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In one dimension, in a closed system, the Tonks-Girardau gas is integrable even for finite temperatures and
time-evolving systems. We address the question if it remains integrable once the system is no longer closed. We
consider its lattice version under incoherent local pump and loss and show by using random matrix theory that
the statistics of the complex spatial ratio indicates that the system is chaotic. Further, we show that the model
belongs in the AI† universality class of random matrices. In addition to this analysis, we investigate an emergent
stripe-pattern in the spectrum and relate it to the dissipative parameters of the model.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Lieb–Liniger model [1] is a paradigmatic example of
an integrable many-body system in one dimension [2]. In
the limit of infinitely strong interactions, it reduces to the
Tonks–Girardeau gas, which enjoys an exact solution obtained
through the Bose-Fermi mapping [3]. This even holds at finite
temperatures and under real-time evolution [4–6]. A natural
followup question then arises when the system is rendered
open—that is, coupled to an external environment or reser-
voirs. Does such coupling preserve the integrable structure,
or does it introduce effective interactions and decoherence that
spoil integrability?

Open quantum systems can be realized in various ways [7–
11], such as through coupling to a thermal bath, measurement-
induced decoherence, or engineered dissipation channels.
One rigorous method for describing the dynamics of the open
subsystem is the Lindblad – Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan
master equation [12, 13]: This approach ensures that the time
evolution is completely positive and trace-preserving [13],
meaning that the density matrix remains physically valid at
all times. As a result, the Lindblad framework is widely used
to model dissipative processes in quantum mechanics, provid-
ing a consistent and microscopic description of open system
dynamics [10].

A straightforward way to test whether a closed quantum
system is integrable or chaotic is to examine the spectrum
of the relevant time-evolution operator, such as the Hamil-
tonian. Random matrix theory (RMT) predicts that the en-
ergy levels follow a Poissonian distribution for uncorrelated
level spacings, indicating that the systems is integrable, while
chaotic closed systems exhibit level repulsion characterized
by Wigner–Dyson statistics. The more convenient ratios of
energy level spacings in closed systems have been introduced
in [14, 15]. Furthermore, it has been conjectured [16] that for
chaotic systems, the spectral statistics of the Hamiltonian is
determined by its symmetry class.

An analogous approach to assess the integrability of open
quantum systems involves analyzing the complex level spac-
ings of the non-Hermitian operators that describe their dy-
namics. A suggestion of analyzing the distributions of com-
plex spacing ratios (CSR) has been put forward in [17, 18].
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Their analysis suggests, that if the distribution is Poisson-like
then the system is integrable - given all symmetries of the
system were taken into account. Whereas, if the distribution
follows a Ginibre ensemble, i.e. given the polar coordinates
of the CSR, if one can observe cubic level repulsion in the
marginal distribution of the radial coordinate for small radii
and a non-isotropic angular distribution, then the system is
not integrable. As there exists no exact formula for the sur-
mise of the Ginibre ensembles in the large-N limit, the com-
parison to a two-dimensional tori ensemble (TUE) has been
put forward [17]. Recently [19], there has been given an ap-
proximation formula for the CSR of the Ginibre universality
class.

However, the classification of non-Hermitian systems [18,
20–24] goes beyond this. It has been shown [22], that non-
Hermitian systems follow one of three distinct universality
classes of random matrices AI, AI†, AII†. Further effort of
distinguishing the 38 non-Hermitian point-gap spectra and 10
Lindbladian classes without unitary symmetries are ongoing.

In this work, we aim at inferring the integrability of strongly
interacting bosons in a Markovian environment using the con-
cept of CSR. In order to numerically investigate the spec-
trum, it is advantageous to consider systems of finite sized
Hilbert space. The Tonks–Girardeau gas is a continuum ver-
sion of hard-core bosons (HCB) on a one-dimensional lat-
tice, where the constraint of at most one boson per site mir-
rors the infinite repulsion. In contrast to the Bose-Hubbard
model at finite interaction in one-dimension, the HCB model
at infinite interaction is integrable; see for recent progress in
calculating the spectral function see [25–27]. Through the
Holstein–Primakoff transformation [28], we map HCB to the
XX spin- 12 -chain. This spin model is integrable and can be
mapped with the Jordan-Wigner transformation [29] to free
Fermions. Here, the Pauli exclusion principle takes care of the
hard-core constraint. The equivalence of the Jordan-Wigner
transformation and the Bose-Fermi mapping by Girardeau can
be shown explicitly on a lattice [30].

The paper is organized as follows: In section II, we define
the model of hard-core bosons with local Markovian pump
and loss and discuss its symmetries. In section III, the main re-
sults of this paper is shown: We present and analyze the CSR
of an irreducible block of the Lindbladian, indicating that the
model is not integrable after [17]. We classify the marginal
distributions over angle and radius by comparison to RMT re-
sults. Section IV is independent of the discussion on integra-
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FIG. 1. Analysis of the CSR (12) of the spectrum of the driven-dissipative XX spin- 1
2

model (4): (a) Distribution ρ(z), (b) marginal distribution
ρ(θ) over the angle θ, (c) marginal distribution ρ(r) over the radius r. In violet (dashed), the surmise for the TUE with N = 5 is shown, this
is an approximation for the GinUE, compare with App. A. In dark green (solid), the sampled surmise for the symmetry class AI† is displayed.
Data of 104468 eigenvalues, for L = 12, M = 1, at γl = J = 1, γp = 0.8.

bility: We present features of the spectrum and compare them
with perturbative calculations in the dissipative parameters.

II. MODEL

We consider a periodic chain of hard-core bosons

HHCB = −J

L∑
j=1

(b†jbj+1 + h.c.) , (1)

with the hard-core constraint given by the two-dimensional
local Hilbert space, such that b2i |Ψ⟩ = 0 = b†2i |Ψ⟩ ∀Ψ. This
can be mapped by the transformation due to Holstein and Pri-
makoff [28] with

σ+
j = b†j

√
1− nj , σ−

j =
√
1− njbj , (2)

to the XX spin- 12 -chain model given by the Hamiltonian

HXX = −2J

L∑
j=1

(σx
j σ

x
j+1 + σy

j σ
y
j+1) , (3)

with the physical spin Sµ = 1
2σ

µ, where {σµ}µ=x,y,z are rep-
resented by the Pauli matrices. We define σ± = 1

2 (σ
x ± iσy),

which act as spin-flip operators and it follows that the operator
ni = σ+

i σ
−
i returns the local number of excited states.

The pump and loss of hard-core bosons hence corresponds
to spin flips in the XX-model. The most straightforward way
of modeling an open system with a Lindbladian, is by local
gains and losses. Further, due to the hard-core nature, at most
one particle can be placed or taken out in one position. There-
fore, the resulting Lindbladian is of the form

Lρ = −i[HXX , ρ] + γp

L∑
j=1

D[σ+
j ]ρ+ γl

L∑
j=1

D[σ−
j ]ρ , (4)

and acts on the doubled Hilbert space H⊗H, dubbed Liouville
space. The dissipator D is defined below and describes the
spin-flip up (down) - pump (loss) of a boson - at rate γp (γl).

A. Vectorization

In order to implement the the time evolution operator L as
a matrix operator and extract its eigenvalues, we vectorize the
operators as AρB 7→ (A ⊗ B⊺)ρ. Then, the von Neumann
equation reads

∂tρ = −i[H, ρ] (5)

7→ −i
(
H ⊗ 1− 1⊗H

⊺
)
ρ , (6)

and the dissipator D of the jump operator L

D[L]ρ = LρL† − 1

2
L†Lρ− 1

2
ρL†L (7)

7→
(
L⊗ L∗ − 1

2
L†L⊗ 1− 1

2
1⊗ L

⊺
L∗

)
ρ , (8)

with the asterisk ∗ denoting complex conjugation. If the Lind-
bladian posses symmetries or further structure, we need to
first block-diagonalize it and find spectra per sector. Only in
a symmetry reduced basis, we can distinguish an integrable
from a chaotic system.

B. Symmetries

In open systems, there are two types of possible symme-
tries - weak and strong symmetries [31].1 A symmetry is
called strong, if the Hamiltonian H and each jump operator
Li separately commute with the associated operator A of the
symmetry

[H,A] = 0 ∧ [Li, A] = 0 ,∀i . (9)

Whereas the symmetry is called weak if

L
(
AρA†) = A(Lρ)A† . (10)

1 Similar considerations have been made within the Keldysh formalism [7],
calling them respectively classical and quantum symmetries.
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Strong symmetry implies weak symmetry. Finally, we can
block-diagonalize L if a superoperator A ≡ [A, .] = A⊗ 1−
1⊗A⊺ commutes with the Lindbladian

[L,A] = 0 . (11)

It can be easily shown that the model in Eq. (4) does not
allow for strong conservation of total magnetization. Never-
theless, the particle number is weakly conserved and the entire
Lindbladian commutes with the corresponding super operator
[L,N ] = 0, which in the language of the hard core bosons is
a super particle number operator N = n⊗ 1− 1⊗ n⊺, with
n =

∑
i ni. Its eigenvalues M ∈ {−L, . . . , L} depend on the

difference of particles M = Nm−Nn in the bra ⟨Nm| and ket
state |Nn⟩ describing the density matrix Φm,n = |Nm⟩ ⟨Nn|.

Further, the momentum operator is conserved in a strong
way, manifesting that the system is translational invariant.
Additionally, the system displays a discrete strong spatial par-
ity symmetry (σµ

i 7→ σµ
L−i+1), when in momentum sector 0

or π. Finally, we note, that in the particular case of γp = γl,
the particle number sector M = 0 has additional spin flip
symmetry.

III. ANALYSIS OF THE LEVEL RATIO

The CSR zi for the complex eigenvalue λi ∈ C is defined
as the ratio of the distances to the nearest λ(NN)

i and next-
nearest eigenvalue λ

(NNN)
i ,

zi =
λi − λ

(NN)
i

λi − λ
(NNN)
i

. (12)

Representing the ratio z in polar coordinates z = reiθ, we
can analyze the marginal distributions over the angle ρ(θ) =∫ 1

0
dr rρ(r, θ) and radius ρ(r) =

∫ 2π

0
dθ rρ(r, θ).

For non-Hermitian systems, the CSR z for chaotic systems
are expected to follow the Ginibre surmise [22]. Interest-
ingly, the for small radii, all three Ginibre ensembles (GinUE,
GinOE, GinSE), show cubic level repulsion, hence they are in-
distinguishable by what is known as Dyson index β in closed
systems.

Since the low-N Ginibre ensembles do not well describe
the large-N limit, we make use of two-dimensional tori en-
semble introduced in [17]. The idea is to equally distribute
the eigenvalues over a torus, parametrized by the angles ϑ ∈
(−π, π], φ ∈ (−π, π],

P
(N)
TUE(ϑ1, . . . , ϑN ;φ1, . . . , φN ) (13)

∝
∏
j<k

(
2− cos(ϑj − ϑk)− cos(φj − φk)

)
, (14)

in order to take into account the strong finite size boundary
effects. The surmise of the TUE, the analog of the Wigner
surmise can be found the App. A and is converges fast for low
N .

The implementation is explained in App. B and the results
are displayed in Fig. 1(a). The CSR over the complex plane

shows clearly a donut-like shape, as compared to a flat Pois-
son distribution, hinting at level repulsion, hence chaotic be-
havior of the system. The asymmetry in the angle distribu-
tion underlines this further. For more quantitative results the
marginal distributions over the angle and radius are shown in
Fig. 1(b),(c), and compared to the afore mentioned tori ensem-
ble in violet. The qualitative comparison is matching - hence,
we conclude that the system is not integrable.

In order to understand the slight quantitative mismatch, we
take into account the different symmetry classes the generator
of the open system dynamics can fall into [22]. Following
their nomenclature, we see that the surmise of the symmetry
class AII† would increase the discrepancy to the model data
further. This can be seen for instance in the lowered minimum
of ρ(θ). However, the opposite behaviour is found the class
AI†.

Therefore, we compare our data additional to the surmise
of the symmetry class AI†. For this symmetry class there ex-
ists no analytical expression for the distribution or surmise,
contrary to the class AI. For this reason, we sample 212 × 212

random matrices under the constraint of their class, calculate
their CSR and average over 210 realizations, to obtain the sur-
mise marked in dark green. The surmise well describes the
CSR of the model.

IV. PROPERTIES OF THE SPECTRUM

In this section, we investigate the Lindbladian spectrum of
the model Eq. (4) further.

A. Numerical observations

FIG. 2. Spectrum of the Lindbladian, for system size L = 10, in the
super particle number (magnetization) sector M = 4, with varying
pump rate γp = 0.1, 0.5, 1.0, 5.0 from (a)-(d). Remaining parame-
ters as in Fig. 1.
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Change of the pump rate

We find that varying the pump rate γp in the model sepa-
rates different parts of the spectrum, compare Fig. 2. Setting
the pump rate equal to the loss rate leads to Fig. 2 (c). The
lines of the real axis and of the imaginary axis, shifted by the
trace of the Lindbladian, are still pronounced. For smaller and
larger pumping rate, chunks of the spectrum start to separate,
leading to an apparent stripe like pattern. The stripes are sep-
arated by a uniform distance.

Apparent stripes

We observe in Fig. 3, that the number of these visible stripes
depends on the chosen super particle number sector M to
diagonalize the matrix. This number seems to be given by
L− |M |+ 1. We cross-checked this with other system sizes.
Of course, for fewer eigenvalues, the stripe shape eventually
vanishes. However, the number of clusters (stripes) stays the
same. For instance for the case L = 10 and M = 9, where
there exists only two states whose separation can be tuned
with the pump rate γp, and M = 10 with exactly one state
in it.

FIG. 3. Spectrum of the Lindbladian, for system size L = 10, in dif-
ferent super particle number (magnetization) sectors M = 6, 5, 4, 3
from (a)-(d). Model parameters γp = 5, remaining parameters as in
Fig. 1.

B. Perturbative prediction

Assuming that the dissipative parameters are small
γp, γl ≪ 1, we can split the Lindblad superoperator

L = L0 + γL1 , (15)

FIG. 4. Spectrum of the Lindbladian for system size L = 10 and
super particle number (magnetization) sector M = 3. Model param-
eters: J = 1, γp = 0.01, γl = 0.1. Perturbative prediction IV B
of the position of the stripes in gray. To first order in perturbation
theory: Separation of the stripes δ = |γp − γl|, distance to the origin
∆ = −γpL+ 1

2
(γp − γl)M .

into an unperturbed part L0, consisting of the coherent, von
Neumann evolution

L0ρ = −i[HXX , ρ] , (16)

and treat the dissipative part as a small perturbation

γL1 = γp

L∑
j=1

D[σ+
j ]ρ+ γl

L∑
j=1

D[σ−
j ]ρ . (17)

We will calculate the first-order corrections λ(1)
mn to the unper-

turbed eigenvalues λ(0)
mn.

Let |Em⟩ = |{mj}j=1,...,L⟩ be the Fock basis, which is
an eigenbasis of the Hamiltonian HXX with HXX|Em⟩ =
Em|Em⟩. We call the right eigenoperator of the unperturbed
Lindbladian L0

Φm,n = |Em⟩ ⟨En| , (18)

and find its unperturbed eigenvalues

λ(0)
m,n = −i (Em − En) , (19)

are purely imaginary as expected. The first-order shift in that
eigenvalue, for a non-degenerate case, is given by

λ(1)
m,n =

⟨⟨Φ̃m,n, L1(Φm,n)⟩⟩
⟨⟨Φ̃m,n, Φm,n⟩⟩

, (20)

where ⟨⟨A,B⟩⟩ = Tr
(
A†B

)
is the Hilbert-Schmidt inner

product in operator space, and Φ̃m,n is the left eigenoperator
of L0 corresponding to Φm,n. The eigenoperators are normed
⟨⟨Φ̃m,n, Φm,n⟩⟩ = 1.

Evaluating the numerator of Eq. (20), we see that only the
second and third term in the dissipator 1

2{L
†L, ρ} give a con-

tribution to the diagonal elements of the operator and hence
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to the first order correction in the eigenvalues. Summing over
the lattice sites, we denote Nm =

∑
i ⟨Em|ni|Em⟩ as the

total number of excitations in state |Em⟩. Similarly Nn for
|En⟩. Then the first order correction to the eigenvalues are
given by

λ(1)
m,n = −γpL+ 1

2 (γp − γl)(Nm +Nn). (21)

This corresponds to a negative shift of the imaginary unper-
turbed eigenvalues λ

(0)
m,n along the real axis. This shift de-

pends on the number of excited states in the bra Nm and ket
Nn of Φm,n.

We show the theoretical prediction together with the data of
the model for small pump and loss rate in Fig. 4. Due to the
fixed super particle number sector M = Nm − Nn = const,
the smallest difference δ of two distinct shifts is given by δ =
|γp − γl|, explaining the regularly spaced stripes, observed
in the numerical calculations and described in the previous
section.

The number of stripes is equally determined by the parti-
cle number sector M within a system of size L. There can
be 0 particles in |Em⟩, follows M particles in |En⟩, or 1 and
M+1, etc., up to L−M and L particles. In total L−|M |+1
possibilities, which gives the number of stripes conjectured in
the previous section. We conclude that the decay, i.e. the neg-
ative real part of the eigenvalues, is extensive in the number
of excitations Nn +Nm.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we showed that a system of hard-core bosons
looses its integrable structure if losses and gains of the system
are implemented with Lindbladian one-body jump operators.
We did so by considering the CSRs of the spectrum of the gen-
erator of the dynamics. These showed clearly a level repulsion
(donut-shape in the complex plane) and anisotropic angular
distribution, as expected for a chaotic system [17]. Further,
we find our system to be in the universality class AI† [21]
of random matrices. In a separate part, we analyzed emer-
gent features of the Lindbladian spectrum of this model. At
large difference of pump ans loss rate, we found a number
of L − |M | + 1 regularly spaced stripes. For small dissi-

pative parameters, our perturbative calculation confirmed and
explained these patterns.

In summary, we provide with our analysis a clear answer
to the question of integrability of a driven-dissipative system
of strongly interacting bosons coupled to an environment by
local loss and gains.

We stress, that this seems to us the most straightforward
and experimentally relevant way of implementing an open
bosonic system within the Lindbladian framework. Such a
bosonic lattice with local pump and loss can be realized in
exciton-polariton condensates in semiconductor microcavi-
ties [32], in optomechanical systems with local feedback con-
trol [33], in superconducting circuit QED arrays of qubits
and resonators [34, 35], or in ultracold-atom optical lattices
with site-selective addressing [36]. We note, however, that
other prominent examples with non-local two-body losses ex-
ist, specifically nearest neighbor hopping terms, among which
there exist integrable models. For instance in [37], Yang-
Baxter integrable open systems are constructed. Within this
construction, they find the known integrable case of the XX
model with dephasing noise [38], as well as the totally anti-
symmetric and symmetric simple exclusion process, and dis-
cuss the generalizations thereof. A recent publications [24]
puts this in context with the non-Hermitian symmetry classi-
fications.

The question of the existence of further integrable and ex-
perimentally relevant solutions for open bosonic systems re-
mains open.
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helpful advice and Lucas Sà for correspondence. Further,
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cas for proof-reading. This work is supported in parts by
the German Research Foundation (Deutsche Forschungsge-
meinschaft, DFG) under Germany’s Excellence Strategy EXC
2181/1- 390900948 (the Heidelberg STRUCTURES Excel-
lence Cluster).

Appendix A: Details on the analytical distributions

The surmise of the TUE are given by [39]

ρ
(N)
TUE(x, y) ∝

∫ π

−π

∫ π

−π

ds dt

N−3∏
j=1

(∫ π

−π

daj

∫ π

−π

dbj
)
Θ
(
(a2j + b2j ) − (s2 + t2)

)
(s2 + t2)2 [2− cos s − cos t]

× [2 − cos(sx− ty) − cos(tx+ sy)] [2 − cos
(
s(x− 1) − ty

)
− cos

(
t(x− 1) + sy

)
]

×
N−3∏
j=1

[
2 − cos aj − cos bj

] [
2 − cos(s− aj) − cos(t− bj)

]
×

[
2 − cos(sx− ty − aj) − cos(tx+ sy − bj)

] ∏
j<k

[
2 − cos(aj − ak) − cos(bj − bk)

]
.

We evaluate the integrals numerically with Monte Carlo
sampling and show the marginal distributions ρ(r) and ρ(θ)

of the TUE’s surmise for N = 3, 4, 5 in Fig. 5.
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FIG. 5. Marginal distributions ρ(r) and ρ(θ) in (a), (b), of the TUE’s
surmise at N = 3, 4, 5. Together with the data of Fig. 1.

Appendix B: Construction of the Lindbladian in the symmetry
reduced basis

The Lindbladian matrix was constructed in a symmetry re-
duced basis, analogous to Hamiltonian in closed systems. Due
to commutator of the super particle number N with the gen-

erator of the dynamics L, first, all basis elements of a fixed
sector M were selected. Further, we constrain the matrix to
the basis of semi-momentum states as we choose the zeroth
momentum sector P = 0 and the positive parity sector. Com-
pare [40] for an implementation of semi-momentum states in
closed system dynamics.

We chose the system size reasonable large L = 12 and
picked the sector M = 1 to obtain good statistics with 104468
eigenvalues.

Further, we performed two checks: First, performing the
calculation in the momentum sector P = 0, but not in the
semi-momentum states, leads to a distribution that resembles
the Poisson distribution. This is indicating integrability or the
disregard of a symmetry, as expected since the parity symme-
try was not taken into account. Second, we choose the sector
M = 0 (in a sightly smaller system L = 11), which leads to
an additional spin flip parity symmetry. This sector is inter-
esting, as it contains the steady state of the dynamics. Again,
as expected not correctly taking the symmetry into leads to
something rather close to the Poisson distribution.
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[24] L. Sá, P. Ribeiro, T. Prosen, and D. Bernard, Symmetry classes
of classical stochastic processes (2020), 2406.17955 [cond-
mat].

[25] M. Rigol and A. Muramatsu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 230404
(2004).

[26] J. Settino, N. Lo Gullo, F. Plastina, and A. Minguzzi, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 126, 065301 (2021).
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