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According to the quantum chaos paradigm, the nature of a system’s classical dynamics, whether
integrable or chaotic, is universally reflected in the fluctuations of its quantum spectrum. However,
since many-body spectra in the mean field limit are composed of independent single-particle energy
levels, their spectral fluctuations always display Poissonian behavior and hence cannot be used to
distinguish underlying chaotic from integrable single-particle dynamics. We demonstrate that this
distinction can, instead, be revealed from the mean many-body level density (at fixed energy) and
its variance after averaging over ensembles representing different types of single-particle dynamics.
This is in strong contrast to the energy-averaged mean level density (of a given system) that is
assumed not to carry such information and is routinely removed to focus on universal signatures.
To support our claim we systematically analyze the role of single-particle level correlations, that
enter through Poisson and random matrix statistics (of various symmetry classes) into the ensemble-
averaged density of states and its variance, contrasting bosonic and fermionic many-body systems.
Our analytical study, together with extensive numerical simulations for systems with N ≥ 5 particles
consistently reveal significant differences (up to an order of magnitude for fermions and even larger
for bosons) in the mean many-body level densities, depending on the nature of the underlying
dynamics. Notably, in the fermionic case Poisson-type single-particle level fluctuations precisely
cancel contributions from indistinguishability, such that the average many-body spectral density
equals the (Thomas-Fermi) volume term. We further highlight the difference between the mean
level density and its variance as functions of the total energy E and the excitation energy Q.

I. INTRODUCTION

The ideas and methods that gave rise to what is now
known as the field of quantum chaos [1, 2], developed
during the 70-90’s and reaching its modern form dur-
ing the 2000’s [3, 4], have provided a comprehensive un-
derstanding of the way classical phase space structures
manifest in the quantum properties of physical systems
[5]. A cornerstone of this field is the Bohigas-Giannoni-
Schmit (BGS) conjecture [6], which asserts that for the
two extreme types of classical dynamics—precisely de-
fined as the fully integrable and chaotic regimes—the
statistical fluctuations in the high-lying regions of the
spectrum are universal, i.e., independent of the specific
system. These fluctuations follow either Poisson statis-
tics or correspond to those of the ensembles in Random
Matrix Theory (RMT) [7–9], depending on the appropri-
ate universality class [10, 11].

Although the BGS conjecture was originally formu-
lated for Single-Particle (SP) systems, this concept of
quantum chaos is clearly applicable to Many-Body (MB)
systems as well, as long as they have a classical limit.
The well-defined notions of chaos and integrability re-
main fully independent of the dimension of the classical
phase space, and therefore, of the (finite) number of de-
grees of freedom [12, 13].

Nevertheless, the emergence of new time and energy
scales [14] makes the connection with RMT/Poissonian
ensembles more subtle in the MB case [15, 16]. The study
of the interplay between the traditional signatures of
quantum chaos and these new scales, mediated by intrin-

sic MB properties like locality of physical interactions,
and even in systems without a semiclassical regime, is
the subject of MB quantum chaos.

The idea that the specific way particles interact re-
quires a modification of the connection between chaos
and RMT was already evident in the 80’s. By that
time, special ensembles designed to correctly account for
the two-body nature of interacting potentials were intro-
duced under the name of embedded random matrix en-
sembles [17], and found important applications in nuclear
physics [18]. With the advent of MB chaos, the construc-
tion of generalized RMT ensembles became a standard
practice, playing a significant role, across a wide range of
fields from MB localization [19] to quantum circuits [20].

An important limit of an ensemble of random matrices
with a special structure occurs when the interactions are
described instead within a mean-field approach, namely,
when the MB system is approximated by a gas of quasi-
particles. In this situation a suitable ensemble is con-
structed where the MB Hamiltonian is devised as the
direct sum of one-body operators, one for each indepen-
dent effective degree of freedom. The dynamical features
of the SP dynamics (their integrable or chaotic behav-
ior) are then incorporated by the choice of the ensemble
from which these SP Hamiltonians are selected, namely
the Poisson and Gaussian ensembles for integrable and
chaotic dynamics, respectively.

In general, in MB systems, there is wide range of pos-
sible combinations where at the mean-field level, a subset
of degrees of freedom exhibit integrable dynamics while
another subset is chaotic [21–23]. A major simplifica-
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tion occurs, however, when we focus on systems of iden-
tical (quasi) particles. MB systems of non-interacting
but SP-chaotic and identical particles must be described
by a single SP Hamiltonian within the universality class
that defines the SP RMT/Poisson ensemble. In the case
of finite-dimensional SP Hilbert spaces, such as lattice
systems with non-interacting (quadratic) Hamiltonians,
we obtain the non-interacting limit of Bose and Fermi-
Hubbard models with RMT/Poisson SP spectra, a type
of systems that has received much attention recently [24–
26].

Specifically, for this scenario of non-interacting or
mean-field systems (of indistinguishable particles) with
individually chaotic or integrable degrees of freedom, the
construction of an appropriate statistical approach is for-
mulated in two steps. First, the MB physical property of
interest is expressed in terms of an arbitrary but fixed SP
Hamiltonian Ĥsp. This is possible because, for mean-field
systems, all MB observables can be expressed in terms of
SP objects. In the case of interest in this paper, the MB
density of states, for example, can be expressed using
combinatorial methods that start from the eigenvalues of
Ĥsp. Second, the nature of classical SP dynamics, in the
extremes of SP integrability and chaos, is incorporated
through the choice of the ensemble of SP Hamiltonians.
Specifically this involves the so-called Poisson ensemble
of uncorrelated SP energies for the integrable case, and
one of the Gaussian ensembles of RMT for the chaotic
counterpart [1–3].

When focusing on the spectral properties of this type
of systems, one encounters an interesting situation from
the perspective of the usual application of quantum chaos
concepts. Historically, focus has been on the signatures
of integrability and chaos in the fluctuations of the spec-
tral density around its mean value. However, by its very
definition, the MB spectra of non-interacting systems or
mean-field models of indistinguishable particles display
Poissonian spectral fluctuations, due to the explicit inte-
grability of its mean-field (classical) limit, even if the SP
dynamics is chaotic. As a consequence, the usual indica-
tors of integrability and chaos are simply insensitive to
the particular type of classical dynamics at the SP level.

Still, the MB spectrum displays, as we demonstrate
here, a strong sensitivity on the type of SP spectral fluc-
tuations, which in turn, reflect the nature of the SP clas-
sical phase space. The reason for this seemingly paradox-
ical situation lies, once again, in the unique properties of
the ensemble of Hamiltonian matrices that are suitable
for describing systems of independent particles. Unlike
their SP counterparts (the RMT and Poisson ensembles
that describe systems with chaotic or integrable classi-
cal limits) these ensembles do not exhibit a typical RMT
ergodic behavior.

More precisely, this lack of ergodicity implies the non-
equivalence between running averages (over small energy
windows) of a given MB system on the one hand and
averages over ensembles of systems (at fixed energy) on
the other hand. The latter ensemble average is essential

for comparing the predictions of RMT with the generic
spectral properties of specific systems. In other words:
While ergodicity on the SP level is not reflected in the
fluctuations of the mean-field MB level density, there is a
strong dependence of the mean level density (in the sense
of ensemble averages) on the SP ensemble, to the extent
that it behaves completely differently from the smoothed
level density obtained by local convolution within some
energy window.

For illustration consider as a prominent example mean-
field fermions in a closed disordered mesoscopic quantum
system. In the localized and delocalized (conducting)
regime, the SP spectra obey Poisson and RMT statis-
tics, respectively. A disorder average (at fixed energy),
commonly performed in mesoscopic physics, represents
the ensemble average, in contrast to the energy or tem-
perature smoothing of an individual system with given
disorder configuration.

In this paper, we present an in-depth study of such
an ensemble average and demonstrate how the quantum
signatures of chaos or integrability in the SP dynamics
impact the ensemble-averaged MB density of states (MB-
DOS) and its variance for systems of identical particles,
e.g., fermions and bosons in a mean-field framework. We
analyze the MBDOS in two ways: First, we study the
ensemble-averaged MBDOS as a function of the system’s
total energy E, a setting that is more amenable for an
analytical approach. Next, we analyze the MBDOS as a
function of the excitation energy, Q = E − EGS, where
EGS is the ground-state energy. For this construction,
which is closer to experimental information, we calcu-
late the mean level density from an ensemble of sys-
tems, subtracting EGS from each realization before aver-
aging. We demonstrate that eliminating the realization-
to-realization dependence on EGS significantly impacts
the results.

Our findings are based on a combination of analytical
results and extensive numerical simulations.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we re-
view the Weidenmüller convolution formula [27] for the
MBDOS and present both the analytical and the numer-
ical approaches we use to obtain the ensemble-average
MBDOS. In Secs. III and IV we calculate the aver-
age MBDOS for Poisson statistics and for the random
matrix universal symmetry classes, namely, the orthog-
onal (β = 1), unitary (β = 2), and symplectic (β = 4)
Gaussian ensembles, and consider in particular the de-
pendence on energy E and number of particles N . In
Sec. V we analyze the cumulative mean MBDOS as a
function of the excitation energy Q and discuss its de-
pendence on the nature of the underlying SP dynamics.
We conclude in Sec. VI.

II. THEORY AND METHODS

The study of the MBDOS of a Fermi gas has a very long
history dating back to the pioneering work of Bethe [28].
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The standard method [28, 29] to compute the MBDOS is
based on the Laplace transform of the partition function
and its evaluation using the Sommerfeld integral. More
recently, it has been shown that the last step is not neces-
sary, making it possible to calculate the MBDOS of boson
gases [30]. Several improvements have been reported over
the years [31]. Unfortunately, the standard method does
not allow for the inclusion SP spectral fluctuations.

For this reason we use a different starting point in our
analytical approach, namely, the Weidenmüller convolu-
tion formula for the MBDOS [27, 32]. We then write
down its ensemble average, which depends on the cor-
responding SP fluctuations, and finally describe the nu-
merical procedure used.

A. MBDOS expressed in terms of SPDOS using
the Weidenmüller convolution formula

The MBDOS ρ(N,E) of systems with N indistinguish-
able particles and MB energy E can be obtained by cal-

culating the Laplace transform of the (anti-)symmetrized
MB propagator [27]. For non-interacting particles, the
MB propagator factorizes and the MBDOS decomposes
into convolutions of the SPDOS ρ(ε). For clarity, we
denote the SP energies by ε.

When Ni particles share the same energy, the (anti-)
symmetrization must be taken into account. The result-
ing MBDOS can be structured as a sum over all pos-
sible cycle decompositions of the symmetric group SN ,
where all Ni particles within a cycle share the same en-
ergy Ei/Ni, namely

ρ(±)(N,E) =
1

N !

N∑
l=1

(±1)N−l
N∑

N1,...,Nl=1
N1≤...≤Nl∑l

i=1 Ni=N

c(N1, ..., Nl)

l∏
i=1

1

Ni

∫ ∞

0

dE1 · · ·
∫ ∞

0

dEl δ

(
E −

l∑
i=1

Ei

)
l∏

i=1

ρ

(
Ei

Ni

)
. (1)

Here, +(−) stands for bosonic (fermionic) systems, and
c(N1, . . . , Nl) is the number of permutations with cycle
decomposition consisting of l cycles of lengths N1, ..., Nl,
as given by [32]

c(N1, . . . , Nl) =
N !∏

Ni∈{N1,...,Nl}
m(Ni)!

l∏
i=1

Ni

, (2)

with m(Ni) being the multiplicity of the cycle length Ni

within the cycle decomposition. These expressions are
the key elements necessary for our study. A detailed
derivation of Eq. (1) can be found in Refs. [27, 33].

B. Statistical approach to the average MBDOS

We now compute the ensemble-averaged non-
interacting MBDOS ⟨ρ(±)(N,E)⟩ starting from Eq. (1).
The ensemble comprises different sets of eigenvalues

e1, . . . , eM of M × M matrices drawn form the cor-
responding matrix space. In this work, we consider
Gaussian matrix ensembles and Poisson-distributed
eigenvalues.

We denote the joint probability density of eigenvalues
as PM (e1, ..., eM ) [7, 34]. To address systems with a mean
SP energy spacing ρ−1

0 , we need to transform the semi-
circular DOS of the random matrix eigenvalue spectra
{ei} into a constant DOS one. This is achieved by a
process called unfolding [34]. In practice, for large M ,
one can assume that random matrix spectra exhibit a
constant mean level spacing s̄M near the center of the
band. Consequently, one can relate the energy levels εi
of a SP system with the eigenvalues ei of a random matrix
by

ei/s̄M = εiρ0. (3)

As a starting point we calculate the ensemble average of
a product of l SPDOS, namely,
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⟨ρ(x1) ...ρ(xl)⟩ ≡
∑

n1,...,nl

〈
l∏

i=1

δ(xi − εni
)

〉
=

∑
L1⊔...⊔Lm={1,...,l}

∑
n1,...,nm

∀a ̸=b: na ̸=nb

〈
m∏
i=1

∏
j∈Li

δ(xj − εni
)

〉

=
∑

L1⊔...⊔Lm={1,...,l}

∑
n1,...,nm

∀a̸=b: na ̸=nb

lim
M→∞

∫
de1 · · ·

∫
deM

m∏
i=1

∏
j∈Li

δ
(
xj − ρ−1

0 s̄−1
M eni

)
PM (e1, ..., eM ) .

(4)

In the first step, we expressed the SPDOS in terms of the set of eigenenergies {εni
} of a SP system. Next, we reorganize

the sums over all eigenvalues εni
in terms of partitions where |Li| eigenvalues in the product of delta distributions

are equal. Finally, we use Eq. (3) to relate the set of eigenenergies of the SP system of interest to the eigenvalues of
a random matrix ensemble realization and take the average over the ensemble explicitly. To relate this expression to
Eq. (1) we identify xj = Ej/Nj .

Equation (4) is more conveniently written in terms of the unfolded m-point correlation functions Xm, namely,

Xm(ρ0εj1 , ..., ρ0εjm) = lim
M→∞

s̄mM
M !

(M −m)!

∫
dem+1 · · ·

∫
deMPM (s̄Mεj1ρ0, ..., s̄Mεjmρ0, em+1, ..., eM ) , (5)

which measures the probability density of finding a level around each of εj1 , ..., εjm , while the remaining levels are
unobserved [7, 34, 35]. Combining Eq. (5) with (4), we obtain

⟨ρ(x1) ...ρ(xl)⟩ =
∑

L1⊔...⊔Lm={1,...,l}

ρm0

 m∏
i=1

|Li|−1∏
n=1

δ
(
xkn

− xkn+1

)Xm(ρ0xj1 , ..., ρ0xjm) , (6)

where we write Li =
{
ji = ki,1, ..., ki,|Li|

}
=
{
k1, ..., k|Li|

}
, omitting the index i unless we wish to emphasize it. The

relation between the correlation functions Xm and the more frequently used cluster functions Yn reads

Xm(ρ0xj1 , ..., ρ0xjm) =
∑

K1⊔...⊔Kn={j1,...,jm}

(−1)m−n
n∏

i=1

Y|Ki|(ρ0xj | j ∈ Ki) . (7)

Appendix C gives the explicit forms of the 2-point cluster functions Y β
2 for the orthogonal (β = 1), unitary (β = 2)

and symplectic (β = 4) Gaussian ensembles. For general m-point cluster functions, we refer the reader to Ref. [34].
By combining Eqs. (1), (6), and (7), we finally arrive at the ensemble-averaged MBDOS of non-interacting indis-

tinguishable particles in terms of the m-point cluster functions of the corresponding random matrix ensemble:

〈
ρ(±)(N,E)

〉
=

N∑
l=1

(±1)N−l
N∑

N1,...,Nl=1
N1≤...≤Nl∑l

i=1 Ni=N

c̃(N1, ..., Nl)

∫ ∞

0

dE1 ...

∫ ∞

0

dEl δ

(
E −

l∑
i=1

Ei

)

×
∑

L1⊔...⊔Lm={1,...,l}

ρm0

 m∏
i=1

|Li|−1∏
n=1

δ
(
xkn

− xkn+1

) ∑
K1⊔...⊔Kn={j1,...,jm}

(−1)m−n
n∏

i=1

Y|Ki|(ρ0xj | j ∈ Ki) ,

(8)

recall xj = Ej/Nj . Here, we use the abbreviation

c̃(N1, . . . , Nl) =

 ∏
Ni∈{N1,...,Nl}

m(Ni)!

l∏
i=1

N2
i

−1

. (9)

This is the main analytical result of this work.

C. Numerical approach

The evaluation of the ensemble-averaged MBDOS us-
ing Eq. (8), which involves nested convolutions of high-
order cluster functions, presents significant analytical
and computational challenges as N increases. Analyti-
cal solutions are only tractable for specific cases explored
in later sections.

To circumvent this limitation, we use a numerical ap-
proach that generates the ensemble average of the MB-
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DOS, defined as

ρ(±)(N,E) =
∑
ν

δ (E − Eν) . (10)

Here ν labels the MB state configuration defined by
the tuple (n

(±)
i,ν ) that describes the SP state occupa-

tion numbers n
(±)
i,ν , namely, n(−)

i,ν = 0, 1 for fermions and
n
(+)
i,ν = 0, 1, ..., N for bosons, with

N =
∑
i

n
(±)
i,ν and Eν =

∑
i

n
(±)
i,ν εi. (11)

The numerical simulation method consists of two steps.
First, we generate NR ≫ 1 SP spectra. For chaotic sys-
tems, they are obtained by diagonalizing different real-
izations of random matrices with dimensions M ×M of
a given symmetry class β. The unfolded eigenvalues are
obtained by evaluating the integrated semi-circle level
density of the random matrices [7]. Next, we introduce
lower and upper energy cutoffs, ε0 and εmax, to discard
the extreme eigenvalues whose fluctuations are strongly
affected by the eigenvalue distribution, the so-called con-
fining potential [7]. Here, for every ensemble realization,
we choose ε0 and εmax to discard at least the 50 lowest
and highest eigenvalues and use the shifted SP energy
spectrum [ε1, ε2, . . . ] → [ε1 − ε0, ε2 − ε0, . . . ] for the nu-
merical simulations. In contrast, for integrable systems,
the spectra are constructed by a cumulative summation
of random variables drawn from a Poisson distribution.

We proceed by systematically enumerating all possible
SP occupation configurations to obtain the set of tuples,
denoted by {(n(±)

i )}, over which the sum in Eq. (10) is
carried out. We then populate the SP levels according to
these configurations. In practical terms, for each realiza-
tion r of the SP spectrum, we obtain the corresponding
MB spectrum by considering all ν tuples, (n

(±)
i,ν ), from

the set {(n(±)
i )}. As a result, the MB energies are given

by Eν,r =
∑

i n
(±)
i,ν εi,r. Finally, the ensemble average

is obtained by averaging the calculated MB density of
states, ρ(±)

r (N,E), over all SP spectrum realizations.
While calculating the ensemble average ⟨ρ(±)(N,E)⟩

through generation and population of SP spectra is pos-
sible, we find it more convenient to use the energy
integrated MBDOS, also known as counting function,
N (±)(N,E) instead. For a given SP spectrum realiza-
tion r, N (±)

r (N,E) counts the number of MB states t for
which

∑
i n

(±)
i,ν εi,r ≤ E with the constraint

∑
i n

(±)
i,ν = N .

Calculations using N (±)(N,E) avoid the numerical dif-
ficulties associated with delta functions and are compu-
tationally amenable for analyzing data obtained from nu-
merical simulations. Hence, we employ N (±)(N,E) for
the numerical analysis presented in this work.

Before presenting our results, a technical comment is
in order. Based on the Weyl expansion [36], one expects
that both ⟨ρ(±)(N,E)⟩ and ⟨N (±)(N,E)⟩ will be well

approximated by a polynomial expansion with descend-
ing powers of E. Therefore, the choice of the energy of
the lowest SP level ε1 affects all subleading orders of the
MBDOS expansion. Hence, to compare the numerical
results with the analytical ones of Eq. (8), the cutoff ε0
has to be uncorrelated with all subsequent energy levels
[ε1, ε2, . . . ] in order to be compatible with the RMT as-
sumptions; see the discussion in App. B. There, we show
that the distribution of ε1 is given by

p
(β)
1 (ε1) = ρ0

∫ ∞

0

da p(β)(a+ ε1), (12)

where p(β) is the RMT level-spacing distribution [7].
Note that the probability of placing ε0 between two SP
energy levels grows with their spacing. It follows that
the expectation value of the ε1 is larger than ρ−1

0 /2. For
SP spectra with Poisson statistics, the distribution of the
first SP level again follows a Poisson distribution.

Therefore, the mean MB ground state energy ⟨EGS⟩ for
the SP spectra generated this way differs for each class
of ensemble. Thus, whenever we compare ⟨N (±)(N,E)⟩
for different ensembles, we shift the curves such that all
ensembles are displayed at the same average excitation
energy ⟨Q⟩ = E − ⟨EGS⟩.

In Sec. V, we build and analyze the ensemble aver-
age of an apparently similar object, N (±)(N,Q), the
cumulative MBDOS as a function of the excitation en-
ergy, Q = E − EGS. Since EGS shows a large disper-
sion over the ensemble, we show that ⟨N (±)(N,Q)⟩ and
⟨N (±)(N,E)⟩ differ, in general, significantly.

III. MEAN MBDOS OF NON-INTERACTING
SYSTEMS WITH INTEGRABLE SP DYNAMICS

The SP spectra of systems with integrable dynamics
are known to exhibit Poisson statistics [2, 3], which im-
plies uncorrelated SP energy level spacings. However,
even in this limit, spectral correlations emerge at the MB
level due to the fact that all N particles of the gas share
the same SP spectrum. In what follows, we will single
out this cumulative effect arising from the combinatorial
contribution of (uncorrelated) SP level fluctuations to the
ensemble-averaged MBDOS. We refer to this feature as
(induced) MB spectral correlations to be distinguished
from SP level correlations of quantum chaotic SP sys-
tems.

For Poisson statistics, the joint eigenvalue probabil-
ity density PM factorizes. As a consequence, the un-
folded m-point correlation functions become an m-fold
product of the constant probability density of finding a
level at some position in the unfolded spectrum (choosing
limM→∞ s̄M = s̄ = 1):

Xm(ρ0x1, ..., ρ0xm) =

m∏
i=1

s̄−1 = 1. (13)
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Thus, by combining Eqs. (1), (6), and (13), the ensemble- averaged MBDOS is reduced to the simple form

〈
ρ(±)(N,E)

〉
=

N∑
l=1

(±1)N−l
N∑

N1,...,Nl=1
N1≤...≤Nl∑l

i=1 Ni=N

c̃(N1, ..., Nl)

∫ ∞

0

dE1 ...

∫ ∞

0

dEl δ

(
E −

l∑
i=1

Ei

)

×
∑

L1⊔...⊔Lm={1,...,l}

 m∏
i=1

|Li|−1∏
n=1

δ
(
xkn − xkn+1

) ρm0 ,

(14)

where all integrals can now be evaluated explicitly to yield the following polynomial expression in energy (see App. A1
for more details)

〈
ρ(±)(N,E)

〉
=

1

N !

N∑
l=1

(±1)N−l
N∑

N1,...,Nl=1
N1≤...≤Nl∑l

i=1 Ni=N

c (N1, ..., Nl)
∑

L1⊔...⊔Lm={1,...,l}

cL1,...,Lm
(N1, ..., Nl)

Em−1

(m− 1)!
ρm0 ,

(15)

where

cL1,...,Lm
(N1, ..., Nl) =

m∏
i=1

[∑
k∈Li

Nk

]−1

. (16)

Let us begin the analysis of Eq. (15), focusing on the
disjoint partitions of the set {1, .., l} fulfilling |Li| = 1.

Since this is in exact correspondence with neglecting
MB spectral correlations arising from SP level fluctua-
tions in Eq. (1), we infer that the resulting contribution
to the MBDOS, which we call ρ̄(±), accounts for indis-
tinguishability, but not for induced MB spectral corre-
lations. Accordingly, N̄ (±) is expected to grow approxi-
mately at each mean MB energy level ⟨Eν⟩.

A similar result was obtained in Ref. [33] using a
semiclassical analysis. The latter analyzed the Laplace
transform of the traced (anti-) symmetrized MB propaga-
tor in the limit of short-time paths. For non-interacting
particles, the MB propagator factorizes and SP periodic
orbits corrections are suppressed in the limit of short-
time paths. As a consequence, this approximation only
captures the smooth part of the SPDOS, and the agree-
ment with ρ̄(±) is not surprising. Reference [33] demon-
strated that ρ̄(±) corresponds to the smooth part of the
MBDOS for an effective two-dimensional finite system
without boundaries, where the SP mean level density is
constant. When comparing ρ̄(±) with ⟨ρ(±)⟩ or their as-
sociated counting functions, we need to consider the dis-
tinct (mean) SP ground state energies, as explained in
Sec. II C. This adjustment is important to account for
zero-point contributions to the energy as, for example, in
the harmonic oscillator.

The remaining disjoint partitions (|Li| ≠ 1) in Eq. (15)
comprise the so-called contact terms. They affect all or-
ders of the energy power expansion, except the leading
one. One can understand their contributions to originate

from both indistinguishability and induced MB spectral
correlations.

For boson gases, the evaluation of ⟨ρ(+)(N,E)⟩ using
Eq. (15) is straightforward, although somewhat messy.
In Appendix A 1 we present the explicit results for a few
values of N , namely N = 2, 3, 5, and 8.

In the fermionic case, we find, through a rather con-
voluted algebra, that all subleading contributions cancel.
Consequently, the ensemble-averaged MBDOS is reduced
to the Weyl volume term for a symmetrized phase space
volume, namely,〈

ρ(−)(N,E)
〉
=

EN−1

N !(N − 1)!
ρN0 . (17)

A semi-analytical derivation of this result is presented
in Appendix A 2, where we introduce a set of modified
Stirling numbers and numerically verify Eq. (17) by an-
alyzing Eq. (15) up to N = 10.

In contrast, Ref. [33] finds an oscillatory behavior for
ρ̄(−)(N,E) at low energies (E ≲ ⟨EGS⟩), due to the al-
ternating signs of subleading terms. The slow growth
at low energies is attributed to a manifestation of the
Fermi energy. Equation (17) does not display such os-
cillations, indicating that the ensemble average over SP
spectra with Poisson statistics suppresses the signatures
of a Fermi surface.

Notably, the first sub-leading contribution to ρ̄(±) in
the E-expansion has the same magnitude as the first cor-
rection term arising from both indistinguishability and
induced MB spectral correlations. Unlike the fermionic
case, both contributions have the same sign for bosons.
Consequently, for both particle statistics, the subleading
contribution to ⟨ρ(±)⟩ is amplified compared to ρ̄(±), but
it is twice as large in the bosonic case.

Let us now switch to the analysis of the numerical
simulations. Figure 1 serves as a guide to interpret-
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FIG. 1. Cumulative fermionic MBDOS N (−)(E,N) of two
ensemble realizations (orange) with different ground state en-
ergies EGS and their mean ⟨N (−)⟩ (blue) for N = 5. The
counting function following the average level position (black)
of the two realizations, N̄ (−) (introduced below Eq. (16)) is
also depicted.

ing the results. It displays the cumulative MBDOS,
N (−)(E,N = 5), of two representative ensemble realiza-
tions (orange) together with their mean ⟨N (−)⟩ (blue).
The black line shows an alternative way to take the av-
erage, namely, the counting function following the mean
position of each MB level within the ensemble. Figure 1
clearly shows that the growth of ⟨N (−)⟩ at low energies,
here ρ0E ≲ 15, is dominated by the realization with the
lowest EGS. Figure 1 also suggests that the growth onset
of ⟨N (−)⟩ is dominated by the excited states of the ensem-
ble realizations with EGS < ⟨EGS⟩. Unlike ⟨N (−)⟩, the
growth onset of N (−) coincides with the mean fermionic
ground state energy ⟨EGS⟩. As a consequence, ⟨N (−)⟩
is expected to contain little information about the Fermi
surface.

Figure 2 illustrates the large fluctuations of
N (±)(E,N) for both (a) fermionic and (b) bosonic
systems with integrable SP dynamics. The results
correspond to an ensemble of systems with N = 5
particles with NR = 104 realizations. In the fermionic
case, these fluctuations can be partially attributed to
large variations of the ground state energy ⟨EGS⟩, shown
in the inset of Figure 2(a).

Figure 2(b) shows that the variance of the cumulative
MBDOS is also large for bosons. Similar to the fermionic
case, ⟨N (+)⟩ exceeds N̄ (+) as a consequence of a fraction
of realizations growing much faster with E than N̄ (+).

IV. MEAN MBDOS OF NON-INTERACTING
SYSTEMS WITH CHAOTIC SP DYNAMICS

Let us now study the specific impact of spectral corre-
lations between SP levels, obeying Gaussian RMT statis-
tics, on ⟨ρ(±)(N,E)⟩β . In contrast to the Poisson statis-

FIG. 2. Cumulative MBDOS of (a) fermionic N (−)(E,N)

and (b) bosonic N (+)(E,N) systems with N = 5 non-
interacting particles with integrable SP dynamics. The color
intensity indicates the probability density P (N (±)) computed
for an ensemble of NR = 105 realizations. The blue line stands
for the ensemble averaged ⟨N (±)(E,N)⟩ and the black one for
N̄ (±)(E,N). Inset: Magnification at small values of the aver-
age cumulative MBDOS ⟨N⟩ and N̄ , together with the prob-
ability density P (EGS) of finding a realization with a ground
state energy EGS (in orange, arbitrary units). The dashed
black line indicates ⟨EGS⟩.

tics, SP level correlations are the hallmark of quantum
chaos. As a consequence, the correlation functions in
Eq. (7) exhibit a complex structure and depend on the
system’s universality class. The latter can be expressed
in terms of cluster functions Ym(x1, ..., xm), as in Eq. (8).
For N = 2 we can analytically calculate the convolution
integrals and conveniently decompose the MBDOS as

⟨ρ(±)(2, E)⟩β = ⟨ρ(±)(2, E)⟩P +

ρ0

4 + 1+Si(πEρ0) sin(πEρ0)−cos(2πEρ0)
2π2E

− sin(πEρ0)
4πE − Si(2πEρ0)

π ρ0, β = 1
1−cos(2πEρ0)

4π2E − Si(2πEρ0)
2π ρ0, β = 2

1+Si(2πEρ0) sin(2πEρ0)−cos(4πEρ0)
8π2E

−Si(4πEρ0)
2π ρ0, β = 4

(18)

where the first term,

⟨ρ(±)(2, E)⟩P = E/2± 1/4 + 1/4 , (19)

involves an ensemble average ⟨· · · ⟩P over SP spectra with
Poisson statistics. It includes the leading Weyl volume
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FIG. 3. Ensemble-averaged cumulative MBDOS ⟨N⟩ as a
function of the energy for N = 5 fermions (dashed line) and
bosons (solid line) for the following cases: Poisson: blue, GOE
(β = 1): orange, GUE (β = 2): green, GSE (β = 4): red.
The inset shows a magnification of the low energy regime,
indicating that for increasing level repulsion, the integrated
MBDOS approaches the limit of a MBDOS arising from a
SP spectrum with a constant level spacing, N̄ (black line).
In the case of chaotic SP systems the ensemble consisted of
NR = 105 realizations while for the integrable case we used
Eqs. (A3) and (17).

term, corrections due to indistinguishability, and contri-
butions due to MB spectral correlations from Poisson-
type SP energy level fluctuations, as discussed in the
previous section. Notably, for fermions the latter two
terms precisely cancel and only the leading Weyl term
remains.

The second term in Eq. (18) directly reflects the effect
of random-matrix correlations between SP levels on the
ensemble-averaged MBDOS (depending on the respective
universality class).

In the limit ρ0E ≫ 1, Eq. (18) yields

⟨ρ(±)(2, E)⟩β
ρ0E≫1
= ⟨ρ(±)(2, E)⟩P − ρ0

4
(20)

for all three symmetry classes, β = 1, 2, and 4. We con-
clude that RMT-type SP correlations reduce the average
MB density of states.

For N > 2, the integrals in Eq. (7) become so involved
that we find it more convenient to solve them using nu-
merical methods or to rely on numerical simulations, as
introduced in Sec. II C. In Appendix D we discuss the
precision of these methods.

Figure 3 shows the dependence of the cumulative MB-
DOS on the symmetry class, and hence spectral rigidity,
of the underlying SP spectrum. With increasing SP level
repulsion, i.e., increasing β, the ensemble-averaged MB
staircase function approaches the limit of a cumulative
MBDOS N̄ (±), based on a SP spectrum without fluctu-
ations. This trend, illustrated in Figure 3 for N = 5

FIG. 4. Probability density (see color bar) for the occur-
rence of a MB staircase function obtained from 105 realiza-
tions for N = 5 non-interacting fermions (left column) and
bosons (right column) with underlying integrable (Poisson)
and chaotic (GOE, GUE, GSE) SP dynamics (from top to
bottom). For reference, the ensemble averaged MB counting
function ⟨N⟩ (blue) and N̄ (black) are also depicted.

particles, is already found for N = 2 particles, and also
holds as N increases.

In contrast, for systems with underlying integrable
SP motion, we have demonstrated in Sec. III that the
ensemble-averaged MBDOS differs from N̄ (±) in all, but
the leading order in E. These findings indicate that the
signatures of the SP dynamics, whether integrable or
chaotic, are encoded in the ensemble-averaged MBDOS
at each sub-leading order in an energy expansion. We
note that the discrepancy between the ensemble-averaged
MBDOS for systems with integrable and chaotic SP dy-
namics grows not only with E at a fixed N , as shown in
Fig. 3, but also with N at a fixed E (not shown here).

As discussed in Sec. III, the rapid growth of the MB
counting function and MBDOS at energies below the
mean ground state energy for systems with integrable SP
dynamics, is due to the large variances characteristic to
the Poisson ensemble and their effect on the ensemble av-
erage. For the MB ensembles with chaotic SP dynamics,
the variance decreases with increasing SP level repulsion,
as shown in Figure 4.

Usually, the ergodic property asserts the equivalence
of ensemble averages and running (energy) averages, pro-
vided the Hamiltonian is drawn from a fully random ma-
trix ensemble, for both the fermionic and bosonic cases.
While ergodicity has been proven to hold, with some no-
table exceptions [37], even for embedded ensembles rep-
resenting systems with k-body interactions (see, for in-
stance, Ref. [38] for a review) the results from this and the
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FIG. 5. Probability distribution P (EGS) of the MB ground
state energy EGS for N = 5 non-interacting bosons (solid line)
and fermions (dashed line), for the following cases: Poisson:
blue, GOE: orange, GUE: green, GSE: red. The data is ob-
tained from an ensemble comprising NR = 106 realizations.

previous section support our claim of a strong breaking of
ergodicity for ensembles of non-interacting MB systems.
MB systems of independent particles and mean-field de-
scriptions of interacting MB systems exhibit strong devi-
ations from full RMT.

We observe that this lack of ergodicity manifests itself
at two levels. First, when considered as a function of the
bare total energy E, we observe how the realization-to-
realization fluctuations of the MB ground state energy
effectively scramble the sub-leading contributions to the
MB level density due to indistinguishability. This effect
is further reinforced in the integrable (Poissonian) case,
to the extent that only the leading large-E behavior of
the fermionic density of states is visible after ensemble
averaging, in accordance with Eq. (17).

Second, the large fluctuations observed in Fig. 4 are
partially due to the dispersion of the ground state ener-
gies EGS across different realizations. Figure 5 shows the
probability distribution of the MB ground state energy
for N = 5 fermions and bosons. For bosons, the MB
ground state energy is, as to be expected, related to the
SP first-level statistics, detailed in App. B. In contrast,
the fermionic case shows a pronounced spread in the MB
ground state energy for integrable SP systems, while a
much narrower distribution is observed in the RMT case.

We note that even when these MB ground state fluc-
tuations are removed by measuring the energies for each
realization relative to the MB ground state, i.e., in terms
of the MB excitation energy Q, the fluctuations are re-
duced only in the chaotic case. This will be discussed in
the next section.

V. SIGNATURES OF CHAOTIC AND
INTEGRABLE SP DYNAMICS IN THE

EXCITATION ENERGY MBDOS

A. Mean integrated MBDOS versus ensemble
fluctuations

A recent work [39] has shown that the MBDOS as a
function of excitation energy, Q = E − EGS, for sys-
tems of indistinguishable non-interacting particles with
equally spaced SP spectra does not distinguish between
fermions and bosons. Furthermore, notably, there is a
regime where the MBDOS for a given Q is independent
of the system’s number of particles. Given the contrast to
the findings presented in the previous sections, a natural
question arises: How general are these results? In other
words, what happens for SP spectra with fluctuating SP
energy level spacings?

Importantly, experimental setups typically involve
probing a single or a few systems at a fixed excitation en-
ergy Q or varying a control parameter across a single or
a few realizations. Hence, since the mean ⟨N (±)(N,Q)⟩
is only a meaningful quantity when ⟨N (±)⟩ ≫ δN (±)

it is important to investigate the standard deviation
δN (N,Q) within a given ensemble of realizations.

B. Dependence on excitation energy Q

In this subsection, we hence analyze ⟨N (±)(N,Q)⟩
and δN (±)(N,Q) as a function of excitation energy Q
and demonstrate its surprisingly large sensitivity on the
underlying SP dynamics. Here, our conclusions are
drawn from extensive numerical simulations, since nei-
ther ⟨N (±)(N,Q)⟩ nor δN (±)(N,Q) are amenable quan-
tities to calculate analytically.

The ⟨ρ(−)(N,Q)⟩ (or ⟨N (−)(N,Q)⟩) can be signifi-
cantly different from ⟨ρ(+)(N,E)⟩ (or ⟨N (+)(N,E)⟩),
since the fermionic EGS can exhibit large fluctuations,
as illustrated by Figure 5. For instance, as discussed in
Sec. III, the absence of subleading terms in the ensemble-
averaged MBDOS for fermionic systems ⟨ρ(−)(N,E)⟩
with underlying integrable SP dynamics can be at-
tributed to the dominance of realizations with low MB
fermionic EGS (compared to the mean) on the ensemble
average.

Figure 6 shows both ⟨N (N,Q)⟩ (solid line) and
δN (N,Q) (dashed line) for systems with Poisson, GOE,
GUE, and GSE single-particle energy level statistics. The
ensemble averages comprise NR = 105 realizations. For
bosonic and fermionic MB systems with underlying inte-
grable SP dynamics, the mean ⟨N (N,Q)⟩ is clearly not
a representative statistical measure, since ⟨N (N,Q)⟩ ≪
δN (N,Q). Moreover, fluctuations in bosonic systems
consistently exceed those for fermions. Interestingly, for
the latter, even the linear level repulsion characteristic of
GOE SP spectra is sufficient to significantly reduce the
fluctuations, that is, ⟨N (N,Q)⟩ ≫ δN (N,Q). This ex-
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FIG. 6. The ensemble-averaged MB counting function (solid)
for N = 10 fermions (blue) and bosons (orange) as well as the
standard deviation (dashed) within the ensembles are shown.
Each realization within the ensemble is measured at its ex-
citation energy Q (difference between total energy E and its
MB ground state energy). The shown ensembles comprise SP
spectra of Poisson (a), GOE (b), GUE (c) and GSE (d) statis-
tics. Each ensemble contains NR = 105 realizations.

plains the success of the Bethe formula [28], an asymp-
totic expression for the fermionic MBDOS for large N
and Q, which, by construction, captures only the smooth
part of the SPDOS.

C. Dependence on particle number N

Having analyzed N (N,Q) for fixed values of N , we
now turn our attention to the case of fixed Q and vary-
ing N . We note that a similar study has been conducted
in Ref. [39] for an equally spaced SP spectrum. As men-
tioned above, the latter has shown that the MBDOS as a
function of the excitation energy Q does not distinguish
between fermionic and bosonic systems. Furthermore,
as the number of particles N increases for a fixed Q,
a point is reached where all excitation quanta are dis-
tributed among all particles (ρ0Q = N). Beyond this
point, adding new particles does not create new MB con-
figurations. Instead, it merely increases the occupancy
of the energetically lowest avaliable SP states (depend-
ing on the particles statistics). Consequently, the MB-
DOS of systems with rigid SP level spacing saturates
and becomes independent of N for a given Q. We now
investigate whether these findings hold in the presence of
SP spectral fluctuations. Figure 7 displays ⟨N (±)(N,Q)⟩
and δN (±)(N,Q) for NR = 105 realizations at ρ0Q = 5
as a function of N .

1. Fermionic case

For fermionic systems, both ⟨N (−)(N,Q)⟩ and
δN (−)(N,Q) saturate, regardless of whether the underly-
ing SP dynamics is integrable or chaotic, as seen in panels
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FIG. 7. Ensemble averaged MB counting function ⟨N (N,Q)⟩
(blue, left y-axis) and its variance δN (orange, right y-axis)
as a function of the particle number N for an excitation en-
ergy of ρ0Q = 5 and NR = 105 realizations. The results for
fermion/boson systems are displayed in the left/rights col-
umn ((a)-(d))/((e)-(h)), while the rows represent ensembles
of Poisson, GOE, GUE, and GSE single-particle statistics.
Within the Poisson ensemble, realizations with degenerate SP
GS where excluded. The Bethe formula for ⟨N (N,Q)⟩ is de-
picted by a black dashed line for the fermionic cases ((a)-(d)).
For bosons with underlying Poisson (e) and GOE (f) SP en-
ergy level statistics, we show results for N ≤ 400 and N ≤ 550
particles, while for all other cases N ≤ 100.

(a) to (d). This suggests that the saturation in fermionic
systems is a general property of individual realizations
within the ensemble, rather than a consequence of the
ensemble average.

In the case of chaotic SP dynamics, the saturation
value of ⟨N (−)⟩ approaches that of the Bethe approxi-
mation, with increasing rigidity of the universality class,
as shown in panels (b) to (d). Note that δN remains
relatively small compared to the mean. In contrast, for
integrable SP dynamics, see panel (a), both the mean and
the variance of N (−) exhibit significantly larger values,
in line with what is observed in Fig. 6.

Based on our findings, we propose that for fermionic
systems, the (smooth) MB counting function (or DOS)
generally varies depending on whether the underlying SP
system is integrable or chaotic. In the chaotic case, we
anticipate close agreement with the Bethe approxima-
tion, whereas for integrable systems, such agreement is
not necessarily expected.
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2. Bosonic case

For bosonic systems with chaotic SP dynamics, shown
in panels (f) to (h), the mean saturates, and both the
saturation value and the corresponding number of parti-
cles increase as the SP level repulsion decreases. Notably,
in the GOE case, see panel (f), δN (+)(N,Q) has not yet
saturated for N < 550, although its growth appears to be
slowing down. In the other chaotic cases, see panels (g)
and (h), δN (+)(N,Q) does saturate, and the correspond-
ing number of particles needed for saturation increases as
the SP level repulsion decreases. Based on this trend, it
is reasonable to expect that δN (+)(N,Q) would also sat-
urate for systems with GOE statistics, albeit at a larger
particle number than 550.

In contrast, for bosonic systems with integrable SP dy-
namics, neither ⟨N (+)(N,Q)⟩ nor δN (+)(N,Q) saturate
for up to N ≈ 400 particles. In [39], it was shown that
the saturation of the MBDOS with increasing number
of bosons can be attributed to the gap ∆1 between the
first excited SP state and the SP ground state. When
∆1 ̸= 0, there is a threshold for the number of particles,
Nth ≥ Q/∆1, beyond which the counting function satu-
rates. This implies that for a SP system with an exactly
degenerate ground state (∆1=0), in the limit of ρ0Q → 0,
the number of MB states grows linearly with N and no
saturation of the counting function occurs. Since SP sys-
tems with exactly degenerate ground-state energies are
unusual, we removed those from the ensemble used for
panel (e), although this did not change the

saturation behavior of ⟨N⟩, nor δN , for the parameters
chosen in panel (e).

This peculiar behavior in the integrable SP case can
be attributed to the absence of spectral correlations be-
tween SP levels, leading to frequent quasi-degenerate SP
states, with increasing probability for decreasing SP level
spacing. As a result, the ensemble will be dominated by
realizations where ∆1 → 0, for which Nth → ∞. Hence
no saturation of ⟨N (+)(N,Q)⟩ and of δN (+) is expected,
in line with the behavior of ⟨N (+)(N,Q)⟩ and δN (+) in
the Poisson case (panel (e) in Fig. 7), and contrary to
the case of a rigid spectrum [39].

Our findings imply that, for bosonic systems with
chaotic SP dynamics, the saturation observed with in-
creasing N at fixed Q is not limited to the ensemble av-
erage, but is a general property of each individual real-
ization within the (random matrix) ensemble of systems.

To summarize, we claim that in the case of bosonic
systems, the ensemble-averaged MB excitation energy
counting function, respectively, MBDOS can differenti-
ate between integrable and chaotic SP motion as well as
the corresponding variances.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we highlighted the difference between
a mean MBDOS obtained by averaging the spectrum of

an individual MB system using a pure energy average,
on the one hand, and a mean MBDOS after ensemble
average at fixed energy E, on the other hand. In our
work, we focused on the latter case and consider systems
of identical particles, fermions and bosons, in a mean-
field framework. We demonstrated how spectral features
of chaos versus integrability on the SP level impact the
ensemble-averaged MBDOS and its variance. We ana-
lyzed these quantities for two different physical settings:
First, as a function of the total MB energy E and sec-
ond, as a function of the excitation energy, Q = E−EGS,
where EGS is the energy of the ground state, a setting
which is closer to experimental information. Eliminating
in this way fluctuations in EGS significantly affects the
ensemble-averaged results.

In general, we observed that the ensemble-averaged
MBDOS and its variance are significantly influenced by
both the fermionic and bosonic character as well as the
fluctuations of the underlying SP spectra, distinguishing
between integrable and chaotic SP dynamics.

Starting with the ensemble average at fixed E we first
derived closed-form expressions for the average mean-
field MBDOS of indistinguishable particles, formulated
in terms of nested convolutions of cluster functions as-
sociated with the corresponding SP spectral universality
classes. For uncorrelated (Poisson-type) SP level fluctu-
ations, we were able to derive explicit analytical expres-
sions for the MBDOS. (We obtained additional insight
from further evaluating these expressions to obtain closed
analytical results for N = 2 particle systems.)

Interestingly, we generally found that for fermions the
SP level fluctuations precisely cancel all subleading con-
tributions from indistinguishability. Hence, the average
MB spectral density reduces to the (Thomas-Fermi) vol-
ume term, in contrast to the bosonic case. The analyti-
cal expressions were validated through numerical simula-
tions. In other cases, where analytical progress was not
feasible, we relied on numerical simulations for insights.

Our analytical analysis, combined with our extensive
numerical simulations for systems with several particles,
consistently reveal significant differences, namely factors
of 4 up to about 10 for fermions and even larger for
bosons, in the MB-body level densities and their vari-
ances, depending on the nature of the underlying dy-
namics.

Our numerical simulations to investigate the ensemble-
averaged MBDOS, where each realization was evaluated
at its excitation energy Q, lead to the following results:
With increasing Q the cumulative MBDOS, the level
counting function, exhibits huge fluctuations for the Pois-
son case such that the mean counting function looses
its meaning. However, SP level correlations significantly
reduce the size of the MB fluctuations highlighting the
role of the mean MBDOS and, for instance, explaining
the success of the Bethe formula for the MBDOS: For
fermionic systems exhibiting chaotic SP motion, fluctua-
tions are suppressed and we found good agreement with
the well-established Bethe formula.
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Furthermore, we studied the N -dependence of the
ensemble-averaged cumulative MBDOS and its variance,
for fixed excitation energy Q. Analogous to findings in
systems with equally spaced SP levels, we observed a sat-
uration behavior that is sensitive to both the SP dynam-
ics and the particle statistics. Our results imply that the
ensemble-averaged MB excitation energy counting func-
tion as well as the corresponding variances can differen-
tiate between the underlying integrable and chaotic SP
dynamics. The differences are drastic in particular for
bosons where the average counting function and its vari-
ance saturate for random matrix-like SP dynamics, in
contrast to the SP Poisson case.

A natural extension of our study would involve relax-
ing the constraint of a constant mean SPDOS and con-
sidering an energy-dependent mean level spacing instead.
This would allow for the investigation of the ergodic hy-
pothesis and the saturation of the MBDOS with increas-
ing particle number, within a broader physical frame-
work. We note that while our report focuses on the non-
interacting limit, we anticipate that extending this work
to interacting systems will reveal a wealth of intriguing
physics and is a research path that we plan to pursue.

Regarding possible applications of our findings, consid-
ering that the smooth part of the SPDOS is a fundamen-
tal tool for analyzing SP dwell times in scattering systems
[40, 41], we envision that the ensemble-averaged MBDOS
can serve a similar role in studying MB dwell times. Our
ensemble-averaged MBDOS naturally emerges as a can-

didate to represent this smooth part, especially in non-
interacting or weakly interacting systems.

Furthermore, in the introduction we mentioned a disor-
der average of free fermions in closed mesoscopic systems
as an application and prominent example of the ensemble
average discussed in detail throughout this paper. Possi-
ble interesting implications of our results for disordered
systems in the localized (Poisson) and delocalized (ran-
dom matrix) regime are left for future work.
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Appendix A: Integrable case

Here we provide further details of the derivation of
Eq. (15) starting from Eq. (14). For clarity we consider
only the integrals of Eq. (14), omitting the summation
over the coefficients c̃. By explicitly expressing the cor-
responding expression in terms of Ei = xiNi, we obtain

∫ ∞

0

dE1 · · ·
∫ ∞

0

dEl δ

E −
l∑

j=1

Ej

 m∏
i=1

|Li|−1∏
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Nki,n
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)∫ ∞

0

dEj1 · · ·
∫ ∞
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(A1)

Using Eqs. (2), (9) and (16), we can straightforwardly
arrive at

c̃(N1, . . . , Nl)

(
m∏
i=1

∏|Li|
n=1 Nki,n∑|Li|
n=1 Nki,n

)
=

1

N !
cL1,...,Lm(N1, ..., Nl) c(N1, . . . , Nl).

(A2)

The combination of Eq. (A1) with (A2) provides a path
to obtain Eq. (15) from Eq. (14).

1. Average MBDOS of a boson gas with Poisson
SP level-spacing statistics

Equations (2), (15), and (16) allow one to obtain
⟨ρ(+)(N,E)⟩P in a closed-form analytical expression. Be-
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low, we present ⟨ρ(+)(N,E)⟩P for several selected cases:

⟨ρ(+)(N=2, E)⟩P =
ρ20E

2
+
1

2
ρ0

⟨ρ(+)(N=3, E)⟩P =
ρ30E

2

12
+
ρ20E

2
+

1

3
ρ0

⟨ρ(+)(N=5, E)⟩P =
ρ50E

4

2880
+
ρ40E

3

72
+
7ρ30E

2

48
+
5ρ20E

12
+
1

5
ρ0

⟨ρ(+)(N=8, E)⟩P =
ρ80E

7

203212800
+

ρ70E
6

1036800
+
23ρ60E

5

345600

+
7ρ50E

4

3456
+

967ρ40E
3

34560
+

469ρ30E
2

2880
+

363ρ20E

1120
+

1

8
ρ0.

(A3)

While the MBDOS can be obtained analytically (with
reasonable effort) for N = 2 and N = 3, the algebra
becomes prohibitively extensive as N increases. For this
reason, we implemented a numerical algorithm to com-
pute ⟨ρ(+)(N,E)⟩P for N > 3.

2. Average MBDOS of a fermion gas with Poisson
SP level-spacing statistics

Here, we provide further details on the derivation
of the ensemble-averaged MBDOS for fermionic sys-
tems with SP level spacing that obeys Poisson statistics
⟨ρ(−)(N,E)⟩P . As mentioned in the main text, only the
leading order in the Weyl expansion survives. Rewriting
Eq. (15) after substituting Eqs. (2) and (16), we find that
⟨ρ(−)(N,E)⟩P takes the following form

〈
ρ(−)(N,E)

〉
P
=

1

N !

N∑
m=1

Em−1

(m− 1)!
ρm0

N∑
n1,...,nm=1
n1≤...≤nm∑m

i=1 ni=N

(
m∏
i=1

1

ni

)
d(N ;n1, ..., nm)

(A4)

with

d(N ;n1, ..., nm) =

N∑
l=m

(−1)N−l

N∑
N1,...,Nl=1
N1≤...≤Nl∑l

i=1 Ni=N

N !∏
Ni∈{N1,...,Nl}

m(Ni)!
l∏

i=1

Ni

∑
L1⊔...⊔Lm={1,...,l}∑

k∈Li
Nk=ni

1.

(A5)

We define the modified Stirling numbers

(−1)N−lsN[N1,...,Nl]
=

N !∏
Ni∈{N1,...,Nl}

m(Ni)!

(
l∏

i=1

Ni

)
(A6)

being the number of permutations of N entities with cycle
decomposition into l cycles of lengths N1, ..., Nl and

S
[N1,...,Nl]
[n1,...,nm] =

∑
L1⊔...⊔Lm={1,...,l}∑

k∈Li
Nk=ni

1 (A7)

the number of set partitions of a set with l elements into
m non-empty disjoint subsets under the constraint that∑

k∈Li
Nk = ni for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m after possibly renum-

bering the Li [42] .
Combining Eqs. (A5),(A6) and (A7) yields

d(N ;n1, ..., nm) =

N∑
l=m

N∑
N1,...,Nl=1
N1≤...≤Nl∑l

i=1 Ni=N

sN[N1,...,Nl]
S
[N1,...,Nl]
[n1,...,nm].

(A8)
Further, we postulate their orthogonality

d(N ;n1, ..., nm) =

{
1 m = N

0 m ̸= N
(A9)

when
∑m

i=1 ni = N . We have verified the validity
of Eq. (A9) up to N = 10 by numerically evaluating
Eq. (A5).

To the best of our knowledge, these objects have not
been addressed in the literature so far. We name them
modified Stirling numbers due to their similarity to the
signed Stirling numbers, which obey a similar orthogo-
nality relation.

Appendix B: First Level Statistics

Several measures of spectral statistical properties fo-
cus on the energy levels contained within a given energy
window. To obtain a suitable spectral interval [ϵ−, ϵ+],
the system’s lowest energy level ϵ0 within this interval
must be uncorrelated with ϵ−. This is achieved by intro-
ducing ϵ− at a random energy within the spectrum. The
difference to the subsequent level is regarded as the first
level spacing while the following remain unchanged. The
probability of placing ϵ− between the n-th and n+ 1-th
level is proportional to ln/(N⟨l⟩), with ln = ϵn+1 − ϵn,
⟨l⟩ = 1

N

∑
n ln is the spectral mean level spacing, and N

the total number of levels. Assuming the probability of
a level spacing ln is p̄(ln), the expectation value of the
spacing in which ϵ− is placed is given by

N∑
n=1

∫ N⟨l⟩

0

dln ln
ln

N⟨l⟩
p̄(ln) −−−−→

N→∞

1

⟨l⟩

∫
dl l2p̄(l). (B1)

In the limit of N → ∞ it is straightforward to see that
the conditional probability of finding a level spacing of
length l in which ϵ− is placed is given by

p(l) =
l

⟨l⟩
p̄(l). (B2)
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Let us now consider an interval of length l that contains
ϵ−. The probability of placing ϵ− within this interval
such that the difference to the new first level is ϵ0 is
given by Θ(l− ϵ0)/l. Finally, the probability of finding a
first level spacing, namely ϵ0 − ϵ−, is

P (ϵ0) =

∫ ∞

0

dl
Θ(l − ϵ0)

l

l

⟨l⟩
p̄(l) =

1

⟨l⟩

∫ ∞

0

da p̄(a+ ϵ0),

(B3)
where l = a+ ϵ0.

Appendix C: Cluster functions

The cluster functions Yn(r) used in Sec. IV are taken
from Ref. [34], and are valid for all values of r. This is
crucial because Eq. (8) involves integrals of Yn(r) over
the entire domain of r. We emphasize that the stan-
dard RMT reference [7] provides cluster functions that
are only valid for r ≥ 0. Neglecting this restriction and
using Yn(r) as provided by Mehta [7] leads to incorrect
results for the GOE case, similar to those reported in
Ref. [43] (which also overlooked the contact terms dis-
cussed in Sec. III).

Fortuitously, this limitation of Mehta’s Yn(r) does not
affect the GUE and GSE cases for N = 2. This can
be observed through a direct inspection of the two-point
cluster functions Y2(r), which are given by [34]

Y GOE
2 (r) =

[
sin(πr)

πr

]2
− [Si(πr)− πϵ(r)]

[
cos(πr)

πr
− sin(πr)

(πr)2

]
,

Y GUE
2 (r) =

[
sin(πr)

πr

]2
, (C1)

Y GSE
2 (r) =

[
sin(πr)

πr

]2
− Si(2πr)

[
cos(2πr)

2πr
− sin(2πr)

(2πr)2

]
,

where Si(r) is the sine integral and

ϵ(r) =


1
2 r > 0

0 r = 0

− 1
2 r < 0.

(C2)

Appendix D: Comparison between numerical
simulations and analytical results

In this Appendix we analyse the precision of numerical
simulations to compute ⟨N (±)(E,N)⟩.

Figure 8 depicts the relative deviation ∆ of the av-
erage integrated MBDOS, ⟨N (±)(E,N)⟩, between nu-
merical simulations and analytical results, given by Eqs.
(A3), (17), and (18), for chaotic and integrable SP mo-
tion. As expected the numerical average displays larger

10 4

10 3

10 2 GOE
chaotic N=2

GOE
chaotic N=2

10 4

10 3

10 2 N=2
Poisson

N=2
Poisson

10 4

10 2 GUEGUE

10 4

10 2 N=3N=3

0 10 20 30
0E

10 5

10 3
GSEGSE

0 10 20 30
0E

10 2

10 1

100 N=8N=8

FIG. 8. Absolute relative deviation ∆ between the numeri-
cal simulation, with NR = 105, and the analytically predicted
⟨N (±)(E,N)⟩ for fermions (blue) and bosons (orange) as a
function of the energy E. Left column: N = 2 particle sys-
tems with underlying chaotic dynamics for the random matrix
universality classes β = 1, 2, 4. Right column: Systems with
underlying integrable SP dynamics with N = 2, 3 and 8 par-
ticles.

relative deviations for small energies, where the level den-
sity is low. This effect is more pronounced in fermionic
systems since part of the energy corresponds to the for-
mation of a MB ground state, EGS . Notably, since the
fermionic EGS increases with increasing particle number,
the relative deviation grows accordingly. In the case of
N = 8 fermions with integrable SP motion, the increase
in MB ground state energy is so significant that we did
not find a single realization in the numerical simulation
where EGS ≲ ρ05, resulting in a relative deviation of or-
der 1. The small values obtained for ∆ support the use of
numerical simulations as an effective tool to analyze the
ensemble-averaged MB counting function and DOS for
systems with underlying chaotic SP dynamics for N > 2.
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