∗)+D, (4)

with

D =
∑
k

γk

(
Lk ⊗ L∗

k − 1

2

[
(L†

kLk)⊗ 1+ 1⊗ (L†
kLk)

∗
])

.

(5)

Here 1 is the identity in H.

B. Boundary-driven spin chain models

We consider a family of homogeneous XXZ Heisen-
berg spin chains of length N with nearest- and next-to-
nearest-neighbour interactions, whose Hamiltonian is

H = J

N−1∑
j=1

(σx
j σ

x
j+1 + σy

j σ
y
j+1 +∆σz

jσ
z
j+1)

+ J ′
N−2∑
j=1

(σx
j σ

x
j+2 + σy

j σ
y
j+2 +∆′σz

jσ
z
j+2), (6)

with the Pauli matrices σα
j (α = x, y, z) acting on site j.

The corresponding spin operators are Sα
j = 1

2σ
α
j . For

the Lindblad operators Lk we consider source and sink
driving at the boundaries of the chain,

L+
l = σ+

1 , L−
l = σ−

1 ,

L+
r = σ+

N , L−
r = σ−

N , (7)

and dephasing on all sites,

Ldeph
j = σz

j , j = 1, . . . , N. (8)

The respective dissipative coupling strengths are denoted
by γ±

l , γ±
r , and γdeph. We study in detail several particu-

lar cases of this model, whose parameters are summarized
in Table I. In all cases the full Hilbert space dimension is
D = 2N .

1. Model A

The first model we study is given by a nearest-neighbor
XXX Hamiltonian (J = ∆ = 1, J ′ = ∆′ = 0), which is
coupled to a source on one boundary and a sink on the
other, and which has no dephasing (γdeph = 0). For
this model, one can construct the steady state ρss ex-
actly [49, 50]. However, the full spectrum of the Liouvil-
lian is nonintegrable [14]. We break the integrability of
the steady state by adding next-to-nearest-neighbor in-
teractions in the bulk Hamiltonian, setting J ′ = 1. The
nonintegrable model will be referred to as A′ (see Ta-
ble I).

2. Model B

As a second model, we consider a boundary-driven XX-
spin chain with additional dephasing. Here, the driving
is an arbitrary coupling to sources and sinks at both
boundaries together with dephasing. This model can
be mapped to the Fermi-Hubbard chain with an imag-
inary interaction and imaginary boundary magnetic field
and is thus Bethe-ansatz integrable [43]. In contrast to
model A, both the full Liouvillian and the steady state
are integrable. In this case, we can break integrability by
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Table I. Parameters for the specific models introduced in
§II B. Two values of the dephasing strength γ

deph are used
for models of type B. (The rationale is explained in §III B.)
The checkmarks in the last two columns indicate whether the
Liouvillian or the steady state are integrable, respectively.

Model J ∆ J
′

∆
′

γ
deph

γ
+
l γ

−
l γ

+
r γ

−
r L ρss

A 1 1 0 0 0 0.6 0 0 1.4 ✓
A

′ 1 1 1 1 0 0.6 0 0 1.4
B 1 0 0 0 1.0/0.1 0.5 1.2 1.0 0.8 ✓ ✓
B1 1 0.5 0 0 1.0/0.1 0.5 1.2 1.0 0.8
B2 1 0 1 0 1.0/0.1 0.5 1.2 1.0 0.8
B3 1 0.5 1 0.5 1.0/0.1 0.5 1.2 1.0 0.8

introducing an anisotropy ∆, by adding next-to-nearest-
neighbor interactions J ′, or both (models B1, B2, and
B3 in Table I, respectively).

C. Symmetries

The family of models we look at has symmetries of
the Liouvillian and the steady state that need to be re-
solved to analyze spectral statistics. It is straightforward
to verify that the general Liouvillian (4) with Lindblad
operators (7) and (8) commutes with the superoperator

Sz = Sz ⊗ 1− 1⊗ Sz, (9)

where Sz is the total spin in the z-direction, Sz =∑
j S

z
j = 1

2

∑
j σ

z
j . This is an example of a weak sym-

metry of the Liouvillian, since Sz does not commute
with each individual Lindblad operator Lk [73]. As a
consequence, the Liouvillian has a block-diagonal struc-
ture with 2N +1 blocks labeled by the quantum number
M = 0, . . . , 2N . The M -th block has dimension

(
2N
M

)
and is spanned by all states |s1, . . . , sN ⟩⊗|s′1, . . . s′N ⟩ such
that N −M = 1

2

∑N
j=1(sj − s′j), where sj , s

′
j = ±1. Li-

ouvillians with only weak symmetries generically have a
unique steady state [73], which belongs to the symmetric
sector N = M . (Otherwise it would be orthogonal to the
identity operator, and therefore traceless.)

Moreover, the steady state inherits the symmetry
of the Liouvillian. Indeed, since L exp{Sz}|ρss⟩⟩ =
exp{Sz}L|ρss⟩⟩ = 0, if ρss is the unique steady state of
L [29] then exp{Sz}|ρss⟩⟩ = |ρss⟩⟩. In terms of operators
in the original Hilbert space, we have

[ρss, S
z] = 0. (10)

The same argument applies to any eigenstate with non-
degenerate eigenvalue. As before, the steady state splits
into N + 1 sectors labeled by m = 0, . . . , N . The mth
block has dimension

(
N
m

)
and is spanned by the states

|s1, . . . , sN ⟩ with
∑N

j=1 sj = N −m.
The presence of symmetries has implications for the

spectral statistics, as the different sectors of Liouvillian

and steady state are effectively independent. If the sec-
tors are not separated, this would always lead to level
statistics close to Poisson. To observe RMT statistics in
chaotic models, we will focus on the steady-state sector
of the Liouvillian and sector m = N

2 (m = N+1
2 ) of the

steady state for even (odd) N .

D. Level statistics

To study the level statistics of the Liouvillian, we use
the complex level ratios (CSR) introduced in Ref. [14]:

zm :=
λNN − λm

λNNN − λm

. (11)

Here, λNN and λNNN are the nearest- and next-to-
nearest neighbors of an eigenvalue λm of the Liouvillian.
The use of complex spacing ratios instead of the com-
plex spacings themselves avoids the need to unfold the
spectrum [10]. Also, as the ratios are complex, they con-
tain additional information about the complex spectrum
of the Liouvillian. Computing the spacing ratios for all
levels of a block of the Liouvillian allows us to compute
their distribution in the complex plane. For independent
levels characteristic of an integrable spectrum, the level
spacing ratios are uniformly distributed across the unit
circle (2d Poisson statistics). The levels of chaotic sys-
tems repel, which leads to a suppression of the probability
of ratios with small radial and angular components [14].
The amount of level repulsion is conveniently character-
ized by two single-number measures, namely, the radial
⟨r⟩ and angular −⟨cos θ⟩ average of the spacing ratio,
where zm = rmeiθm [14].

For the steady state, we look at the effective Hamilto-
nian Hss defined as:

ρss = e−Hss . (12)

As before, we will use the level statistics of Hss to de-
tect chaotic or regular behavior. Since the steady state
‘Hamiltonian’ Hss is Hermitian, the spectrum is now real.
Again to circumvent unfolding, we consider level spacing
ratios of the eigenvalues of Hss, defined as [74, 75]:

r̃m = min

(
rm,

1

rm

)
, rm =

sm
sm−1

, (13)

where sm are the spacing between consecutive eigenval-
ues of Hss. Their approximate distributions for inde-
pendent random levels and the eigenvalues of random
matrices are derived in Ref. [75] using Wigner-like sur-
mises. The repulsion of correlated levels suppresses the
probability of small r̃ in chaotic systems.

Since the family of models considered does not have a
transposition symmetry (i.e., time-reversal) [13, 14, 21],
the eigenvalues of the Liouvillian, when chaotic, have the
same spectral correlations as a non-Hermitian random
matrix from the Ginibre unitary ensemble (GinUE). For
the same reason, the eigenvalues of a chaotic steady state
have Gaussian unitary ensemble (GUE) statistics.
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E. NESS ETH

Finally, we employ a recently proposed extension of the
ETH to nonequilibrium steady states of open quantum
systems [29]. ETH describes the underlying mechanism
of thermalization in an isolated quantum system [3–9]. It
can be described as the following ansatz for the matrix-
elements Omn of a few-body observable in the eigenbasis
of the system Hamiltonian with eigenenergies En:

Omn = Ō(Ē)δmn + e−S(Ē)/2fO(Ē, ω)Rmn. (14)

Here Ō and fO are smooth functions of the mean energy
Ē = (Em+En)/2 and the frequency ω = En−Em, with
Ō(Ē) equalling the microcanonical expectation value at
Ē. S(Ē) is the thermodynamic entropy and Rmn is a
random variable with zero mean and variance one. This
hypothesis states that the diagonal matrix elements co-
incide with the microcanonical expectation value up to
subleading fluctuations, while off-diagonal elements fluc-
tuate around zero. Importantly, the standard deviation
σ of the fluctuations decreases with the system size in the
thermodynamic limit. Away from the spectral edges, this
finite-size scaling is expected to obey a power law [66]

σ ∝ D− 1
2 , (15)

with respect to the Hilbert space dimension D. This
scaling can be understood from the ansatz (14), as the
entropy is an extensive quantity that scales linearly with
the system size and hence as S ∼ logD with the Hilbert
space dimension. The σ ∼ D− 1

2 scaling can also be un-
derstood using the similarity between typical many-body
eigenstates and random states [66, 76, 77]. This be-
havior contrasts sharply with integrable systems, which
do not obey ETH scaling — the width of diagonal ma-
trix element distributions generally have power law decay
with system size [66, 78–84]. For isolated quantum sys-
tems, the ETH scaling σ ∼ D− 1

2 for chaotic systems and
its violation for integrable systems have been examined
and demonstrated in a large number of numerical studies
[66, 77–94].

Recently, the ansatz (14) has been extended to the
steady states of open quantum systems [29]. This relies
on the observation that the steady state of an open quan-
tum system in equilibrium is close to the Gibbs state of
the isolated system [95]

ρss ≈
1

Z
e−βH . (16)

If the system is weakly driven out of equilibrium it is
reasonable to assume local equilibrium and therefore for
NESS to be close to the form [96, 97]

ρss ∝ e−
∑

k βkhk+..., (17)

where hk and βk are, respectively, the local energy den-
sity and inverse temperature at site k, and the ellipsis

Table II. Summary of the level spacing results for the different
models studied. The last two lines give the predictions for
Poisson statistics and RMT, respectively.

Model Liouvillian Steady state
⟨r⟩ −⟨cos θ⟩ ⟨r̃⟩

A 0.701 0.100 0.412
A

′ 0.732 0.215 0.620
γ
deph

= 1.0 B 0.662 0.006 0.384
B1 0.734 0.222 0.390
B2 0.735 0.231 0.427
B3 0.734 0.234 0.416

γ
deph

= 0.1 B 0.648 −0.120 0.409
B1 0.720 0.139 0.578
B2 0.736 0.227 0.588
B3 0.737 0.216 0.599

Poisson 0.667 0 0.386
GinUE / GUE 0.738 0.241 0.603

denotes contributions by currents of conserved quanti-
ties. Hence, the steady-state Hamiltonian Hss defined by
Eq. (12) is expected to be local, in good approximation,
and to have a similar structure as H. This motivated the
extension of ETH to nonequilibrium steady states (NESS
ETH), which states that the ansatz of Eq. (14) holds for
the steady-state Hamiltonian Hss if the steady state is
nonintegrable [29]. Although the models we examine are
not in the regime of weak driving, we will check whether
the ansatz (14) and finite-size scaling (15) hold for Hss.

In the models considered, the dimensions of the steady-
state sector and of the full Hilbert space scale the same
way with the system size N . For demonstrating the pres-
ence or absence of ETH scaling, we will plot the width
σ as a function of the system size N , which is propor-
tional to the logarithm of the dimension of the steady-
state sector and also to the logarithm of the full Hilbert
space dimension. If σ is plotted on a logarithmic scale as
a function of N , the σ ∝ D−1/2 dependence appears as
a straight line in such a plot.

III. CHAOS VERSUS INTEGRABILITY IN
BOUNDARY-DRIVEN SPIN CHAINS

We obtained the eigenvalues of the boundary-driven
Liouvillians by full numerical diagonalization. The same
procedure also gave the steady state for smaller system
sizes. For systems with N ≥ 9 the steady state was com-
puted by time evolving the master equation (2) until con-
verging to ρss. Using these density matrices, we studied
the level statistics and NESS ETH, and compared with
RMT or Poisson statistics. We summarize the results for
the level statistics in Table II and discuss the results for
the different models in detail in the following.
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10
−
1

N

σ
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−1 0 1
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0

1

ℜ(z)

ℑ(
z
)

A

−1 0 1
ℜ(z)

A′

(d)

ϵ

⟨S
z 2
⟩

model A

(e)

ϵ

model A′

0.5 1 1.5 2

−0.2

0

0.2

0.6 0.8 1 1.2

N = 8

N = 12

MC

Figure 1. Level statistics of L and Hss and NESS ETH in
models A and A

′. (a) Complex spacing ratios of the Liouvil-
lian L for the steady-state sector, with system size N = 9.
(b) Level spacing ratios of the steady-state Hamiltonian Hss

in the zero-magnetization sector, with system size N = 12.
(c) Standard deviation σ of matrix elements of S

z
2 (in the

eigenbasis of Hss) calculated in a window of width 0.5 in the
center of the spectrum as a function of the system size. (d)
and (e): Expectation values of the operator S

z
2 in the eigen-

states of Hss for model A (d) and A
′ (e), plotted against the

energy density ϵn = En/N . The dashed line denotes the mi-
crocanonical expectation value.

A. XXX-chain (model A)

For both models A and A′, the Liouvillian is noninte-
grable. As expected, the CSR distributions significantly
deviate from Poisson statistics, see Fig. 1(a). While A′

agrees well with the statistics of the GinUE ensemble, A
lies in between fully chaotic and regular statistics. Since
the Liouvillian does not have any transposition symme-
try [13, 14, 21], we conjecture that the deviation from
RMT is a finite-size effect.

For the steady-state Hamiltonian Hss, the level statis-
tics and NESS ETH agree with its integrability, see
Figs. 1(b)–(e). Although we only show the level spacing
ratios of Hss, we expect Hss and ρss = e−Hss to share
the same level statistics in the thermodynamic limit as ex

is a smooth function; we have checked this equivalence
explicitly for our models. For model A, the integrable

Poisson

GUE

(a)

A
A′

0 0.5 1 1.5

0.4

0.5

0.6

J ′

⟨r̃
⟩

N = 8

N = 12 NESS ETH

A
A′

(b)

0 0.5 1 1.5

−0.6

−0.4

−0.2

0

J ′

α

Sz
2

Jz

Figure 2. Integrability breaking when tuning the strength J
′

of next-to-nearest-neighbour interactions, from model A to
model A

′ and beyond. (a) Average level spacing ratios for
N = 8 and N = 12. The dashed lines correspond to the
average for Poisson and GUE level statistics. (b) Scaling of
the standard deviation σ of Sz

2 (blue circles) and spin current
operator J

z
= 1

N

∑N
j=2 σ

x
j−1σ

y
j − σ

y
j−1σ

x
j (red squares). We

plot the exponent α obtained by linear fitting the dependency
σ ∝ D

α—see Fig. 1(c).

steady state exhibits Poisson level statistics. Moreover,
the standard deviation of the matrix elements of the ob-
servable Sz

2 is not exponentially suppressed with system
size, see Fig. 1(c), indicating the failure of the NESS ETH
ansatz. On the other hand, in model A′, the breaking of
the steady-state integrability leads to GUE level statis-
tics and we find the scaling behavior at large N to be
consistent with the expectation of NESS ETH, namely
σS

z
2
∼ 2−N/2, as seen in Fig. 1(c).

We can tune the degree of integrability-breaking in
model A by varying the strength of the next-to-nearest-
neighbor interactions J ′, see Fig. 2(a)–(b). The tuned
model then interpolates between A and A′. As the
level statistics show, see Fig. 2(a), there is a finite-size
crossover from Poisson statistics at J ′ = 0 to RMT statis-
tics for J ′ > 0. With increasing L, both the fluctuations
around the RMT value and the window of J ′ for which
we observe approximate Poisson statistics decrease. The
scaling of the matrix elements in the steady-state eigen-
basis is consistent with this crossover, see Fig. 2(b), but
exhibits a small systematic deviation from the NESS
ETH prediction (α = 1/2), even for large J ′. This is
possibly a finite-size effect, since, to determine the scal-
ing, we make a linear fit σ ∼ Dα to the data for different
system sizes. The exponent α is larger for smaller L,
approaching −1/2 as L increases, and hence is underes-
timated by the fit.

B. XX-chain with dephasing (model B)

In model B, both the steady state and the Liouvillian
are integrable. As expected, both objects have Poisson
level statistics, see Fig. 3(a)–(b) for γdeph = 1. More-
over, the steady state does not obey NESS ETH, see the
blue curve in Fig. 3(d). We note that for small γdeph

there is a finite-size effect to consider when comparing
the signatures of the CSR with the expectation: The
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(c)γdeph = 1

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
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GUE
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N
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−
1
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−
1

N

σ
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1
0
−
0
.5

1
0
0

σ
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2
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1
0
−
1
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1
0
−
1

σ

(a)

−1

0

1

ℜ(z)

ℑ(
z
)

B

ℜ(z)

B1

−1 0 1
−1

0

1

ℜ(z)

ℑ(
z
)

B2

−1 0 1
ℜ(z)

B3

Figure 3. Level statistics of L and Hss and NESS ETH in
models B, B1, B2, and B3. (a) Complex spacing ratios of
the Liouvillian L for the steady-state sector, with system size
N = 9 and dephasing strength γdeph = 1. (b) and (c) Level
spacing ratios of the steady-state Hamiltonian Hss for the
zero magnetization sector, with system size N = 12, for two
values of dephasing strength, γ

deph
= 0.1 ∼ 1/N (b) and

γ
deph

= 1 ≫ 1/N (c). (d)–(f) Standard deviation σ of matrix
elements of Sz

2 as a function of the system size, for γdeph
= 0.1

(d), γdeph
= 1 (e), and γ

deph
= 1/N (f). σ is calculated in a

window of width 0.5 in the center of the spectrum.

spectrum of the Liouvillian is then stretched along the
real axis, as the relative strength of the dissipation gets
smaller. For small system sizes, this leads to an increase
in the probability of small angles θ between nearest- and
next-to-nearest-neighbours. We find this represented in
a deviation in the signature ⟨cos θ⟩ from the expectation
for γdeph = 0.1 in model B (see Table II).

We break integrability by considering next-to-nearest-
neighbor and anisotropic interactions, resulting in models
B1–B3. We observe that in all three cases the Liouvillian
follows GinUE statistics, reflecting their nonintegrability,
see Fig. 3(a). Similarly, the steady state displays GUE
level statistics, see Fig. 3(b). The variance of Sz

2 scales
as D−1/2 for large enough N , Fig. 3(d); the steady state
thus obeys NESS ETH.

We repeated the same calculations for another value of

the dephasing strength, namely γdeph = 1, see Figs. 3(c)
and (e). In this case, the steady state shows the char-
acteristics associated with integrability: Poisson level
statistics and the absence of NESS ETH. This goes
against the intuition that models B1–B3 are fully nonin-
tegrable and consistently show the respective signatures
for smaller γdeph. However, note that in the limit of
γdeph ≫ γ±

l,r, dephasing dominates the dissipative dy-
namics and the steady state crosses over to a feature-
less infinite-temperature steady state. We conjecture
that this crossover is perturbative and occurs on a scale
γdeph ∼ 1/N , since the dephasing couples the system to
the environment at every site of the chain, while the driv-
ing acts only on a finite number of sites (the boundaries).
For the system sizes available, γdeph = 1 ≫ 1/N and we
are probing the trivial infinite-temperature state instead
of the nontrivial boundary-driven NESS. A relation be-
tween the strength of dissipation and the support of the
dissipator was observed in studies of the Liouvillian gap
g ∼ γN [72, 98]. A heuristic argument behind this scal-
ing is as follows. If the dissipator is a sum of local super-
operators acting only on one site i, D =

∑
i Di, then D

acts on an operator proportionally to both the dissipation
strength and the support of the operator [70, 72]. Since in
chaotic systems operators grow until they spread over the
entire system, every operator will decay on a timescale of
at most ∼ γN , which lower bounds the gap. Therefore,
we conjecture that to reach a nontrivial steady state, we
must set γdeph = γ̃deph/N , with γ̃deph constant. We show
the results for this scaling of the dephasing strength in
Fig. 3(f). For the system sizes available (N ≈ 10), this
results in γdeph ≈ 1/10 and we recover results similar to
Fig. 3(d). Note that the bulk spectral statistics of the
Liouvillian are unaffected by large γdeph (while ρss be-
comes trivial if Nγdeph ≫ γ±

l,r, L does not). This can
be seen in Fig. 3(a), where we show the complex level
spacings for γdeph = 1 ≫ 1/N , which perfectly conform
to non-Hermitian RMT.

IV. STRUCTURE OF THE STEADY-STATE
HAMILTONIAN Hss

Having determined the (non-)integrability of the
steady states of the different models in the previous sec-
tion through the use of spectral statistics, we now turn to
the investigation of the structure of Hss in terms of the
operators contained in it. A natural assumption would
be that integrable steady-state Hamiltonians are “simple”
in some sense, e.g., they are linear combinations of local
few-body operators, perhaps closely related to known in-
tegrable Hamiltonian models. In this section, we will
investigate the operator expansion of Hss and show that
this is not the case: even integrable Hss have contribu-
tions from all possible operators (including many-body
and nonlocal ones). Steady-state integrability is there-
fore conceptually distinct from Hamiltonian and Liouvil-
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lian integrability. Nevertheless, we shall show that the
weight of different contributions to the operator expan-
sion of Hss gives a sharp discriminator between chaotic
and integrable steady states.

A. Operator size and size distribution

We expand Hss in the basis of Pauli strings to motivate
a measure for its size and in particular the contributions
from few-body operators [67–72]. A Pauli string R̂ is any
product

∏N
j=1 σ

α
j where α = 0, x, y, z, σ0 = 1 and σx,y,z

are the standard 2 × 2 Pauli matrices. There are 4N

distinct Pauli strings, which form an orthonormal basis
of the space of operators acting on H. An operator is
expanded in terms of Pauli strings as

Ô =
∑
R̂

cR̂R̂, cR̂ = ⟨ÔR̂⟩ = tr[ÔR̂]

tr[1]
. (18)

Because the Pauli basis is Hermitian, the coefficients cR̂
are real for an Hermitian operator Ô.

The length SR̂ of a Pauli string is the number of non-
identity matrices in the product; i.e., it gives the number
of sites the string acts on nontrivially. Based on this idea,
the size superoperator [67, 68, 70, 71],

S(Ô) =
1

4

L∑
i=1

∑
α=x,y,z

(Ô − σα
i Ôσα

i ) (19)

can be used to define the average operator size of an
arbitrary operator Ô:

S[Ô] =
tr[ÔS(Ô)]

tr[Ô2]
=

∑
R̂ |cR̂|

2SR̂∑
R̂ |cR̂|

2 . (20)

In particular, this maps every Pauli string to its length,
S[R̂] = SR̂ (i.e., Pauli strings are the eigenstates of S
with the corresponding eigenvalue being the length of
the string). Going beyond the average operator size, one
can define the entire size distribution of Ô [68, 70, 71]

P (S) =
1

⟨Ô2⟩
∑

{R̂:SR̂=S}

|cR̂|
2, (21)

which quantifies the relative weight of strings of length S
in the operator expansion. The distribution is normalized
as

∑
S P (S) = 1.

In Fig. 4 we show the size distribution of the steady
state of the boundary-driven spin chains in models A,
A′, and B–B2 (B3 gives similar results to B2 and is
not shown). The largest contribution comes from the
identity (the string of zero length), with longer strings
contributing less than shorter ones. Contrary to what
one might intuitively expect, both chaotic and integrable
steady states have contributions from strings of all sizes.
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Figure 4. Size distribution P (S) of Hss, given by Eq. (21),
for different system sizes N and models of type A (top) and
B (bottom). Top: Blue curves correspond to model A and
red curves to model A

′. Bottom: Green curves correspond
to a dephasing strength γ

deph
= 1/N and orange curves to

γ
deph

= 1. The size distributions for B3 are not shown, as
they are very similar to those of B2.

Nevertheless, there is still a marked difference between
the size distributions of chaotic and integrable steady
states. In the case of the models with integrable steady
state (A and B), the decay of P (S) is approximately
exponential. In the nonintegrable variants of the mod-
els, we observe a much weaker decay, and in model A′

the distribution even flattens out. Thus, a characteristic
of chaos is a relatively strong contribution of long Pauli
strings to the steady state.

We note that, as in the previous section, there is a
change in the distribution P (S) for strong dephasing
γdeph ≫ 1/N in the models of type B. As γdeph increases
and the steady state tends to the featureless infinite-
temperature steady state, the weight of longer strings
decreases and P (S) starts resembling the one for the in-
tegrable models. In the limit γdeph → ∞, only the zero-
length string contributes.
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Figure 5. Coefficients of length-one Pauli strings σ
z
i , depend-

ing on their position i in the chain, in Hss of models of type A
and B. Top (type A): Red curves correspond to Hss of model
A and blue curves to Hss of model A

′. Bottom (type B):
Green curves correspond to a dephasing strength γ

deph
= 1/N

and orange curves to γ
deph

= 1. The coefficients for B3 are
not shown as they are very similar to those of B2.

B. Coefficients for short Pauli strings

Having determined that strings of all lengths con-
tribute to Hss but that shorter strings have larger con-
tributions, in this section, we investigate the structure of
the coefficients cR̂ for the Pauli strings R̂ of lengths one
and two.

As Hss commutes with Sz, we can immediately write
down the following restrictions on the coefficients:

cσx
i
= cσy

i
= 0,

cσx
i σ

z
j
= cσy

i σ
z
j
= 0,

cσx
i σ

y
j
= −cσy

i σ
x
j
, cσx

i σ
x
j
= cσy

i σ
y
j
. (22)

Hence, it suffices to consider the coefficients for strings
σz
i , σ

z
i σ

z
j , σ

x
i σ

y
j , and σx

i σ
x
j .

In Fig. 5, we show the dependence of the length-one
string coefficient σz

i on the position i in the chain. We
see that it depends almost linearly on i, representing a
tilted magnetic field in the steady-state Hamiltonian. In

1

12

j

A, σx
i σ

y
j

0 0.1 0.2

1 12
1

12

i

j

A, σx
i σ

x
j

A′, σx
i σ

y
j

0 0.05 0.1

1 12
i

A′, σx
i σ

x
j

B, σx
i σ

y
j

0 2 4 6
·10−2

1 12
i

B, σx
i σ

x
j

B1, σx
i σ

y
j

0 2 4 6
·10−2

1 12
i

B1, σx
i σ

x
j

Figure 6. Absolute value of the coefficients of length-two Pauli
strings σx

i σ
x
j (top row) and σ

x
i σ

y
j (bottom row), for models A,

A
′, B, and B1, as a function of the positions i and j in the

chain.

the nonintegrable models, there is a deviation from this
behavior at the boundaries of the chain.

In Fig. 6 we show the coefficients for strings of length
two as a function of positions i and j in the chain. In
general, the magnitude of the coefficients decreases with
the distance between sites |i − j|. In models A and A′,
there is a large contribution across all distances, which
is particularly evident in the integrable model A. Re-
markably, not only do the integrable steady states have
many-body interactions, but also their few-body interac-
tions are long-ranged.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

For open quantum many-body systems described by
the Lindblad master equation, there are two notions of in-
tegrability: the complete Liouvillian could be integrable,
or only the steady state (NESS) could be integrable even
if the full Liouvillian is not. This richness of the notion
of integrability is a feature that emerges in open systems,
with no analog in isolated quantum systems which have
been studied more extensively.

Motivated by this observation, we studied chaos indi-
cators for spin chains described by the Lindblad mas-
ter equation. We used chaos-integrability discrimina-
tors specific for the steady state (NESS level spacing
and NESS ETH) and also specific for the full Liouvillian
(complex level spacing statistics of the Liouvillian spec-
trum). We compared spin chains that are chaotic with a
case for which the full Liouvillian is integrable and with
a case for which only the steady state is integrable.

We verified that the integrability of the steady state is
signaled by Poissonian level statistics for the steady-state
spectrum and a violation of NESS ETH, irrespective of
whether or not the full Liouvillian is integrable. (We used
the spectrum of the “steady-state Hamiltonian” Hss =
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− ln ρss rather than that of ρss itself, and have checked
that this does not make any difference.)

Integrability of the steady state raises the question
of whether, for known examples of integrable steady
states, the object Hss has especially simple properties.
Do we obtain known integrable Hamiltonians? Do we
at least obtain Hamiltonians with few-body local opera-
tors? For the known cases, we have addressed this ques-
tion (Sec. IV) and the answer is definitely negative. As
Fig. 4 demonstrates, operators of all lengths contribute
for integrable models and, unsurprisingly, also for nonin-
tegrable models. Figure 6 shows that even the two-body
operators are not particularly well-behaved — they are
generally long-range. However, we also found that there
are noticeable differences with the nonintegrable cases:
in general, the operator size distribution for integrable
models is biased more strongly toward shorter-length op-
erators. In fact, in Fig. 4 the integrable cases can be
visually distinguished.

In the course of this investigation, we encountered an
interesting aspect of dephasing operators. For dephasing
at every site of an N -site system, the ‘natural’ scale of
the dephasing coupling γdeph is ∼ 1/N rather than ∼ 1.
(This is in stark contrast to couplings that appear in
closed quantum systems; for example, for a closed XXZ
Hamiltonian, one would take the thermodynamic limit
with constant ∆, without scaling ∆ in any way with the
system size.) An explanation of this peculiarity is based
on the scaling of the Liouvillian spectrum [72], as we
discussed in Sec. III B.

For strong dephasing, we found that the noninte-
grable cases can show Poissonian-like statistics and de-
viations from NESS ETH. This is analogous to Hamil-
tonian (closed) systems, where, when one part of the
Hamiltonian dominates over the rest, the system might
show integrable-like signatures without being integrable,
at least at finite sizes. (For example, a Bose-Hubbard
system with very weak or ultra-strong interactions would
display such an effect.) The remarkable aspect of the
present (dephasing) case is that γdeph = 1 already acts
as ‘strong’ dephasing.

In general, the results of this work described in Sec. III
confirm what one might have expected from the two types
of integrability. The only subtlety was the appropri-
ate strength of the dephasing coupling. The results of
Sec. IV were less predictable, and nontrivial open ques-
tions remain. It seems likely that integrability of the
NESS should render Hss to be ‘simple’ in some manner,
however, we have not found an obvious characterization
of simplicity for the cases examined. A general under-
standing of what differences to expect for Hss, between
integrable and nonintegrable steady states, appears to be
currently lacking and deserves further investigation.
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