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We study a generic one-dimensonal quantum model of two flavors (pseudospins) chiral complex fermions
by exact diagonalization, which can have local interflavor interaction and superconducting pairings (with all
irrelevant terms ignored). Analytically, the model has two solvable (integrable) points in the parameter space:
it is a free fermion model when the fermion interaction is zero, and is a free boson Luttinger liquid when there
is a global U(1)(↑)×U(1)(↓) symmetry (with nonzero interaction). When the global symmetry of the interacting
model is lowered by turning on symmetry breaking parameters, the model undergoes a transition from a quantum
integrable model to a fully quantum chaotic model, as we demonstrate by examining the level spacing statistics
(LSS) of the many-body energy spectrum. In particular, there is a possibly integrable regime with intermediate
global symmetries, where the model is neither free bosons nor free fermions, but shows Poisson LSS in each
global symmetry charge sector. This implies the existence of hidden (quasi)local conserved quantities. When
the global symmetries are further lowered, the LSS in each charge sector becomes Wigner-Dyson, implying
quantum chaos.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of the integrability of one-dimensional (1D) in-
teracting quantum models has a long history in condensed
matter physics. The earliest such exact solution studies date
back to the Bethe ansatz for the 1D Heisenberg model1 and
the Onsager solution for the 2D classical Ising model (which
is equivalent to a 1D quantum Ising model)2. The successive
studies in the later decades have revealed many more inte-
grable 1D quantum models, such as the Lieb-Liniger model
of 1D Bose gas3,4, 1D Hubbard model5, spin models obeying
the Yang-Baxter equation6–8, and the Luttinger liquid of inter-
acting fermions9–15. In particular, Chen-Ning Yang has made
significant contributions to the understanding of thermody-
namic behaviors of the integrable spin models16–20, interact-
ing gases21 in 1D, and the Yang-Baxter equation named partly
after him as a sufficient condition for integrability7. These de-
velopments have significantly advanced the physicists’ under-
standing of quantum integrability, phase transitions and non-
equilibrium quantum dynamics22,23 in 1D systems.

On the other hand, the study of many-body quantum chaos
has recently attracted extensive interests. In contrast to quan-
tum integrable models which have enormous number of local
or quasilocal conserved quantities24–28, many-body quantum
chaotic systems are expected to have limited number of local
conserved quantities (from global symmetries, etc). A class of
extensively studied quantum chaotic models is the Sachdev-
Ye-Kitaev (SYK) type models29–34, which are exactly solv-
able in the large N limit, where N is usually the number of
flavors of particles in the model. An indication of the quan-
tum chaos in the SYK models is the positive Lyapunov ex-
ponent in the out-of-time-ordered correlation (OTOC) in the
largeN limit, which has a quantum upper bound 2π/β at tem-
perature β−135. Moreover, quantum chaotic systems are ex-
pected to show Wigner-Dyson level spacing statistics (LSS) in
each symmetry sector of the many-body energy spectrum36–38,
and usually satisfy the eigenstate thermalization hypothesis
(ETH)39–42. In contrast, integrable systems generically show
Poisson LSS43, and violates the ETH.

The scope of this paper is to investigate the integrability and

chaos of 1D chiral quantum models, by examining a simplest
physical example of chiral fermions. 1D chiral systems con-
stitute a significant class of 1D quantum models, which can-
not exist in 1D materials, but can arise as the edge states of 2D
gapped chiral topological phases of matter, such as the frac-
tional quantum Hall (FQH) states. In the absence of spatial
disorders, a big portion of such chiral models are described
by the free boson chiral Luttinger liquid theory14,15 or free
chiral Majorana fermions44,45. In 1D chiral models which are
not purely chiral (namely, having inequivalent modes propa-
gating in both directions), the symmetry allowed interactions
may lead to mode reconstructions under renormalization46–57,
altering the low energy physics. For purely chiral 1D mod-
els, the recent studies have revealed a different type of mode
reconstruction: the interaction may drive a transition from
integrable regimes with well-defined quasiparticles to quan-
tum chaotic regimes without low-energy quasiparticle33,34,58.
In particular, purely chiral models can have exactly marginal
interactions which do not flow under renormalization group,
making the physics independent of energy scale.

A prototypical example is the chiral SYK model of N fla-
vors of chiral Majorana fermions ψi (1 ≤ i ≤ N ), which has
an action33

ScSY K =

∫
dtdxL(t, x) ,

L =
i

2

N∑
i=1

ψi(∂t + ∂x)ψi +
∑

i<j<k<l

Jijklψiψjψkψl .

(1)

The interactions Jijkl can be taken arbitrarily, and are exactly
marginal. For N ≤ 6, it is shown that the model with any
interactions Jijkl can be exactly solved as a free boson chi-
ral Luttinger liquid (by choosing a proper Majorana fermion
basis), thus is integrable. For N ≥ 7, it is conjectured that
the model becomes quantum chaotic and has no quasiparti-
cles. In the large N limit, the quantum chaos can be shown
explicitly analytically by 1/N expansion techniques30–33: by
assuming Jijkl are randomly uncorrelated and 〈J2

ijkl〉 = 3!J2

N3 ,
the velocity-dependent Lyapunov exponent λv of the OTOC is
positive along all velocities within the chiral causality cone of
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the model, and approaches the maximal chaos bound 2π/β
when J approaches the upper-bound 2π for preserving the
chirality (ground state stability).

Such transitions between integrable and chaotic regimes
can also arise in 1D chiral models supporting anyons, for in-
stance, in N copies of Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) theories
with current-current interactions34. Moreover, some chiral
models can also exhibit properties between the free integrable
cases (free bosons or free fermions) and the fully quantum
chaotic cases, such as possibly integrable LSS behaviors58,
and quantum scars59,60. For instance, the interacting chiral
edge states of the ν = 4/3 FQH state is recently numeri-
cally found to have Poisson LSS in each conserved global
symmetry charge sector58, indicating the existence of hid-
den (quasi)local conserved charges and the possibility that
the model is integrable. Physically, the low-energy integra-
bility of the chiral edge states is relevant in the detection of
their quantum coherent interferences61–64, for instance, in the
Fabry-Pérot interferometer experiment of the ν = 1/3 FQH
state65–70. On the contrary, the quantum chaos of chiral edge
states are significant for their thermal equilibration in thermal
transports71–74.

In this paper, we employ the exact diagonalization (ED) nu-
merical method to explore the LSS of the many-body spec-
trum of a generic interacting model of two flavors of chiral
complex fermions, with possible superconducting pairings,
and all the irrelevant terms are ignored. The model has two
analytically solvable regimes in its parameter space: the free
fermion regime when the interaction is zero, and the free bo-
son regime solvable via bosonization as a chiral Luttinger liq-
uid. With generic parameters, we find the LSS of the interact-
ing model in each global symmetry sector undergoes a transi-
tion from Poisson to Wigner-Dyson with respect to the global
symmetry, as summarized in Fig. 10. Particularly, there is a
possibly integrable regime with Poisson LSS but with no free
picture, which implies the existence of hidden (quasi)local
many-body conserved quantities and calls for a future ana-
lytical exploration.

The organization of the paper is as follows. We first intro-
duce the model and its various representations in Sec. II. Next,
we give its explicit eigenstate solutions in the free fermion and
free boson solvable regimes in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we numer-
ically explore the LSS in generic parameter space respecting
various different global symmetries, to detect the integrability
and chaos of the model. We further make a comparison with
the quantum chaos induced by nonlinear dispersions at high
energies in Sec. V, and conclude with a discussion of open
questions in Sec. VI.

II. THE 1D CHIRAL MODEL

A. The complex fermion representation

We consider a 1D model with two flavors of chiral complex
fermions cs (s =↑, ↓), which has an action:

S =

∫
dtdxL(t, x) . (2)

The Lagrangian density takes the form

L =
∑
s=↑,↓

ic†s∂tcs −H , (3)

where the fermion fields satisfy the commutation relations

[cs(x), cs′(x
′)] = δss′δ(x− x′), (4)

and the Hamiltonian density can be divided into three local
terms:

H = H0 +HP +HI . (5)

The spin index s =↑, ↓ here need not be the physical spin, but
can be a pseudospin or any flavor index. The first term in the
Hamiltonian density is a charge conserving free term of two
chiral complex fermions:

H0 = −i
∑
s=↑,↓

vsc
†
s∂xcs +

∑
s,s′=↑,↓

Mss′c
†
scs′ , (6)

where the velocities vs > 0 are real, and the matrix Mss′

is Hermitian. The second term is a generic superconducting
pairing term:

HP = −1

2

∑
s=↑,↓

(iJscs∂xcs + h.c.) + (∆c↑c↓ + h.c.) . (7)

By a proper gauge choice, we can set the parameter Js to be
real here. Lastly, there is a local (delta-function) interaction
term between the local densities of the two fermion flavors:

HI = Uc†↑c↑c
†
↓c↓ . (8)

The total Hamiltonian is given by H =
∫
Hdx. Ignoring all

the irrelevant terms, this is the most generic translationally
invariant interacting model for two flavors of chiral complex
fermions, up to unitary transformations.

B. The model rewritten with Majorana fermions

Equivalently, one can rewrite the model of Eq. (5) in terms
four flavors of chiral Majorana fermions ψi (i = 1, 2, 3, 4)
defined by:

c↑ =
ψ1 + iψ2√

2
, c↓ =

ψ3 + iψ4√
2

. (9)

The Lagrangian density under the Majorana fermion represen-
tation can be shown to take the form

L =

4∑
j=1

i

2
ψj∂tψj −H , (10)

where the Hamiltonian density

H = −
4∑
j=1

i

2
vjψj∂xψj +

i

2

∑
i,j

Aijψiψj + Uψ1ψ2ψ3ψ4 ,

(11)
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where the velocities are

v1 = v↑ + J↑, v2 = v↑ − J↑,
v3 = v↓ + J↓, v4 = v↓ − J↓ .

(12)

and the matrix Aij is real antisymmetric, given by

A =

 0 M↑↑ Im(M↑↓ + ∆) Re(M↑↓ + ∆)
0 Re(∆−M↑↓) Im(M↑↓ −∆)

0 M↓↓
a.s. 0

 , (13)

where a.s. stands for anti-symmetrization.

C. Bosonized representation

The model can also be rewritten by a bosonization mapping.
We define the scalar boson fields φs by

c↑ = eiφ↑ , c↓ = eiφ↓ , (14)

where the boson fields satisfy the commutation relation

[φs(x), φs′(x
′)] = iπδss′sgn(x− x′) , (15)

with sgn(x) being the sign of x. This allows us to calculate
the mapping of all operators between fermions and bosons.
For instance, here we will need the mappings c†scs = ∂xφs

2π ,

−ic†s∂xcs = (∂xφs)
2

4π , and −ics∂xcs = 2πe2iφs (s =↑, ↓)33,34.
As a result, our model can be mapped into a chiral boson rep-
resentation

L = − 1

4π

∑
s=↑,↓

∂tφs∂xφs −H , (16)

with the Hamiltonian density

H =
∑
ss′

Vss′

4π
∂xφs∂xφ

′
s +

∑
s=↑,↓

Mss

2π
∂xφs

+ (M↑↓e
iφ↓−iφ↑ + h.c.) + π

∑
s=↑,↓

(Jse
2iφs + h.c.),

(17)

where the velocity coefficients Vss′ is given by

V↑↑ = v↑ , V↓↓ = v↓ , V↑↓ = V↓↑ =
U

2π
. (18)

III. SOLVABLE REGIMES

The model in Eq. (5) has two solvable cases, which give
free chiral fermions and free chiral bosons (Luttinger liquid),
respectively. We discuss these two solvable cases in this sec-
tion.

A. The case of free chiral Majorana fermions

When the fermion interaction vanishes, namely,

U = 0 , (19)

one simply has free fermions. In the Majorana fermion repre-
sentation, we define the momentum space Majorana fermions

ψj,k =
1√
L

∫
e−ikxψj(x) , ψj,−k = ψ†j,k , (20)

where L is the spatial length of the system. Without bulk flux
insertion, the fermions satisfy anti-periodic boundary condi-
tions, thus the single-fermion momentum k ∈ 2π

L (Z+ 1
2 ). By

defining ψk = (ψ1,k, ψ2,k, ψ3,k, ψ4,k)T , one can then rewrite
the Hamiltonian in Eq. (11) with U = 0 as

H =

∫
Hdx =

1

2

∑
k

ψT−kh(k)ψk , (21)

where the 4× 4 matrix h(k) is given by

hij(k) = δijvjk + iAij . (22)

Diagonalizing the matrix h(k) then gives the single-fermion
energy spectrum εn(k) (1 ≤ n ≤ 4) of the model. We empha-
size that for the system to have a lower energy bound and be
stable, the parameters have to satisfy vj ≥ 0 (1 ≤ j ≤ 4).

B. The case of free chiral bosons with U(1)(↑)×U(1)(↓)
symmetry

The other solvable point is the chiral Luttinger liquid point,
which is when each of the fermion spin flavor has a U(1)
charge symmetry, namely, when the system has a total global
symmetry U(1)↑×U(1)↓. This requires the vanishing of the
following parameters:

Js = 0 , ∆ = 0 , M↑↓ = 0 . (23)

Therefore, there is no superconductivity pairing, i.e.,HP = 0.
By Eq. (17), the bosonized Hamiltonian becomes a free boson
Hamiltonian with terms no higher than the second order of
boson fields φs, although the fermion form of the Hamiltonian
is interacting. The boson fields φs (s =↑, ↓) can be expanded
in modes as

φs(x) = φ0,s +
2πNs
L

x+
∑
k>0

(as,ke
ikx + a†s,ke

−ikx) , (24)

where L is the spatial length, and as,k and a†s,k are the an-
nihilation and creation operators of the normal boson modes.
Besides,

Ns =

∫
:c†s(x)cs(x): dx (25)

is the U(1) charge (or number of fermions) of the spin s
(where :O: stands for normal ordering of operator O), and
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it satisfies the commutation relation [ 2πNs

L , φ0,s] = i with the
constant piece φ0,s. If we impose the anti-periodic boundary
condition for the fermions, the bosons will satisfy periodic
boundary condition, and their momenta take values k ∈ 2π

L Z.
This leads to a free boson Hamiltonian

H =
π

L

∑
ss′

Vss′NsNs′+
∑
s=↑,↓

MssNs+
∑
η=±

∑
k>0

vηkb
†
η,kbη,k ,

(26)
where we have defined vη (η = ±) as the eigenvalues of the
matrix Vss′ in Eq. (18), and new boson eigenmodes bη,k:∑

s′

Vss′ζs′η = vηζsη , bη,k =
∑
s

ζ∗sηas,k . (27)

This is known as the chiral Luttinger liquid, where the model
reduces to two free chiral boson modes with velocities v±. We
note that the stability of the system requires v± ≥ 0, which
avoids infinite negative energy states.

We note that if v↑ = v↓, one can relax the condition in Eq.
(23) to allow nonzero M↑↓, and still gets free chiral bosons.
This is because in this case, both the fermionic velocity kinetic
term −i

∑
s vsc

†
s∂xcs and the interaction term Uc†↑c↑c

†
↓c↓ are

invariant under any SU(2) fermion basis rotation. One can
therefore rotate the fermion basis (c↑, c↓)

T to a new basis
(c′↑, c

′
↓)
T = U(c↑, c↓)

T which diagonalizes the M matrix. In
this new basis, one again satisfies condition (23), and can thus
bosonize the model into free chiral bosons.

IV. GENERIC PARAMETERS: AN EXACT
DIAGONALIZATION STUDY

With generic parameters, the model is no longer free in ei-
ther the fermion or the boson representations, thus there is no
obvious analytical ways to solve it. Therefore, we numerically
calculate its eigenstates and energy spectrum by exact diag-
onalization (ED). For this purpose, we numerically construct
and diagonalize the Hamiltonian in its fermion representation.
We impose anti-periodic boundary condition in the spatial di-
rection, and set the spatial length to L = 2π without loss of
generality. Accordingly, all the single-fermion momenta are
half-odd integers, namely,

k ∈ Z +
1

2
. (28)

The many-body total momentum Ktot is always conserved
and nonnegative. From the chiral Majorana fermion represen-
tation in Eq. (20), it is clear that all the Majorana fermion
modes have positive momentum. Thus, for a fixed total mo-
mentum Ktot, the many-body Hilbert space dimension is fi-
nite, since the allowed number of fermions are upper bounded.
This makes the ED study of the model possible.

In the below, we investigate the numerical spectrum of the
interacting model in Eq. (5) under different symmetry con-
straints of the parameters, to examine whether the model is
integrable or chaotic. Generically, we assume the two spin fla-
vors have different free velocities (unless specified), namely,

s

p   (s)

s s

s

Poisson
Wigner-Dyson
        GOE

Wigner-Dyson
        GUE

Wigner-Dyson
        GSE

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

LS p   (s)LS

p   (s)LS p   (s)LS

FIG. 1. Illustration of different kinds of level spacing statistics.

v↑ 6= v↓. We will show that as the global symmetry low-
ers, the model exhibits a transition from quantum integrable
to many-body quantum chaotic.

A. Probing quantum chaos

A well-known diagnostics of quantum chaos is the many-
body level spacing statistics (LSS) in a conserved symmetry
charge sector. In this paper, by the symmetry charges we refer
to those of the global symmetries of the model.

In particular, the generic model in Eq. (5) always has
two conserved symmetry charges: the total fermion parity
(−1)N↑+N↓ , and the total many-body momentum Ktot from
the translation symmetry. Since we imposed anti-periodic
boundary condition, all the single-fermion momenta are half-
odd integers (Eq. (28)), and thus the two conserved charges
are not independent:

(−1)N↑+N↓ = (−1)2Ktot . (29)

Therefore, it is sufficient to keep only the total momentum
Ktot for the above two conserved charges.

Assume the n-th many-body energy level (sorted from the
lowest to the highest) in a conserved charge sector Q (which
includes momentum Ktot) is En(Q). One can define the level
spacing δE,n = En+1(Q)−En(Q), and examine the statisti-
cal probability distribution pLS(δE) of δE,n, which is known
as the LSS. There are generically two situations:

(i) If the system is quantum integrable (exactly solvable),
or if there are still hidden (quasi)local conserved quantities
in the conserved charge sectors Q, the LSS in sector Q will
resemble the Poisson distribution (characterizing independent
random variables)43:

pLS(s) ∝ e−s/s0 , (30)

where the constant s0 ≥ 0 (see Fig. 1(a)). This indicates there
is no repulsion between neighboring energy levels.
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(ii) If the system is fully quantum chaotic within a con-
served charge sector Q, the LSS in sector Q will resemble
the LSS of random Hermitian matrices H , which is known as
the Wigner-Dyson distribution36–38. Depending on symmetry
classes of the system, the Wigner-Dyson distribution function
is given by

pLS(s) ∝ sme−s
2/s20 , (31)

where s0 > 0. The integer m = 1, 2, 4 for the Hamiltonian
H in the real (spinless time-reversal (TR) invariant), complex
(without TR invariance) and symplectic (spinful TR invariant
with spin-orbit coupling), respectively. Note that pLS(0) =
0 in this case, indicating that the neighboring energy levels
repulse each other.

We will also numerically compute the zero-temperature
spectral weight As(ω, k) = 2ImGR,s(ω, k) of fermions cs,
where GR,s(ω, k) is the retarded Green’s function of fermion
cs in the energy-momentum space. If |k, j〉 denotes the j-
th many-body eigenstate with total momentum Ktot = k and
energy Ek,j , where 1 ≤ j ≤ Nk with Hilbert space dimen-
sion Nk (Nk > 0 if and only if k > 0), and |0〉 denotes the
zero-particle vacuum state, we can numerically calculate the
spectral weight as

As(ω, k) =

N−k∑
j=1

|〈−k, j|cs(k)|0〉|2δ(ω + E−k,j)

+

Nk∑
j=1

|〈0|cs(k)|k, j〉|2δ(ω − Ek,j) .

(32)

As is clear from this expression, the spectral weight charac-
terizes the single-fermion density of states. In practical cal-
culations, to avoid numerical divergences, we relax the delta
function into a Lorentzian function

δ(ω)→ 1

π

η

ω2 + η2
, (33)

and take η = 0.3.

B. The free fermion and free boson solvable points

We first examine the numerical LSS at the 2 solvable points
of free fermions and free bosons we discussed in Sec. III. As
free models, they are many-body quantum integrable, since
all the many-body states are Fock states of the single-particle
eigenstates. Therefore, one expects the LSS of their many-
body energy spectrum in each charge sector to show Poisson
distributions.

The free fermion case. In this case with the interaction U =
0 in Eq. (8), and all the other parameters nonzero (Sec. III A),
there are only the total fermion parity Z2 symmetry and the
translational symmetry, the conserved charges of which are
the parity (−1)N↑+N↓ and the total many-body momentum
Ktot. As shown in Eq. (29), these two conserved charges
are not independent, and we can label each symmetry charge
sector by Ktot.

0 20 40
E

0

100

200

300

(E
)

0 10 20 30 40
0

1

2

A(
,k

)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

E 10-3

0

500

1000

1500

p LS
(

E)

(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 2. The ED results for the free fermion case, where the parame-
ters are given by U = 0, v↑ = 2, v↓ = 1.55, M↑↑ = 1, M↓↓ = 1,
M↑↓ = 1 + 0.5i, J↑ = 0.5, J↓ = 0.45, and ∆ = 0.5 + 0.3i. The
panels show (a) the DOS of the total momentum Ktot = 27

2
sector;

(b) The spectral weights As(ω, k) of the spin up (red thick line) and
spin down (blue thin line) fermions at k = 27

2
; and (c) the LSS of the

total momentum Ktot = 27
2

sector.

Fig. 2(a) and (c) shows the many-body density of states
(DOS) and LSS of the free fermion case (U = 0) in the sec-
tor of total momentum Ktot = 27

2 . The other parameters are
listed in the caption of Fig. 2, which are chosen sufficiently
arbitrary so that there are no additional global symmetries. As
one can easily see, the LSS shows a Poisson statistics, due to
the many-body integrable nature of free fermions.

Fig. 2(b) shows the zero-temperature spectral weights of
c↑ (red thick line) and c↓ (blue thin line) at momentum k =
Ktot = 27

2 , which are defined in Eq. (32). As expected, they
show delta function peaks at the single-particle energies of the
free chiral Majorana fermions (eigenvalues of Eq. (22)).

The free boson case. As shown in Sec. III B, when Js = 0,
∆ = 0, and M↑↓ = 0, while the interaction U 6= 0, the
model has a global symmetry U(1)↑×U(1)↓, and is solvable
as two flavors of free chiral bosons. The conserved symmetry
charges are therefore N↑ and N↓.

Fig. 3 shows the ED results of such a free-boson example
(parameters given in the caption). In Fig. 3(a), the unfilled
line is the total DOS of the total momentum Ktot = 27

2 sec-
tor; while the line filled with red color is the DOS of the finer
symmetry sector with quantum numbers (Ktot = 27

2 , N↑ =
1, N↓ = 0). Fig. 3(c) shows the LSS of this symmetry sector
(Ktot = 27

2 , N↑ = 1, N↓ = 0), which is almost a delta func-
tion at zero. This is because the free bosons’ linear disper-
sion leads to a large number of many-body level degeneracy.
Nonetheless, the LSS can be viewed as a Poisson distribution
with a large slope (i.e., small s0 in Eq. (30)).

Fig. 3(b) shows the spectral weights of the spin up (red
thick line) and down (blue thin line) fermions in this free bo-
son case, respectively. Analytically, by refermionization, one
can derive the spectal weights of the spin s fermion as33,34,58

(up to energy shifts induced by the chemical potentials M↑↑
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0 20 40
E

0

500

1000
(E

)

0 10 20 30 40
0

0.5

1

A(
,k

)

0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05

E

0

50

100

150

p LS
(

E)
(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 3. ED calculation for the free boson case (with U(1)↑×U(1)↓
symmetry), where the parameters are U = 1.2π, v↑ = 2, v↓ = 1.5,
M↑↑ = 1, M↓↓ = 2, M↑↓ = 0, J↑ = 0, J↓ = 0, and ∆ = 0. The
panels show (a) the DOS of the total momentum Ktot = 27

2
sector

(unfilled line) and its subsector with N↑ = 1, N↓ = 0 (the line filled
with red); (b) The spectral weightsAs(ω, k) of the spin up (red thick
line) and spin down (blue thin line) fermions at k = 27

2
; and (c) the

LSS of the symmetry sector of (Ktot = 27
2
, N↑ = 1, N↓ = 0) (red

part in (a)).

and M↓↓)

As(ω, k) =
2Θ(ω − v−k)Θ(v+k − ω)

(ω − v−k)1−|ζs+|2(v+k − ω)|ζs+|2
, (34)

where ζsη are the coefficients in Eq. (27). This agrees well
with the numerical results in Fig. 3(b).

C. The case with U(1) symmetry

We now consider the case of adding a nonzero hoppingM↑↓
to the solvable free-boson point, namely,

Js = 0 , ∆ = 0 , Mss′ 6= 0, U 6= 0 . (35)

Due to the nonzero term M↑↓, the model only has a global
U(1) symmetry. Thus, the conserved symmetry charges are
the total fermion charge N = N↑ +N↓ and the total momen-
tum Ktot.

In addition, in the special case when M↑↑ = M↓↓, the
model Hamiltonian obeys a simple transformation under the
particle-hole transformation P that flips the U(1) fermion
charge N :

PcsP
−1 = eiθsc†s, P c†sP

−1 = e−iθscs,

PNsP
−1 = −Ns,

PHP−1 = H − 2M↑↑N ,

(36)

where θs = s(arg(M↑↓) + π
2 ) for s = ± (corresponding to

s =↑, ↓). In this case (namely, M↑↑ = M↓↓), the N = 0
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FIG. 4. ED calculation for the case with U(1) symmetry, with pa-
rameters U = 1.2π, v↑ = 2, v↓ = 1.5, M↑↑ = 1, M↓↓ = 2,
M↑↓ = 2.4, J↑ = 0, J↓ = 0, and ∆ = 0. Note that M↑↓ can
always be taken as real via a relative U(1) rotation between the two
spins. (a) the DOS of the Ktot = 27

2
sector (unfilled line) and the

subsector with total fermion charge N = 1 (the line filled with red);
(b) The spectral weights As(ω, k) of the spin up (red thick line) and
spin down (blue thin line) fermions at k = 27

2
; and (c) the LSS of the

symmetry sector of (Ktot = 27
2
, N = 1) (red part in (a)).

charge sector will have an additional symmetry P and thus
an additional conserved charge, the eigenvalue ηP = ±1 of
operator P . The N 6= 0 sectors do not have this additional
conserved charge.

Although the model takes a simple form, it cannot be solved
as free bosons or free fermions. In the fermion representation,
the interaction U makes it not free. In the bosonized represen-
tation, the M↑↓ term is bosonized into a nonlinear term

M↑↓e
iφ↑−iφ↓ + h.c. , (37)

making the bosons not free, either. It is not yet known if the
model is exactly solvable by certain many-body techniques.
Therefore, instead, we examine the ED results of the model in
this case.

Fig. 4 shows the numerical results for a set of arbitrar-
ily chosen parameters (given in Fig. 4 caption) in this case.
Panel (a) shows the DOS of the Ktot = 27

2 sector (the un-
filled line), and its subsector with symmetry charges with
(Ktot = 27

2 , N = 1) (line filled with red color), which is much
smoother compared to the free boson case (Fig. 3(a)). The
fermion spectral weights in Fig. 4(b) show irregular shapes,
which is an indication of the absence of free fermion or free
boson picture.

Intriguingly, the LSS in the finest symmetry sector in this
case still shows Poisson statistics among the parameter space
we have explored. Fig. 4(c) shows the LSS in the symme-
try sector of (Ktot = 27

2 , N = 1) (i.e., the red part of DOS
in Fig. 4(a)). We have examined the LSS in different sym-
metry sectors for more sets of parameters satisfying Eq. (35),
all of which show no level repulsions. This indicates the ex-
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istence of hidden (quasi)local conserved quantities28 beyond
those of the global symmetries, which has not been theoreti-
cally understood yet. Moreover, the model in this case may be
even totally quantum integrable, which we leave for the future
studies.

Another similar case with different symmetries will be pre-
sented in Sec. IV D below. Lastly, we note that when we set
U = 0 in this case, the model will become free fermions with
nonlinear dispersions (due to the nonzeroMss′ ). However, the
behavior of the LSS with U 6= 0 here (Poisson) is completely
different from that of generic nonlinear dispersion fermions
with interaction (which is Wigner-Dyson, see Sec. V).

D. The case with U(1)(↑) × Z(↓)
2 symmetry

In this subsection, we investigate the case with a super-
conducting pairing: starting from the free boson case with
global symmetry U(1)↑×U(1)↓, we turn on the pairing within
the spin down flavor, reducing the global symmetry into
U(1)(↑) × Z(↓)

2 . The parameters thus satisfy

J↑ = 0 , J↓ 6= 0 , ∆ = 0 , M↑↓ = 0 , U 6= 0 . (38)

Accordingly, the conserved charges are Ktot and N↑. The par-
ity (−1)N↓ is dependent on Ktot and N↑, as we showed in Eq.
(29).

A special case within the parameter space of Eq. (38) is
when M↓↓ = 0, for which the model transforms simply under
a particle-hole transformation P :

PcsP
−1 = c†s, P c†sP

−1 = cs, PNsP
−1 = −Ns,

PHP−1 = H − 2M↑↑N↑ .
(39)

Accordingly, when M↓↓ = 0, the N↑ = 0 charge sector has
an additional symmetry P , and thus gains an additional con-
served charge, the eigenvalue ηP = ±1 of the operator P .
This additional charge does not exist in all the N↑ 6= 0 sec-
tors.

Such a U(1)(↑) × Z(↓)
2 symmetry constraint may seem un-

physical, that different spins have different symmetries. How-
ever, if one regard the spin solely as a fermion flavor index, the
model can have its physical context. For instance, it is shown
in Ref.58 that the interacting chiral edge states of the 4/3 fill-
ing FQH state are equivalent to the interacting fermion model
with U(1)(↑) × Z(↓)

2 here, where the spin ↑ fermion carries
an irrational electric charge 2e√

3
, while the spin ↓ fermion is

charge neutral. Thus, with charge conservation, pairing is al-
lowed for spin ↓ fermions, but not allowed for spin ↑ fermions.

With the pairing term J↓, the model has a nonlinear term

J↓e
2iφ↓ + h.c. (40)

in the bosonized representation. Therefore, the model is nei-
ther a free fermion nor a free boson model. Intriguingly, as
studied in Ref.58, this model with U(1)(↑) × Z(↓)

2 symmetry,
i.e., with parameters satisfying Eq. (38), shows Poisson LSS
in each global symmetry charge sector. Fig. 5 shows the ED
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FIG. 5. ED calculation in the case with U(1)(↑) × Z(↓)
2 global sym-

metry. The parameters are U = 1.2π, v↑ = 2, v↓ = 1.3, M↑↑ = 1,
M↓↓ = 2, M↑↓ = 0, J↑ = 0, J↓ = 0.2, and ∆ = 0. (a) the DOS
of the Ktot = 27

2
sector (unfilled line) and the subsector with total

fermion charge N↑ = 0 and thus (−1)N↓ = (−1)N↑+2Ktot = −1
(the line filled with red). (b) The spectral weights As(ω, k) of spin
up (red thick line) and spin down (blue thin line) fermions at k = 27

2
.

(c) The LSS of the symmetry sector of (Ktot = 27
2
, N↑ = 0) (red part

in (a)).

results of an example, with the parameters as given in the Fig.
5 caption. The unfilled line and red-filled line in Fig. 5(a)
are the DOS of the entire Ktot = 27

2 sector and the DOS of
the subsector with (Ktot = 27

2 , N↑ = 0), respectively. As ex-
pected, the fermion spectral weights in Fig. 5(b) are different
from those in the free fermion or free boson cases. Fig. 5(c)
shows the LSS in the symmetry sector (Ktot = 27

2 , N↑ = 0),
which is a clear Poisson distribution. More symmetry sectors
are examined in Ref.58, all of which shows a Poisson LSS.

Therefore, similar to the U(1) symmetry case we discussed
in Sec. IV C, the Poisson distribution indicates the existence
of hidden (quasi)local conserved quantities28, and moreover,
the model may be fully quantum integrable. Identifying such
hidden conserved quantities is an interesting task for the future
studies.

We comment on an observation, that in both the U(1) sym-
metric case in Sec. IV C and the U(1)(↑) ×Z(↓)

2 case here, the
bosonized representation of the model has only one nonlinear
sine or cosine term in the boson fields φs: the M↑↓ term in the
former case, and the J↓ term in the later case. This may be
intrinsically related to their Poisson LSS and potential quan-
tum integrability. As we will see in the next few subsections,
if one has two or more nonlinear sine or cosine terms, the LSS
in each symmetry sector will show Wigner-Dyson statistics.

E. The case with Z(↑)
2 × Z(↓)

2 × Z(++)
2 symmetry

We now turn on more pairing terms in our model, and ex-
amine its many-body LSS. In this subsection, we consider pa-
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FIG. 6. ED calculation for the case with Z(↑)
2 × Z(↓)

2 × Z(++)
2 sym-

metry, where the parameters are U = 1.2π, v↑ = 1.8, v↓ = 1.55,
M↑↑ = 0, M↓↓ = 0, M↑↓ = 0, J↑ = 0.5, J↓ = 0.45, and
∆ = 0. (a) The DOS of the Ktot = 27

2
sector (unfilled line)

and the subsector with (−1)N↑ = +1, P++ = +1, and thus
(−1)N↓ = (−1)N↑+2Ktot = −1 (the line filled with red). (b) The
spectral weights As(ω, k) of spin up (red thick line) and spin down
(blue thin line) fermions at k = 27

2
. (c) The LSS of the symmetry

sector of (Ktot = 27
2
, (−1)N↑ = +1, P++ = +1) (red part in (a)).

rameters satisfying

Js 6= 0 , ∆ = 0 , M↑↑ = M↓↓ = M↑↓ = 0 , U 6= 0 , (41)

where both spin up and spin down have a nonzero p-wave
pairing Js. It is straightforward to see that each spin s

has a fermion parity symmetry Z(s)
2 , with conserved charges

(−1)Ns , respectively. Moreover, the fact that all the mass
terms ∆, Mss′ are zero leads to another implicit parity sym-
metry, which we call Z(++)

2 . The parity charge of this Z(++)
2

is most easily seen in terms of the Majorana basis defined in
Eq. (9), which reads

P++ = (−1)
∫
:iψ1(x)ψ3(x):dx = ±1 . (42)

Similarly, the above three parities and the total momentum
Ktot are not independent, as Eq. (29) implies. Therefore, a
complete set of independent symmetry charges isKtot,N↑ and
P++.

In the bosonized representation, the model now has two
nonlinear sine or cosine terms given by J↑ and J↓:

J↑e
2iφ↑ + J↓e

2iφ↓ + h.c. (43)

Therefore, the model is more “nonlinear” compared to the
cases in Secs. IV C and IV D.

As shown in Fig. 6, the LSS (Fig. 6(c)) in a fixed symmetry
sector (Ktot = 27

2 , (−1)N↑ = +1, P++ = +1) (the red part of
DOS in Fig. 6(a)) in this case becomes (GOE) Wigner-Dyson
statistics. Therefore, we conclude the model in this case is
quantum chaotic. The linear ramp at small δE indicates it re-
sembles a GOE distribution (withm = 1 in Eq. (31)). Indeed,
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FIG. 7. ED calculation in the case with Z(↑)
2 × Z(↓)

2 symmetry. The
parameters are set as U = 1.2π, v↑ = 1.8, v↓ = 1.55, M↑↑ = 1,
M↓↓ = 1, M↑↓ = 0, J↑ = 0.5, J↓ = 0.45, and ∆ = 0. (a) The
DOS of the Ktot = 27

2
sector (unfilled line) and the subsector with

(−1)N↑ = +1 and thus (−1)N↓ = (−1)N↑+2Ktot = −1 (the line
filled with red). (b) The spectral weights As(ω, k) of spin up (red
thick line) and spin down (blue thin line) fermions at k = 27

2
. (c)

The LSS of the symmetry sector of (Ktot = 27
2
, (−1)N↑ = +1)

(DOS given as the red part in (a)).

the Hamiltonian of the model in this case is a real matrix in the
momentum space, as protected by a an anti-unitary PT sym-
metry, where P is the spatial inversion and T is the spinless
time-reversal. Intriguingly, the spectral weights of the model
in this case (Fig. 6(b)) is close to that of the free-boson case,
despite being a quantum chaotic model.

F. The case with Z(↑)
2 × Z(↓)

2 symmetry

The global symmetry of the model can be further lowered
down to only Z(↑)

2 × Z(↓)
2 if the parameters satisfy

Js 6= 0 , ∆ = 0 , Mss 6= 0 . M↑↓ = 0 , U 6= 0 . (44)

Compared to the case in Eq. (41), here the presence of
nonzero M↑↑ or M↓↓ breaks the conservation of the parity
charge in Eq. (42). Therefore, the independent symmetry
charges in this case are Ktot and (−1)N↑ .

The ED results for this case is shown in Fig. 7. Fig. 7(a)
shows the DOS of the total sector of momentum Ktot = 27

2

and the symmetry subsector with Ktot = 27
2 , (−1)N↑ = +1.

The LSS of this symmetry subsector is given in Fig. 7(c),
which shows a GOE (linear at small δE) Wigner-Dyson shape.
Therefore, similar to the case in Sec. IV E, the model here
with Z(↑)

2 × Z(↓)
2 symmetry is also quantum chaotic. The

GOE distribution is also due to the presence of a PT symme-
try, which restricts the Hamiltonian in the momentum space to
be real. The spectral weights show clear deviations from that
in the free-boson case.
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FIG. 8. ED calculation in the most generic case with only Z2 symme-
try. The parameters are chosen as U = 1.2π, v↑ = 1.8, v↓ = 1.55,
M↑↑ = 1, M↓↓ = 1, M↑↓ = 1 + 0.5i, J↑ = 0.5, J↓ = 0.45, and
∆ = 0.5 + 0.3i. (a) The DOS of the Ktot = 27

2
sector (filled with

red). (b) The spectral weights As(ω, k) of spin up (red thick line)
and spin down (blue thin line) fermions at k = 27

2
. (c) The LSS of

the symmetry sector of Ktot = 27
2

.

G. The case with Z2 symmetry

In the last case, if we do not impose any constraints on
the parameters, the model only has a global fermion parity
Z2 symmetry, the symmetry charge of which is (−1)N =
(−1)N↑+N↓ = (−1)2Ktot (Eq. (29)). Therefore, the only in-
dependent conserved charge is Ktot.

Fig. 8 shows a ED calculation for parameters (see the cap-
tion) in this generic case. In the symmetry sector of total mo-
mentum Ktot = 27

2 , the DOS distribution (Fig. 8(a)) is much
smoother than all the higher symmetry cases we discussed ear-
lier. The fermion spectral weights in Fig. 8(b) also shows less
discretized peaks., indicating a higher randomness in the en-
ergy spectrum. Fig. 8(c) shows the LSS of the Ktot = 27

2
sector, which is quadratic at small δE , and thus resembles the
GUE Wigner-Dyson distribution (namely,m = 2 in Eq. (31)).
This is because, with the parameters M↑↓ and ∆ being gener-
ically complex, the model does not have a PT symmetry or
other anti-unitary symmetry, and the Hamiltonian is generi-
cally in the complex class. Therefore, one expects a GUE
LSS in each symmetry charge sector. The model with only a
Z2 symmetry is therefore many-body quantum chaotic.

V. THE EFFECT OF NONLINEAR DISPERSION

It is worthwhile to compare the numerical results of our
model in the above cases in Sec. IV with the interacting model
with a nonlinear dispersion added. To be explicit, we start
with the free-boson solvable point, namely, the Hamiltonian
in Eq. (5) with parameters satisfying Eq. (23) (which has
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FIG. 9. ED calculation of the model with a cubic nonlinear disper-
sion term in the U(1)(↑)×U(1)(↓) symmetry case. The parameters
are chosen as λ = 20, U = 1.6π, v↑ = 2, v↓ = 1.5, M↑↑ = 0,
M↓↓ = 0, M↑↓ = 0, J↑ = 0, J↓ = 0, and ∆ = 0. (a) The
DOS of the Ktot = 27

2
sector (unfilled line) and its subsector with

N↑ = 1, N↓ = 0 (line filled with red). (b) The spectral weights
As(ω, k) of spin up (red thick line) and spin down (blue thin line)
fermions at k = 27

2
. (c) The LSS of the symmetry sector of quantum

numbers (Ktot = 27
2
, N↑ = 1, N↓ = 0).

U(1)(↑)×U(1)(↓) symmetry), and add a cubic dispersion term

Hnl = iλ
∑
s

c†s∂
3
xcs , (45)

where λ is the the coupling strength. This yields a free-
fermion dispersion ωs(k) = vsk+λk3. Such nonlinear terms
are irrelevant, so one expects it not to affect the low energy
physics. This term does not affect the global symmetry of the
model. However, this nonlinear term will break the quantum
integrability of the model (at energy scales where this term
cannot be ignored).

Fig. 9 shows the ED results for such a model with a large
nonlinear dispersion λ = 20 (the other parameters given in the
caption). Compared with the linear dispersion case in Fig. 3,
the nonlinear term makes the DOS much smoother (Fig. 9(a)),
distorts the fermion spectral weights (Fig. 9(b)), and changes
the LSS in each (Ktot, N↑, N↓) symmetry charge sector into a
GOE Wigner-Dyson distribution. Therefore, the model shows
quantum chaos due to the nonlinear dispersion term.

An intriguing case which can be compared with the cur-
rent case is the U(1) symmetric case we studied in Sec. IV C,
which has a generic nonzero Mss′ matrix. Diagonalizing the
free fermion part of the U(1) symmetric case Hamiltonian
(i.e., Eq. (22)) yields a nonlinear fermion dispersion ω±(k) =
v↑+v↓

2 k +
M↑↑+M↓↓

2 ±
√

[
(v↑−v↓)k+(M↑↑−M↓↓)

2 ]2 +M2
↑↓ in

the eigen-fermion basis. Therefore, it is also an interacting
fermion problem with nonlinear dispersions. However, in
the U(1) symmetric case, each of the symmetry charge sec-
tor shows Poisson LSS, which is drastically different from the
nonlinear model in this section. Therefore, the U(1) symmet-
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FIG. 10. Summary of the quantum integrability/chaos transitions of
the interacting chiral fermion model in Eq. (5) with respect to the
global symmetries.

ric case in Sec. IV C is a special nonlinear dispersion model
with hidden conserved quantities.

VI. DISCUSSION

We have demonstrated that a simple interacting model of
two-flavors of chiral fermions shows a rich transition of quan-
tum integrability/chaos with respect to the global symmetries
of the model. In the model, we have ignored all the irrelevant
terms (except for Sec. V), the effects of which will be sup-
pressed at low energies. Starting from the solvable Luttinger
liquid point which yields free chiral bosons with linear disper-
sions, the lowering of global symmetries leads to a transition
to possibly integrable (Poisson LSS in each symmetry sector)
energy spectrum and then to quantum chaotic (Wigner-Dyson
LSS in each symmetry sector) energy spectrum. Fig. 10
summarizes this integrable to chaotic transition process versus
the global symmetries (the translation symmetry is not listed,
which is always there). In particular, the Poisson LSS (possi-
bly integrable) regime indicates there exist hidden (quasi)local
conserved quantities, and it would be interesting and useful to

explore what they are. It would also be helpful to explore the
transition behavior from Poisson to Wigner-Dyson LSS75 due
to symmetry breaking. Numerically, one possible method is to
detect such conserved quantities from their eigenstate reduced
density matrices (entanglement Hamiltonians)28.

One future question is how the integrable or chaotic en-
ergy spectra affect the low-energy quantum dynamics of the
excitations in such 1D chiral systems, which may be realized
as the edge states of 2D topological phases. For the cases
with Poisson LSS in each global symmetry sector, the hid-
den conserved quantities could protect (fully or partially) the
quantum coherence of the edge states in certain ways, which
may be detectable in edge state interferometer experiments,
such as the Fabry-Pérot interferometer geometry66 and tun-
nel junctions63,76–78. In particular, it is possible to control the
global symmetries of the chiral edge states experimentally to
examine the differences in quantum dynamics with respect to
symmetries (Fig. 10). For instance, by adding superconduct-
ing proximity, one may reduce the symmetry of the model
from U(1) to Z2. Besides, Ref.58 shows that the model in the
U(1)(↑) × Z(↓)

2 symmetry case is equivalent to the interacting
chiral edge states of the 4/3 FQH state and a class of other
bilayer FQH states.

The present model can be further generalized into fraction-
alized anyonic models. such as the FQH edge states58,79 and
Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) models34,80–83. An example of
large number of interacting WZW models is studied in Ref.34.
Moreover, the effect of spatial disorders on the quantum inte-
grability are yet to be investigated, which, however, will break
the translational symmetry and makes the ED numerical cal-
culations extremely difficult. Thus, new methods are desired
for studying such systems.
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conserved operators in the isotropic heisenberg spin-1/2 chain.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 115:120601, Sep 2015.

27 Yuji Nozawa and Kouhei Fukai. Explicit construction of local
conserved quantities in the XYZ spin-1/2 chain. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
125:090602, Aug 2020.

28 Biao Lian. Conserved quantities from entanglement hamiltonian.
Phys. Rev. B, 105:035106, Jan 2022.

29 Subir Sachdev and Jinwu Ye. Gapless spin fluid ground state in a
random, quantum Heisenberg magnet. Phys. Rev. Lett., 70:3339,
1993.

30 Joseph Polchinski and Vladimir Rosenhaus. The Spectrum in the
Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev Model. JHEP, 04:001, 2016.

31 Juan Maldacena and Douglas Stanford. Remarks on the Sachdev-
Ye-Kitaev model. Phys. Rev., D94(10):106002, 2016.

32 Alexei Kitaev and S. Josephine Suh. The soft mode in the
Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model and its gravity dual. JHEP, 05:183,
2018.

33 Biao Lian, S. L. Sondhi, and Zhenbin Yang. The chiral SYK
model. Journal of High Energy Physics, 2019(9), September

2019.
34 Yichen Hu and Biao Lian. The Chiral Sachdev-Ye Model: In-

tegrability and Chaos of Anyons in 1+1d. arXiv e-prints, page
arXiv:2109.13263, September 2021.

35 Juan Maldacena, Stephen H. Shenker, and Douglas Stanford. A
bound on chaos. JHEP, 08:106, 2016.

36 O. Bohigas, M. J. Giannoni, and C. Schmit. Characterization of
chaotic quantum spectra and universality of level fluctuation laws.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 52:1–4, Jan 1984.

37 Freeman J. Dyson. Correlations between eigenvalues of a random
matrix. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 19(3):235–
250, September 1970.

38 Eugene P. Wigner. Random matrices in physics. SIAM Review,
9(1):1–23, January 1967.

39 R. V. Jensen and R. Shankar. Statistical behavior in deterministic
quantum systems with few degrees of freedom. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
54:1879–1882, Apr 1985.

40 J. M. Deutsch. Quantum statistical mechanics in a closed system.
Phys. Rev. A, 43:2046–2049, Feb 1991.

41 Mark Srednicki. Chaos and quantum thermalization. Phys. Rev.
E, 50:888–901, Aug 1994.

42 Luca D’Alessio, Yariv Kafri, Anatoli Polkovnikov, and Marcos
Rigol. From quantum chaos and eigenstate thermalization to sta-
tistical mechanics and thermodynamics. Advances in Physics,
65(3):239–362, 2016.

43 M. V. Berry and M. Tabor. Level clustering in the regular spec-
trum. Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. A. Mathemati-
cal and Physical Sciences, 356(1686):375–394, September 1977.

44 Gregory Moore and Nicholas Read. Nonabelions in the fractional
quantum hall effect. Nucl. Phys. B, 360(2):362 – 396, 1991.

45 X. G. Wen. Non-abelian statistics in the fractional quantum hall
states. Phys. Rev. Lett., 66:802–805, Feb 1991.

46 F. D. M. Haldane. Stability of chiral luttinger liquids and abelian
quantum hall states. Phys. Rev. Lett., 74:2090–2093, Mar 1995.

47 C. L. Kane, Matthew P. A. Fisher, and J. Polchinski. Randomness
at the edge: Theory of quantum hall transport at filling ν = 2/3.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 72:4129–4132, Jun 1994.

48 Michael Levin, Bertrand I. Halperin, and Bernd Rosenow.
Particle-hole symmetry and the pfaffian state. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
99:236806, Dec 2007.

49 Sung-Sik Lee, Shinsei Ryu, Chetan Nayak, and Matthew P. A.
Fisher. Particle-hole symmetry and the ν = 5

2
quantum hall state.

Phys. Rev. Lett., 99:236807, Dec 2007.
50 Michael Levin. Protected edge modes without symmetry. Phys.

Rev. X, 3:021009, May 2013.
51 Juven C. Wang and Xiao-Gang Wen. Boundary degeneracy of

topological order. Phys. Rev. B, 91:125124, Mar 2015.
52 Biao Lian and Juven Wang. Theory of the disordered ν = 5

2
quantum thermal hall state: Emergent symmetry and phase dia-
gram. Phys. Rev. B, 97:165124, Apr 2018.

53 C. de C. Chamon and X. G. Wen. Sharp and smooth boundaries
of quantum hall liquids. Phys. Rev. B, 49:8227–8241, Mar 1994.

54 Xin Wan, Kun Yang, and E. H. Rezayi. Reconstruction of frac-
tional quantum hall edges. Phys. Rev. Lett., 88:056802, Jan 2002.

55 Xin Wan, E. H. Rezayi, and Kun Yang. Edge reconstruction in
the fractional quantum hall regime. Phys. Rev. B, 68:125307, Sep
2003.

56 Ron Sabo, Itamar Gurman, Amir Rosenblatt, Fabien Lafont,
Daniel Banitt, Jinhong Park, Moty Heiblum, Yuval Gefen,
Vladimir Umansky, and Diana Mahalu. Edge reconstruction in
fractional quantum hall states. Nature Physics, 13(5):491–496,
January 2017.

57 Jennifer Cano, Meng Cheng, Michael Mulligan, Chetan Nayak,
Eugeniu Plamadeala, and Jon Yard. Bulk-edge correspondence



12

in (2 + 1)-dimensional abelian topological phases. Phys. Rev. B,
89:115116, Mar 2014.

58 Yichen Hu and Biao Lian. Integrability of the ν = 4/3 fractional
quantum hall edge states, 2021.

59 Frank Schindler, Nicolas Regnault, and B. Andrei Bernevig. Ex-
act Quantum Scars in the Chiral Non-Linear Luttinger Liquid.
arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2110.15365, October 2021.

60 I. Martin and K. A. Matveev. Scar states in a system of interacting
chiral fermions. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2109.06220, Septem-
ber 2021.

61 R. L. Willett, L. N. Pfeiffer, and K. W. West. Measurement of
filling factor 5/2 quasiparticle interference with observation of
charge e/4 and e/2 period oscillations. Proceedings of the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences, 106(22):8853–8858, May 2009.

62 Lingfei Zhao, Ethan G. Arnault, Alexey Bondarev, Andrew
Seredinski, Trevyn F. Q. Larson, Anne W. Draelos, Hengming Li,
Kenji Watanabe, Takashi Taniguchi, François Amet, Harold U.
Baranger, and Gleb Finkelstein. Interference of chiral andreev
edge states. Nature Physics, 16(8):862–867, May 2020.

63 Biao Lian, Jing Wang, and Shou-Cheng Zhang. Edge-state-
induced andreev oscillation in quantum anomalous hall insulator-
superconductor junctions. Phys. Rev. B, 93:161401, Apr 2016.

64 Preden Roulleau, F. Portier, P. Roche, A. Cavanna, G. Faini,
U. Gennser, and D. Mailly. Direct measurement of the coherence
length of edge states in the integer quantum hall regime. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 100:126802, Mar 2008.

65 R. B. Laughlin. Anomalous quantum hall effect: An incompress-
ible quantum fluid with fractionally charged excitations. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 50:1395–1398, May 1983.

66 J. Nakamura, S. Liang, G. C. Gardner, and M. J. Manfra. Di-
rect observation of anyonic braiding statistics. Nature Physics,
16(9):931–936, September 2020.

67 Matteo Carrega, Luca Chirolli, Stefan Heun, and Lucia Sorba.
Anyons in quantum hall interferometry. Nature Reviews Physics,
September 2021.

68 D. T. McClure, W. Chang, C. M. Marcus, L. N. Pfeiffer, and K. W.
West. Fabry-perot interferometry with fractional charges. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 108:256804, Jun 2012.

69 N. Ofek, A. Bid, M. Heiblum, A. Stern, V. Umansky, and D. Ma-
halu. Role of interactions in an electronic fabry-perot interfer-
ometer operating in the quantum hall effect regime. Proceedings

of the National Academy of Sciences, 107(12):5276–5281, March
2010.

70 Bertrand I. Halperin, Ady Stern, Izhar Neder, and Bernd Rosenow.
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