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In this paper we study deviations from random matrix theory (RMT) in quantum chaotic systems
from a perspective of observable properties. Specifically, we focus on the envelope function of the
off-diagonal elements of few-body observables written in the eigenbasis of a quantum chaotic many-
body system, as introduced in the eigenstate thermalization hypothesis ansatz. Our objective is to
understand the origin of the nontrivial structure of the envelope function in real systems and its
connection to the distance of the system from a fully random system described by RMT. To this
end, we introduce a method to systematically induce randomness into a real model, which eventually
transitions into a random matrix model. Our numerical simulations of a defect Ising model show
that the nontrivial structure of the envelope function of local spins becomes less pronounced as the
randomness of the system increase, eventually disappearing when the system becomes fully random.
Our results imply that the structure of the envelope function of few-body observables is closely
related to the randomness of the system, which can be used to characterize the deviation from

random matrix theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

What is the most intuitive perception of chaotic mo-
tion? For most individuals, the answer likely involves
envisioning chaotic motion as a type of movement result-
ing from intricate interactions characterized by signifi-
cant disorder and randomness [I].

In quantum systems, the similarity of statistical prop-
erties to random matrix theory (RMT) has long been
used as indicator of quantum chaos. For instance, quan-
tum chaotic systems possess an energy spectrum with
fluctuations universally described by RMT [IH9]. It has
also been shown that eigenstates of quantum chaotic sys-
tems also exhibit universal properties, with their com-
ponents in certain basis following Gaussian distribution
[I0HI6], in consistence with RMT.

However, despite the similarity in fluctuation proper-
ties described above, quantum chaotic systems deviate
from fully random systems described by RMT in vari-
ous ways. It is known that, average properties, such as
averaged spectral density and averaged shape of eigen-
functions (in fixed basis) are usually system-dependent
and non-universal, which deviates from RMT. It is natu-
ral to ask whether and how the similarity and deviation
from RMT are reflected in the properties of observables.

To address this question, we recall the well-known
Eigenstate Thermalization Hypothesis (ETH) [I7H26],
which make assumptions on the matrix elements of few-
body observable O in the eigenbasis of the system’s
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Hamiltonian H. The ETH ansatz conjectures that
Oi; = (Ei| O|E;) = O(E)éi; + f(Es, Ej)ri, (1)

where E; and [j) denote the eigenvalue and eigenstate of
H, respectively. O(FE;) and f(E;, E;) are smooth func-
tions of their arguments, d;; is the Kronecker Delta func-
tion, and r;; = r}; are random variables with a normal
distribution (zero mean and unit variance). Although
ETH remains a hypothesis due to the lack of rigorous
proof, most aspects of the ETH have been validated
through numerical simulations [17, 25], 27H32]. It is now
widely accepted that the ETH holds for quantum chaotic
systems when considering few-body observables.

According to ETH ansatz, the fluctuation term r;; are
universal and inline with RMT. In contrast, the envelope
function of the diagonal and off-diagonal part, O(F;) and
f(E;, Ej) typically depends on the specific system. In
this paper, we show that the correlation between eigen-
state and the considering observable play an crucial role
in the structure of envelope function f(E;, E;). Fur-
thermore, we introduce a systematically way to induce
randomness into a real system, disrupts these correla-
tions, gradually transitions the system to a fully ran-
dom one. With this method, we show numerically how
the envelope function f(E;, E;) as the system becomes
more “random”. Our results indicate that the structure
of f(E;, Ej) is closely related to the randomness of the
system, and can be used as an indicator of deviations
from RMT in quantum chaotic systems.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec/IT]
we present examples illustrating the shape of the enve-
lope function f(E;, E;). In Sec we explore the rela-
tionship between the correlations in energy functions and
the behavior of f(E;, E;). In Section we use the be-
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havior of f(E;, E;) as a tool to illustrate how increasing
randomness of the model disrupts correlations. Finally,
in Sec[V] we provide conclusions and some discussions.

II. ENVELOPE FUNCTION f(FE;, E;) AT A

GLANCE

We begin by presenting examples of the envelope func-
tion f(E;, E;). In the following, the eigenstates and
eigenvalues of Hamiltonian H are denoted by |E;) and
E;, respectively:

H|Ej) = E; |Ej) . (2)

According to the definition in Eq., the envelope func-

tion f(E;,E;) can be obtained by averaging the off-
diagonal elements of the matrix |(E;| O |E]~>\2:

2 A2

F2(Ei, By) = |03 = [{E:] O | B;), 3)

where E; # Ej;, and the average is taken over narrow

energy shells around E; and £;. In the specific numer-

ical calculations that follow, each energy shell contains

approximately 15 levels around E; and Ej.

As our first model, we consider the defect Ising chain
(DIS), which consists of N %—spins subjected to an in-
homogeneous transverse field. The Hamiltonian is given
by:

N

T dl
H:7; —|—5 (Zaal+1+a o’)
(4)
where o, , . are Pauli matrices at site [, and the param-
eters are set as B, = 0.9, dy = 1.11, d5 = 0.6, and
J, = 1.0. The number of spins in the system is N = 14.
Under these parameters, the system is chaoticlT]

Flgl shows f2(E;, E;) as a function of (E;, E;) for the
observable O = 7. For clearer insight, we bhOW a Cross-
section for fixed E] in the inset of Flgl It is evident
that there is a slowly changing plateau at small energy
differences AE := |E; — Ej|, followed by an exponential
decay at large AE.

A slowly changing plateau at small AE followed by
exponential decay at large AFE is a typical behavior of
the f2(E;, E;) function for common quantum chaotic sys-
tems. Flgl 2| and Flgl 3| show the f2(E;, E;) functions for
the observables O = 02 and O = o', respectlvely, ex-
hibiting similar behavior. Additionally, such behavior
has been observed in other quantum chaotic systems [33].

In addition to the defect Ising model discussed above,
which contains only a few parameters, we also study a
fully random model whose Hamiltonian H is drawn from

l

1 The chaocity of the model is shown in Appendix

FIG. 1. logy, \Ooff versus (E;, E;) in the DIS model for the

observable O = o7.. The inset shows a cross-section taken at
E; = —0.0013 (indicated by the yellow plane).
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FIG. 2. log;, |O"‘Cf versus (E;, F;) in the DIS model for the

observable O = ay The inset shows a cross-section taken at
E; = —1.7380 (indicated by the yellow plane).
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FIG. 3. log,, ‘OOH versus (E;, E;) in the DIS model for the

observable O = o!!. The inset shows a cross-section taken at

E; = 2.3588 (indicated by the yellow plane).

the Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble (GOE) random ma-
trix ensemble. Here, we consider an operator O, whose
matrix elements are, in form, congruent to those of the

Pauli operator 7. This congruence is observed within



a representation characterized by the matrix elements of
H being exclusively Gaussian random numbers. The en-
velope function f%(E;, E;) in this case is shown in Fig
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FIG. 4. log, |O§’f’2 versus (Ej;, E;) in the random matrix
model for the observable O adopting matrix elements identi-
cal in form to those of the Pauli operator ¢,. This congruence
is observed within a representation characterized by the ma-
trix elements of H being exclusively Gaussian random num-
bers. The inset shows a cross-section taken at E; = —0.0293
(indicated by the yellow plane).

From Fig[4] we observe that, unlike the DIS model, the
J?(E;, E;) function in the random matrix model is flat,
and the exponential decay at large AFE is absent. This
provides the first indication in this paper that random-
ness in the model disrupts the fast exponential decay of
the f?(E;, E;) function.

III. EXPONENTIAL DECAY AND
CORRELATIONS

In this section, we elucidate the connection between
the exponential decay of f2(E;, E;) at large AE and the
correlations between eigenstates and the observable.

To this end, We expand the energy eigenstates |E})
of the DIS model on the uncoupled basis {\a)}ﬂ (which
is also the eigenbasis of the observable of interest o) as
follows:

|Ej) = cha o), (5)

where {Cj,} are complex numbers, with their magni-
tudes denoted by |C},| and phases denoted by 6;4:

Cja = €| Cjal. (6)

Utilizing the expansion outlined in Eq., we can con-
struct a set of "randomized wavefunctions of the DIS

2 The precise definition of |a) can be found in Appendix

model,” denoted by

EJ(R)>. These ’E](R)> are generated
by substituting 6;, in Eq.@ with independent random

numbers 9;5) drawn from a uniform distribution:
R R it
B =3l o) =3 e (Cral o). (7)

This operation preserves the magnitude of the eigenfunc-
tion Cj, while disrupting the phase correlations among
the components of the wavefunctions manually.

For simplicity, in this paper, we consider only real

wavefunctions. In this case, H;QR) are randomly chosen

. (R)
from {0, 7}, or equivalently, e?%ia are randomly selected
from +1.
Based on this construction, we calculate the matrix
2
elements ‘<E§R)’ 0] ‘E§R)>’ , where O is again taken as

O = o7. A cross-section of the results is plotted in Fig
(yellow line).
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FIG. 5. logq |O§’jﬂ’2 in different cases. The blue line is an
enlargement of the cross-section shown in Fig[l] The yel-
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The red line depicts a

low line represents a cross-section of log,

where ’EJ(R)> is defined in Eq..

cross-section of log,, |O;?J‘-:f|2 using the randomized Hamilto-

nian H® defined in Eq. @ In all of above cases, the ob-
servable O is taken as O = o7. The green line shows a cross-
section of log,, [(E:| O® |E;)|?, with O defined in Eq.@).
Lastly, the orange line corresponds to the same cross-section
shown in Fig[l All these cross-sections are taken with F)
fixed at the centers of the spectra.

2
Figure [5| shows that, in ’<E§R)‘ O ’EJ(-R)> , the expo-

nential decay at large AE disappears, and the f?(E;, E;)
function becomes similar to the result predicted by the
random matrix model. This finding indicates that the
correlations among the phases of the original eigenfunc-
tions of the DIS model are crucial for maintaining the ex-
ponential decay of the f?(E;, ;) function. When these
correlations are destroyed, the f2(E;, E;) function be-
comes structureless.




It is worth noting that not just GOE random matrix
Hamiltonian can produce eigenstates with disruption of
correlations sufficient to flatten the f2(E;, E;) function.
The red line in Fig shows the f?(E;, E;) of another sys-
tem, where the observable O is again taken as O = o7,
but the Hamiltonian H is randomized from the origi-
nal Hamiltonian of the DIS model. Specifically, the ran-
domized Hamiltonian H®) is generated by the following
method:

(ol HT|8) = rag (a| H|B), (®)

where ro,g3 = 7o are independent random numbers
drawn from a Gaussian distribution. This operation
retains all zero elements of the matrix (o] H|3), and
the average magnitudes of |(a| H® |8)| are equal to
[{a] H|B)|. In other words, the main structural features
of H are preserved. Moreover, since the original Hamil-
tonian H of the DIS model is a sparse matrix in the |«)
representation, the number of random parameters con-
tained in H") is much less than that in a GOE random
matrix. However, despite retaining the main structural
features of H and containing far fewer random parame-
ters than a GOE random matrix, Figl5| shows that these
random parameters are still enough to disrupt the corre-
lations between eigenstates and observables and further
flatten the f?(E;, E;) function.

Besides the conditions discussed above, we would also
like to point out that randomization of the observable O
can also flatten the f2(E;, E;) function. The green line in

Fig shows the shape of |(E;] O(F) |Ej)|2, where |E;) is
the energy eigenstate of the original DIS model, and the
randomized observable O is constructed as follows:

(@] O [8) = rap (| o7 |6) - 9)

The rqp = rgo are also independent random numbers
drawn from a Gaussian distribution. From Fig[5| we can
see that in this case, the behavior of the f(E;, E;) func-
tion is again close to that in the random matrix model
but far from the rapid decay behavior in the original DIS
model.

As a short summary of this section, we show numer-
ically that, correlation between eigenstates and observ-
ables are crucial for the non-trivial structure of the en-
velope function f(E;, E;). f(E;, E;) becomes flat (struc-
tureless) once such correlations are destroyed.

IV. DISRUPTION OF CORRELATIONS
THROUGH ENHANCED RANDOMNESS

The preceding section illustrated that correlations in
the energy eigenfunctions of quantum chaotic systems
lead to an exponential decay of f?(E;, E;) for large AE,
while a flat f2(E;, E;) indicates uncorrelatedness be-
tween eigenstates of Hamiltonian and considered observ-
able. Leveraging this strong connection between the be-
havior of f2(FE;, E;) and the correlations in energy eigen-
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functions, the behavior of f2(E;, E;) can be utilized as a
tool for quantifying the strength of these correlations.

In this section, we will employ this tool to observe the
destructive process of correlations due to the increase of
parameters in the model.

Fig@ depicts the behavior of f?(E;, E;) as more and
more random parameters are introduced into the Hamil-
tonian H of the original DIS model. The method for
adding random parameters is detailed in Appendix [B]
The observable O is consistently set as O = o across all
scenarios.

log, (Nr/N +1)
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FIG. 6. log,, |Oi°jff ? computed using modified DIS models,
which incorporate varying numbers of independent parame-
ters in their Hamiltonians (see Appendix [B| for definitions).
N, represents the count of independent parameters. Under
all these conditions, the observable O is consistently set as
O = o7. For all cross-sections, the energy E; is fixed at the
central value of the respective spectra.

As observed in Figlf] the increase in the number
of random parameters leads to a progressively flatter
[?(E;, E;) function. This trend signifies that the grow-
ing number of random parameters gradually disrupts the
correlations between the energy states and observables.
Additionally, Appendix [C] presents a similar analysis of
the variation in f2(E;, E;) functions. when random pa-
rameters are introduced into the Hamiltonian H of the
original DIS model using an alternative method, analo-
gous phenomena is observed (Fig@.

V. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have explored the relationship be-
tween randomness of system and the structure of enve-
lope function f(E;, E;) of few-body observables. We have
shown that, correlations between eigenstates of the sys-
tem and the considered observables is essential for in the
emergence of non-trivial structure of f(E;, E;). Intro-
ducing a systematically way to induce randomness into
a real system, we find numerically that such non-trivial
structure gradually become less pronounced. and even-
tually disappears when the system is fully random. Fur-
thermore, our results suggest that non-trivial structure



of f(F;, Ej) can serve as an indicator of the deviations
from RMT in real quantum chaotic systems.

A natural question would be to study quantitatively
the relation between randomness of the system and the
non-trivialness of the structure of f(E;, E;). It would
also interesting to consider higher-order envelope func-
tion introduced in the so-called general ETH [34], [35].

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was partially supported by the Natural Sci-
ence Foundation of China under Grant Nos. 12175222,
11535011, and 11775210. J.W. acknowledges support
from Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG), under
Grant No. 531128043, and under Grant No. 397107022,
No. 397067869, and No. 397082825, within the DFG
Research Unit FOR 2692, under Grant No. 355031190.

Appendix A: Chaocity of the model

Let the uncoupled basis of N %—spins be denoted by
|o), which represents the common eigenstate of all {o'}.

For instance, one such |a) can be expressed as:
oy =[1); @)@ ® [Ny, (A1)
where [1), and |]), are eigenstates of o?.

Wigner Distribution
P(s) Distribution of DIS

FIG. 7. The nearest neighbor spectrum spacing (P(s)) distri-
bution of DIS model.

To check the chaocity of the system, we examine in
Fig[7] the distribution of the nearest level spacing. A
good agreement with the Wigner-Dyson distribution (as
predicted by Random Matrix Theory [I]) is observed, in-
dicating that the system behaves chaotically. Addition-
ally, we present the distribution of the rescaled compo-
nents of the eigenfunctions in the uncoupled basis o). A
good agreement with the Gaussian distribution asserted
by Berry’s conjecture [10, [I1] is also evident (Fig[g).

Gaussian Distribution
Distribution of DIS’s R/,

FIG. 8. The distribution of the eigenfunction components of
DIS model. The RJ, are the energy eigenfunction components
after removing the average shape through rescaling [11].

Appendix B: A Method to Add Random Parameters
into the DIS Model

Consider the Hamiltonian of the DIS model:
N

2 27 2

N-1
B ;L di ds J 1
H==—= Zax-i-fal—l-fai’—f—?z lz_; UZUZH + 05’0;

1=1
(B1)
In the |o) representation, the first term contains only
off-diagonal elements, while the other terms contain only
diagonal elements.

Our goal is to introduce more independent parameters
into the off-diagonal part of the Hamiltonian in Eq.,
specifically by adding more independent parameters to
the first term. We aim to do this while maintaining the
structure of the Hamiltonian matrix as much as possi-
ble and ensuring that the new parameters are physically
meaningful.

To achieve this, we start by multiplying each coefficient
B, before o, in the first term by an independent random
number. This changes the first term as follows:

N N
EPNEON S8
=1 =1

where B. = B, -7l and {rl} are independent Gaussian
random numbers with an average value of either +1 or
—1 evenly. This operation increases the number of inde-
pendent parameters from N, = 1 to N, = N. Physically,
this corresponds to applying magnetic fields of different
intensities on each spin.

To introduce even more parameters, we rewrite va as
follows:

(B2)

oL =P" @0l + P" @0, (B3)
where P{™ and P" are projection operators for the m-th
spin, defined as

PP =11), PP =0 (Ba)

b



PN =0, P = (B4b)

Here we require m # [. With this division, we can mul-
tiply each term in Eq.(B3) by an independent random
number:

Byol, — B (P"@ol) + BJY - (P ®oL), (B5)

where BYY = Byrfil, B = By and (il o} ave
independent Gaussian random numbers with an average

value of either +1 or —1 evenly. After this operation, the
number of independent parameters becomes N, = 2! x N.

This operation is also physically meaningful. Before
the division in Eq.7 the mean value of ¢ depends
only on the state of the I-th spin, so B,o', can be thought
of as the self-energy of the [-th spin. However, the mean
values of the terms P" ® ol and P"® ol in Eq.
depend on the states of both the m-th and I-th spins.
Therefore, our operation introduces interaction between
the m-th and [-th spins, with different coupling energies
depending on whether the m-th spin is in the |1) or |{)
state. Such a model could potentially be realized in ex-
periments.

By continuing in this manner, we can introduce even
more parameters into the DIS model. For example, we
can let three spins interact with each other:

l mnl
Byo, —B .

T ( o)
+B{ . (P @ PP @ ol) -

+B7 - (PI" @ PP @ ol,)

+BI - (P @ Pl 0 ol),
where m # n # I, Bﬁgl = B, - T’?}TZ’Z’ Bﬁgl _
By il BYY = By -r, BIR = By vy, and

{ﬁ’%ﬁ Tﬁgl7 Tﬁ:l, Tﬁgl
dom numbers with an average value of either +1 or
—1 evenly. After this operation, the number of in-
dependent parameters becomes N, = 22 x N. Sim-
ilarly, we can let 4,5,--- , N spins interact with each
other, increasing the number of independent parameters
to N, = 23 x N,2* x N,--- ,2N¥=1 x N. In this way, we
achieve the goal set at the beginning of this section.

are independent Gaussian ran-

Finally, when all N spins interact, we obtain 2V~ x N
independent parameters. The Hamiltonian in Eq. has
2NV x N nonzero elements in the |a) representation. By
keeping the Hermiticity of the Hamiltonian, what we
have effectively done is multiply each off-diagonal ele-
ment of the DIS model’s Hamiltonian by an independent

Gaussian random number. This is same as what was
done in Fig[5| (the red line).

The variances of all random parameters were taken as
1 in the calculations.

Appendix C: Another Approach to Introducing
Randomness into the DIS Model

This appendix presents an alternative method for in-
corporating random parameters into the DIS model,
which may resonate more with theoretical physicists.

The core idea revolves around introducing complex in-
teraction terms into the model.

To begin, we enhance the original DIS Hamiltonian
H in Eq. by adding an additional random magnetic
field along the x-direction. This results in a modified

Hamiltonian:
Hy =H+Vq, (C1)
where
N
Vi = Z ngcalzv (02)
=1

with J. being independent Gaussian random numbers
having an average value of 0. Here, V] represents a ran-
dom 1-point interaction.

Proceeding further, we can incorporate (neighbor) 2-
point random interactions by adjusting the Hamiltonian
to:

Hy=H+Vi+ Vs, (03)

where

N
Vo= 3ot (1
=1

with indices exceeding N taken modulo N. The ngc’(lﬂ)

are also independent Gaussian random numbers with an
average value of 0.

Following this pattern, we can extend to (neighbor)
3-point random interactions:

N
Vy= 3L (o)
=1
and (neighbor) 4-point random interactions:
N
Vy = Z JhUA1),(42),(143) 5l G141 J1+2 143 (C6)

=1

until all spins in the chain are part of a single interaction
term. Consequently, the number of random parameters
in the model increases progressively.

As before, we compute f2(E;, E;) = |(i| o7 7)1 using
different Hy. Fig[J]illustrates the results, with variances
of all random parameters set to 0.01 in the calculations.

Similarly to Figl6] we observe that the decay of
f2(E;, E;) becomes increasingly slower as the number of
random parameters grows.
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FIG. 9. log,, Ol‘.’jff * computed using modified DIS models,
which incorporate varying numbers of independent parame-
ters in their Hamiltonians (see Appendix [C| for definitions).
N, represents the count of independent parameters. Under
all these conditions, the observable O is consistently set as
O = o7. For all cross-sections, the energy E; is fixed at the
central value of the respective spectra.

It is evident that f2(E;, E;) does not completely flat-
ten out here, indicating that the system’s randomness
is still insufficient. In comparison, the Hamiltonian in
Appendix [B| contains up to 27! x N independent ran-
dom parameters and yields a completely flat f2(E;, E;)
function. It is anticipated that further increasing the
randomness in Hy would eventually lead to a complete
flattening of the f2(E;, E;) function.
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