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While the concepts of quantum many-body integrability and chaos are of fundamental importance
for the understanding of quantum matter, their precise definition has so far remained an open ques-
tion. In this work, we introduce an alternative indicator for quantum many-body integrability and
chaos, which is based on the statistics of eigenstates by means of nearest-neighbor subsystem trace
distances. We show that this provides us with a faithful classification through extensive numerical
simulations for a large variety of paradigmatic model systems including random matrix theories,
free fermions, Bethe-ansatz solvable systems, and models of many-body localization. While exist-
ing indicators, such as those obtained from level-spacing statistics, have already been utilized with
great success, they also face limitations. This concerns for instance the quantum many-body kicked
top, which is exactly solvable but classified as chaotic in certain regimes based on the level-spacing
statistics, while our introduced indicator signals the expected quantum many-body integrability.
We discuss the universal behaviors we observe for the nearest-neighbor trace distances and point
out that our indicator might be useful also in other contexts such as for the many-body localization

transition.

Quantum chaos and integrability have been a major
focus of research for decades due to their key relevance
for the foundations of statistical physics and fundamen-
tal concepts such as thermalization. In classical physics,
chaos manifests as a divergence of initially close-by phase-
space trajectories. Integrability as a counterpart of chaos
is defined by the existence of a maximal number of
Poisson-commuting invariants [1, 2]. However, establish-
ing a precise measure of quantum chaos and integrability
in the quantum many-body regime has remained an out-
standing challenge [3]. The most widely used indicator
is based on level spacing statistics [4, 5]. However, it
predicts chaotic behavior for some systems, which are
expected to be considered integrable in the many-body
sense [6, 7].

In this letter, we introduce an alternative indicator
of quantum integrability and many-body quantum chaos
based on the eigenstate properties instead of the spec-
trum. We show that our indicator correctly classifies a
wide range of systems as quantum integrable, including
Bethe-ansatz solvable models, quantum spin chains in a
fully many-body localized (MBL) regime, and quadratic
fermionic systems. It is a central result of this work
that our indicator detects quantum integrability also in
cases where the level spacing fails, such as the quantum
many-body kicked-top model. Our indicator is based on
subsystem trace distances between nearest-neighboring
Hamiltonian eigenstates, which provides a bound on the
smoothness of operator expectation values as a function
of energy and, therefore, a natural connection to the
eigenstate thermalization hypothesis (ETH). This mea-
sure is much more robust to the symmetries of the sys-
tems as compared to the level spacing statistics. This

can be useful when the symmetries of a model are not
fully understood.

To investigate whether a general quantum Hamiltonian
exhibits chaos or integrability, we evaluate the trace norm
distance between two reduced density matrices defined as

1
A A
Dn :§||pn+l_p£||1 . (1)

Here, p2 = Tr 1p,, denotes the reduced density matrix of
a subsystem A and p,, = |¢y,) (¢n| the density matrix of
an eigenstate |¢,,) of a given Hamiltonian. We order the
eigenstates |1),,) with respect to their eigenvalues €, in as-
cending order, i.e., €,41 > €,. While distances between
density matrices can be defined in various ways [8-10],
the definition in Eq. (1) turns out to be practically suit-
able, as we will discuss in the remainder of this letter. In
particular, it has been found that D,‘} provides a general
upper bound on the smoothness of operator expectation
values as a function of energy [10, 11]:

A0, = [Tx(pl,, — O] < 2sDE. (2)

Here, AO,, = (41| O |nt1) — (n] O |tby,) denotes the
difference of operator expectation values in neighboring
eigenstates with O an operator defined in subsystem A
and s is the largest singular value of the operator O [10].
The expectation values of local observables for various
Hamiltonian eigenstates may fluctuate between neigh-
boring eigenstates and conform to thermal predictions
if ETH is valid. This distinction can be used to dif-
ferentiate between integrable and chaotic models. The
ETH, which pertains to chaotic Hamiltonians, stipulates
that the diagonal matrix elements of observables within



Hamiltonian eigenstates exhibit a smooth energy depen-
dence and a narrow distribution. Conversely, in the in-
tegrable regime, the expectation values across the spec-
trum tend to fluctuate significantly, as previously demon-
strated in various research studies (see references [12]
and [13] for a review). We propose to use the eigenstate
trace distances measure in Eq. (1), which expands upon
the definition of the ETH based on subsystem trace dis-
tances in Ref. [14] by providing quantitative criteria for
quantum many-body chaos and integrability.

In the following, we will introduce the microscopic
chaotic and integrable models we use to illustrate our
findings.

Many-body quantum chaotic systems: Let us start with
the analysis of many-body quantum chaotic systems. In
this context, we will use for our analysis the paradigmatic
quantum Ising chain with both transverse and longitudi-
nal fields

L

HIsing = Z(JO’[ZOZZ+1 + hZUlZ + hﬂvo—lx) ’ (3)
=1

where o (a = x,y, z) denote the Pauli spin operators at
site [, J is the coupling constant, and hg(8 = «, ) rep-
resent the strengths of the two magnetic fields. In what
follows, we will set the interaction J = 1. We assume pe-
riodic boundary conditions (PBC), i.e., 0¢,, = of'(a =
x,y, z), which implies translational invariance. This sym-
metry enables us to partition the Hamiltonian into differ-
ent sectors with a conserved momentum of K = 27j/L,
where j =0, ..., L — 1. Each sector can be independently
diagonalized, reducing the computational complexity. It
is worth noting that the main features of the statistics
of D# are identical for single symmetry sectors or for
the full spectrum. We, therefore, focus on a single sector
K = 2r/L without loss of generality. Let us mention,
however, that the K = 0, 7w sectors provide an exception
due to the presence of further symmetries. Examples of
different symmetry blocks and comparisons with results
from the full spectrum can be found in the Supplemental
Material [21]. In the following, it will be suitable to ana-
lyze D as a function of x = L4 /L, so that we introduce
the following notation:

D(@) = 3llonsa(@) —pul@)ll, w=La/L, (4

in addition to Eq. (1).

The Ising chain, which is described in Eq. (3), is known
to exhibit chaotic behavior as long as J and h,_, are non-
zero [22]. In Fig. 1, we show the qualitatively different be-
haviors of the distribution of D,,(z) in the integrable and
quantum chaotic regimes for a system of size L = 18 and
for x = 1/2,2/9, respectively. The distribution is narrow
and strongly peaked for the quantum chaotic case, and
we find that the width of the distribution is exponen-
tially suppressed with the system size in this limit, see
Fig. S1(a) in the Supplemental Material [21]. This result
is consistent with RMT, where the distribution is Gaus-
sian, with a vanishing standard deviation by increasing
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FIG. 1: Ising model: Distribution P(D,(z)) of trace
distances D, (z) for nearest-neighbor eigenstates with
x = Ly /L the ratio between subsystem size L4 and
system size L = 18. The main plot shows data for
P(D,(x)) at different magnetic field strengths for
L = L/2 and the inset for L4 = 4, focusing on one
symmetry sector: K = 2n/L.

the size of the system, see Fig. S1(a, b) in the Supplemen-
tal Material [21]. Turning off either the longitudinal or
transverse field gives an integrable model. We see that
these limits have a drastically broader distribution, as
shown by the brown and purple curves in Fig. 1.

In what follows, we will consider as a detector of quan-
tum many-body chaos and integrability the mean value
(D, (x)) taken over all eigenstates in a single momentum
sector. In the chaotic regime, we see that (D, (z)) de-
cays upon increasing system size L as long as z < 1/2,
see Figs. 2a,b for the chaotic Ising model and the Gaus-
sian Orthogonal Ensemble (GOE) from Random Matrix
Theory (RMT). As we show analytically in Sec. IT of the
Supplemental Material [21], ETH predicts the following
behavior:

(Dn(z)) = CA (5)

where A = (€,4+1—€,) denotes the mean level spacing and
C a prefactor, which will be discussed in more detail be-
low. Since A decays exponentially with system size L for
large systems, we find that this is consequently also the
case for D, (x). This holds as long as ETH applies to the
considered model system, requiring that the system size
L is sufficiently large. From the insets of Figs. 2a,b at a
fixed x = 1/3 we further see that the GOE exhibits com-
pelling evidence for an exponential decay, as predicted by
Eq. (5). For the chaotic Ising model the behavior is less
pronounced due to limitations from the accessible system
sizes, but also consistent with the predicted exponential
decay.

As we further show analytically in Sec. II of the
Supplemental Material [21], we can additionally bound
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FIG. 2: Quantum many-body chaotic models : (a) Average (D,,(z)) for the Ising chain at h, = (1 ++/5)/4 and
he = (54 +/5)/8 in the symmetry-sector at momentum K = 27/L. (b) (D, (x)) for RMT from the Gaussian
orthogonal ensemble (GOE) taken over 4000 random eigenstates. The inset shows the exponential decay of (D, (x))
with system size L for the particular case x = 1/3. In panel (c), we compare the system-size dependence of
(Dp(z =1/2)) in the quantum many-body chaotic Ising model with RMT.

the proportionality constant C'. For that purpose we
have to assume in addition to ETH that the subsys-
tem density matrix itself can be approximated well by
a canonical density matrix. This requires to take the
usual limits of statistical mechanics requiring the sub-
system to be very large, but still much smaller than the
total system. In this regime we find that C < 1/AFE

with AE = \/(H?) — (H)? the total energy fluctuations
yielding a system-size dependence proportional to 1/ VL.

Notice, however, that for the system sizes considered in
Fig. 2 the aforementioned requirements are not yet met.
Thus, the derived bound on C' should be viewed more as
an asymptotic behavior.

In Fig. 2, we show numerical data of (D,,(z)) for many-
body quantum chaotic models. We find that x = 1/2 is
a fixed point, and the behavior of (D,,(z)) is different for
values of x less than and greater than 1/2. For z < 1/2,
(Dy,(z)) decays upon increasing L, ultimately tending
towards zero as L approaches infinity. These results align
with the recent study [23], which carried out analytical
assessments of (D, (x)) for random states and has delved
into its application in the Ising model for small sizes. For
x> 1/2, (D, (x)) tends towards 1 by increasing system
size. To emphasize the consistency of the results of the
chaotic Ising chain with RMT, we study in more detail
(Dp(1/2)) in Fig. 2(c). One can see that for large system
sizes (D,,(1/2)) in the chaotic Ising model approaches the
saturation value of RMT. More details about RMT are
discussed in Sec. I of the Supplemental Material [21].

Integrable systems: After discussing the behavior of
(D, (x)) for quantum many-body chaotic systems, we
now move to the case of integrable models. In particular,
we first study the transverse-field Ising chain at h, = 0 in
Eq. (3). Since the model is integrable in this regime, we
expect the results to be significantly different from those
predicted by RMT. We show the markedly different be-

havior in Fig. 3(a) where we provide numerical data for
(Dy(x)) for different system sizes. First of all, we can
not identify a fixed point anymore. Upon increasing sys-
tem size, we find that (D, (z)) appears to converge to a
single non-zero curve that does not match the prediction
of ETH in Eq. 5. Instead, the numerical data seems to
approach a linear function (D, (x)) ~ ax upon increas-
ing system size with a slope a ~ 2. The linear slope
remains roughly unchanged when considering other sym-
metry blocks except those with K = 0,7, which have
a =~ 1 [24]. This is discussed further in Sec. III of the
Supplemental Material [21].

In order to gain some analytical insights into this
linear behavior, we have also studied the XY chain,
which can be solved exactly through a mapping to a free
fermion Hamiltonian using the Jordan-Wigner transfor-
mation [25-27]. The subsystem trace distance between
two eigenstates can be obtained by explicit construction
of the RDMs [28-30]. We find evidence that (D, (z)) x z
in the large L limit, especially in the range x € (0.1, 0.4),
see Sec. IV of the supplemental material [21].

In the following, we will now explore to what extent
this observed behavior for the Ising chain generalizes also
to other models. For that purpose, we will conduct the
same analysis on several different paradigmatic examples
of integrable systems, including the Bethe-ansatz inte-
grable homogeneous XXZ chain, the XXZ model with a
random field in the MBL regime, and the quantum many-
body kicked top.

The Hamiltonian of the XXZ model is given by

L
Hxxz =Y (ofofy, +ofol, + Aojof, +hlof) , (6)
=1

where A denotes the anisotropy parameter. We will con-
sider two cases for the magnetic field hl. On the one
hand, we take h. = h, uniform, where Eq. (6) yields the
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FIG. 3: Quantum many-body integrable models: (a) (D, (x)) as a function of z = L4 /L for the transverse
field Ising model (TFIM) with h, = (5 ++/5)/8 and h, = 0. The dashed line marks the linear az with a ~ 2. (b)
(D, (z)) for the Bethe-ansatz integrable XXZ chain with A = 2. Again, we have included a dashed line indicating
linear behavior az with a &~ 2. (¢) XXZ model with A = 2 and strong disorder h» = 10 in the MBL regime. (d)
Quantum kicked top (QKT) model at k =7 and 7 = 1. Here in (a,b,c) we focus on the symmetry block with
K =2n/L, and in (d) the average is taken over the S = L/2 sector.

Bethe-ansatz integrable XXZ model. On the other hand,
we will consider h! € [—h,h] a random variable drawn
from the uniform distribution, which gives a paradig-
matic model for MBL [31, 32].

In Fig. 3 (b), we show numerical data of (D, (x)) for
the Bethe-ansatz integrable limit. We observe a simi-
lar behavior as compared to the integrable Ising chain.
Again, (D, (x)) doesn’t align with the ETH prediction
of Eq. (5), but rather approaches a linear behavior as a
function of x with a slope a ~ 2 as in the case of the
Ising chain.

For the case of strong random fields, the XXZ model
enters an MBL phase [31, 32], violating ETH. Systems in
the fully MBL regime are expected to show an emergent
form of integrability caused by the presence of an exten-
sive number of emergent local conservation laws. The
numerical results for the MBL case, see Fig. 3 (c), again
don’t follow the ETH prediction in Eq. (5) so that our
indicator correctly classifies such MBL systems as inte-
grable. However, differently from the other integrable
systems, we don’t observe a linear behavior of (D, (z))
as a function of z. (D, (x)) rather appears to approach
(D, (x)) — 1 upon increasing system size.

Finally, we investigate a many-body Floquet system
whose dynamics is captured by the following Hamilto-
nian [33]

L L “+oc0
H:hmZUf—l—% Z ojon, Z 0t —nt), (7)
=1 I,m=1 n=-—oo

where the transverse field and kick strength are repre-
sented by h, and k, respectively, and the kicks have
a period of 7. This is the so-called quantum kicked
top (QKT). In this model, the collective spin opera-
tor §? = 82 + S7 + 52, with S, = 1/23, 08 where
a = x,y,z, is conserved. As a result, the Hilbert
space of the system can be divided into subspaces with
fixed total spin, in which the dynamics are equiva-

lent to that of a single kicked top with the corre-
sponding angular momentum S [34-36]. We analyze
this explicitly time-dependent model using Floquet the-
ory by means of the eigenstates of the Floquet opera-
tor Up = exp (—ikS?/L)exp (—ih,7S,), i.e., the time-
evolution operator Up over one period 7. As the ana-
log of the eigenenergies we consider the quasienergies of
the corresponding Floquet operator Hp = —iln(Up). In
what follows, we perform the statistics for the largest
subspace of Hilbert space, which has a size proportional
to system size L.

The key consequence of the aforementioned conserva-
tion law is that the largest subspace in Hilbert space
(i.e. S = L/2 sector) is linear in system size L. There-
fore, the exact solution can be obtained with an effort
depending only polynomially on system size. As a conse-
quence, we consider this model to be quantum many-body
integrable. Let us directly emphasize, however, that this
statement is not in contradiction to the well-known result
that the kicked-top is considered a paradigmatic quan-
tum chaotic model in the single-particle sense. In partic-
ular, it has been shown that the level spacing statistics of
individual blocks in Hilbert space can display GOE be-
havior whenever the parameter x exceeds a critical value
ke [34, 37, 38]. Such GOE behavior is a standard indica-
tor of quantum chaos.

In Fig. 3(d) we show the results of (D, (z)) for the QKT
with K = 7. One can clearly observe that (D, (x)) doesn’t
follow the ETH prediction in Eq. (5) of an exponentially
decaying (D (z)) with system size. We rather find that
(Dp(x)) behaves similar to the conventional integrable
models such as the Ising chain or the XXZ model. Upon
increasing system size, (D, (x)) appears to approach a
linear behavior upon increasing L. As a consequence,
our indicator predicts the many-body quantum integra-
bility of the QKT for x = 7. It is noteworthy that, for
small values of the parameter x, the behavior of the ob-
servable D, (z) is unexpectedly consistent with that of



a MBL system. Additional illustrations of this can be
found in Sec. V of the supplemental material [21], where
we present an analysis of D, (z) for a range of k values.

I. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have presented an alternative indi-
cator for quantum many-body integrability and chaos
through trace distances of nearest-neighboring eigen-
states, unlike traditional level spacing statistics focusing
on Hamiltonian eigenvalues. In recent years many indi-
cators based on local observables related to the reduced
density matrix of small subsystems have been introduced.
However, according to our analysis in Sec. VI of the
Supplemental Material [21] examining the corresponding
density matrix of larger subsystems (i.e., x > 0) proves
more fruitful in discerning many-body integrable systems
from chaotic regimes.

Trace distances also provide bounds on eigenstate-to-
eigenstate fluctuations of some non-local quantities, such
as the entanglement entropy and Rényi entropy [15-17],
which have been used as alternative indicators for chaos,
integrability, and MBL in quantum systems [18—-20]. Let
us point out, however, that by utilizing the entanglement
entropy, say, as an indicator it is essential to have ana-
lytical access to a reference, which is typically the Page
value. While this allows to study many-body quantum
chaos at infinite temperature for bounded Hamiltonians,
the indicator based on trace distances in our work ex-
hibits a broader range of applicability as it can be also
applied in an energy-resolved fashion, in principle, and
also for unbounded Hamiltonians including bosonic sys-
tems.

For the future, it would be important to develop a
deeper analytical understanding of our indicator (D, (z))
in the quantum many-body integrable regimes, which so
far has been mostly based on numerical results. A partic-
ularly interesting point might be to address the seemingly
universal linear behavior of (D,,(x)) for certain integrable
models and why certain other models, such as MBL sys-
tems apparently behave differently. While we have al-
ready been covering a broad range of physical systems of
different types, it would be certainly important to fur-
ther explore the applicability of our indicator to an even
larger class of models. For instance, it would be inter-
esting to apply the indicator to interacting systems with
disorder, where recent developments have raised funda-
mental questions on the MBL phase and the MBL transi-
tion [40-43]. In this context, it might be a natural ques-
tion to which extent our indicator might be well suited
to extract the MBL transition and its system-size depen-
dence.
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Supplemental Materials: Identifying quantum integrability and many-body quantum
chaos using eigenstates trace distances

I. RANDOM MATRIX THEORY

The statistical characteristics of the spectrum of a chaotic system are often described by random matrices with
Gaussian distributions [S1, S2]. In this supplementary material, we focus on two specific symmetry classes of these
random ensembles: GOE (Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble) and GUE (Gaussian Unitary Ensemble). The spectral
statistics of these two ensembles remain unchanged under the transformations of orthogonal and unitary matrices,
respectively. Both contain square matrices with real eigenvalues, but the entries of the matrices can either be real
(GOE) or complex (GUE) independent random variables. Level statistics of random matrices in Gaussian ensembles
are studied in different references; for a review, see [S3]. The distribution of the consecutive level spacing (i.e.
Sn = €nt+1 — €,) in these Gaussian ensembles follows the Winger-Dyson statistics, p(s) ~ 556_0(5)52, where 8 =0
and 8 = 1 correspond to GOE and GUE, respectively. In [S4], the authors also consider the distribution of the ratios
of level spacing r, = s,/sn_1, which has the same level repulsion as p(s) for small r (i.e., p(r) ~ %) and follows
p(r) ~ r—2+8) for large r. It is important to note that the statistics of spin models follow these random ensembles
depending on the presence or absence of time-reversal symmetry (TRS). GOE is used to describe systems with TRS,
while GUE can be applied in the absence of this symmetry.

The focus of this study is to explore the significance of random matrix theory (RMT) in chaotic spin models from
a novel perspective. We investigate the statistical properties of the trace distances between the eigenstates of chaotic
Hamiltonians and compare them to those of random matrix ensembles. This can be achieved through the use of either
random matrix ensembles [S1] or the construction of an ensemble of random states [S5]. The numerical results are
presented in Fig. S1. In Fig. S1(a), we show the distribution of D,,(x) where z = 1/2. The distribution of eigenstate
spacings seems to follow a Gaussian law for both GUE and GOE. The standard deviation of the distributions decays
exponentially with the size of the system (~ e~"%); see Fig. S1(b). Therefore, the Gaussian distribution converges
to a delta function peak in the thermodynamic limit. We see similar behavior for the chaotic Ising model, as shown
by the green points in Fig. S1(b), but the decay is slower. As we can see from the Fig. S1(a) subplot, the average of
D,,(z) converges to the same value for both Gaussian ensembles as the system size increases.

II. EIGENSTATES TRACE DISTANCES IN THE CANONICAL ENSEMBLE

In this section, we demonstrate that the exponential decay of D,,(0 < z < 0.5) with increasing system size observed
in a general chaotic Hamiltonian, (see Fig. 2(b))7 is consistent with the eigenstate thermalization hypothesis (ETH)
using analytical calculation in the canonical ensemble.

A. Derivation of Eq.5

For any observable that satisfies the ETH, the expectation value of the observable with respect to a finite energy
density eigenstate [i;,) is identical to that derived from a thermal ensemble. If this is true for all operators defined
in a subsystem A, then the reduced density matrix p2 = Trz |t,) (¥,] is equivalent to the corresponding thermal
reduced density matrix

(S1)

where 37! is temperature, one can assign it to each Hamiltonian eigenstate such that the energy expectation value
in the canonical ensemble is equal to the eigenstate energy. It has been observed that when the size of the subsystem
L4 is fixed and L — oo, ETH holds for all observables defined in A, and thus eigenstate and thermal reduced density
matrices become equal. However, in the general case where = < 0.5, this is not true for all observables as ETH fails for
some, such as those based on conserved quantities of the system. The number of such operators is exponentially smaller
than the total number of independent operators in a subsystem. In this case, p/* and p;ith are not equal, but they still
provide the same expectation value for a large number of observables [S6]. In the following, we aim to demonstrate
that the trace distances of the canonical reduced density matrices, when restricted to subsystem A, behave similarly
to those of the eigenstate matrices. One can rewrite Eq. S1 in terms of free energy, F(ﬂ(en)) =—In Z(ﬂ(en))/ﬂ(en),
so we have
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FIG. S1: RMT: (a) Gaussian distribution of eigenstates trace distances for L = 18. The blue curve represents GOE
with fitting parameters u = 0.568, 0 = 0.001, and the orange one belongs to GUE with p = 0.568,0 = 0.0007. The
inset in the top right shows the convergence of (D,,(0.5)) for GUE and GOE to the same value. (b) The standard

deviation of distance distribution decreases exponentially (~ e~F) with system size. The fitting exponents are
b ~ 0.34 for both GOE and GUE and b ~ 0.17 for chaotic Ising model.

A =Trge ") (- (o)) (52)

According to ETH, the nearby eigenstates have a small energy difference. Therefore one can expand SB(€;+1) in terms
of energy differences as

Ae,
KBT277

Blens1) = Blen) + + O(AE) . (S3)

Here A€, = €p+1 — €n, and ) = OE/IT|g=., is heat capacity. Considering Eq. S3, the free energy at inverse
temperature ((e,11) is expanded as

Ae,

F(Blens1)) =F(3len) + 32

OF (B(en)) Aen
0B(e,) KpT?n

By replacing Eq. S3 and Eq. S4 in Eq. S2 and after some simplification the reduced density matrix corresponding to
(n + 1)-th eigenstate can be estimated as

+ O(Afi)) = F(ﬁ(fn))'i_
(S4)
+ O(AE) .

n

A —5<en)(H—F(6<en>)) (8F(B(en)) ) Aey, ) Opn  Aey )
= Trsx 1—(——— "2 3—H+F(B(en)) ) A€,) = pnith— 50— 7—a s TO(AE,).
pn+1,th TI‘AG 86(67,) 6 + (ﬂ(e )) KBT277 +O( en) P ,th 8&(@1) KBT20+O( En)
(S5)
By moving the p,, to the left-hand side and taking the norm from both sides, we have
||pﬁ+1,th - pﬁ,th” = CAe, + O(Aﬁi) . (S6)
where C(e,) = || 62’(02) ||#T2n Eq. 5 in the main text is derived from averaging distances of all nearest-neighbor

eigenstates. Under the ETH assumption, C(e,) presents a smooth function of €,, leading to averaging solely over

Ae,,.

B. Define an upper bound for C

In the thermodynamic limit and fixed ratio « we have pf}’th = e Blen)Ha /7, [ST7]. The derivative of p? in respect
to B(e,) has the following form

6pA e_B(En)HA
n =||(Fa—Hpx)——|| .
|| = (B — Ha) |

I (S7)
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FIG. S2: Comparing full spectrum results with single symmetry sectors. (a) The average of D, (x =1/2) as a
function of system size for chaotic Ising model with h, = (5 ++/5)/8,h. = (1 ++/5)/4. (b), (¢) The size-dependent

behaviour of linear slope a for TFIM with h, = (5 + 1/5)/8,h. = 0 and XXZ chain with A = 2.0, respectively.
By counsidering Hx |Ey) = E\ |E)), we rewrite the right hand side of Eq. S7 in the base of eigenstates of H 4

1522 = 1|3 o (Ba — B) 1) (]| (s9)
9B(en) = /\ px(£A A EX PRI

where p) = # is the probability of being in configuration |A). The right hand side of Eq. S8 has the following

upper bound : Y\ |[Eq — Exlpx < /21 (Ea — Ex)?px = \/(H3) — (Ha)* = AE, where AE is energy fluctuations.
Implementing that in Eq.S8 gives

A
%0 || < AR (S9)

aA

Therefore the energy fluctuations provides an upper bound on || 950 ||. Finally by replacing Eq. S9 and n =
(AE)?/(KpT?) in definition of C we find that C < 1/AE, therefore Eq. S10 takes the following form

Ae,,
lppy — Pl < (S10)

AE’
In the thermodynamic limit, i.e., with the system size taken to infinity, Ae, decays exponentially to zero by system
sizes. The Eq. S10 insures similar behaviour for ||ps, ; — p||.

III. FULL SPECTRUM RESULTS AND COMPARISON WITH SINGLE SYMMETRY SECTOR

In this section, we discuss the effect of Hamiltonian symmetries on (D, (x)). The results presented in the main
text are limited to a specific symmetry sector with momentum K = 27/L. Nevertheless, the statistics of eigenstates
trace distances are independent of Hamiltonian symmetries. There are exceptions in the integrable regime, where the
K = 0, 7 sectors do not exhibit the same universality as the other sectors and the entire spectrum. Nevertheless, the
measure is still able to distinguish between integrable and chaotic regimes.

We bring different examples to compare the full spectrum with single-sector results. We first consider the chaotic
Ising model in Eq. 3. In Fig. S2, the size-dependent behavior of (D,,(x)) with = 1/2 for the chaotic Ising model is
shown. By growing L, we see the average distances for different symmetry sectors and the full spectrum approach to
RMT value. For integrable models mentioned in the main text, (D, (z)) follows a universal linear behavior for < 0.5
at fixed L. In Fig. S2 (a,b), the size dependency of the linear slope for TFIM and XXZ are shown, respectively.



IV. AVERAGE TRACE DISTANCE IN TRANSVERSE FIELD XY CHAIN

In this section, we consider the XY chain in the transverse field

L
L+y T _x 1—7v z
H= (Taj ot TJ;-’J;J_H + hzaj) , (S11)
=1

where periodic boundary conditions are imposed such that of,, = of',;a = z,y,2. The constant transverse field h,
is also included in the Hamiltonian.

Using integrability techniques, we determine the slope of the average trace distance for both the entire spectrum
and a block of fixed momentum, as shown in Fig. S3. When calculating for the entire spectrum, we first sort the
states based on energy and then sort the energy degenerate states based on momentum. In the limit of large L, the
slope a — 2 for the entire spectrum, which is the same as in the first two panels of Fig 3 in the main text. However,
for a single momentum block, the slope a approaches a value greater than 2.
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FIG. S3: Slope of the average trace distance in the XY chain in the transverse field with different parameters from
integrability techniques. In large L limit, for the whole spectrum the slope a — 2, while for a single momentum
block the slope a approaches a value that is larger than 2.

We also calculate the slope of average trace distance for both the whole spectrum and the block with fixed momentum
from exact diagonalization, as depicted in Fig. S4. In large L limit, for the whole spectrum and a single block with
momentum j # 0 and j # %, the slope a — 2. But for a single block with j =0 or j = %, the slope a approaches
a value that is smaller than 2, as we show in Fig. S4. This could be attributed to the fact that the majority of the
states in the j =0 and j = % blocks are degenerate. The average trace distance is not well-defined for the j = 0 and

j= % blocks, and so we obtain different results from different methods.

1.0

FIG. S4: Slope of the average trace distance in the XY chain in the transverse field with different parameters from
exact diagonalization. In large L limit, for momentum block j = 0 the slope a approaches a value that is smaller
than 2.
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FIG. S6: Ising model: Size dependent behaviour of average (a) trace distances (D, (x)), and (b)
eigenstate-to-eigenstate fluctuations of observable O with O = of03. The average is taken over the
symmetry-sector at momentum K = 27/L.

V. QUANTUM KICKED TOP MODEL

In this supplementary material, we provide more comprehensive examples of (D, (z)) for the quantum kicked top
model. As previously stated in the main text, this model can be classified as an integrable model in the many-body
context. However, it is worth noting that there exists a region of the parameter x where the behavior of (D, (z)) is
consistent with that of a MBL. The numerical results for a broad range of the parameter x are presented in Fig. S5.

VI. EIGENSTATE-TO-EIGENSTATE FLUCTUATIONS OF LOCAL OBSERVABLE

In the main text, Eq. (4) defines trace distances that serve as an upper bound for all conceivable local ob-
servables, extending even to certain non-local ones such as entanglement entropy. This relationship impinges
on the broader understanding of quantum systems, where trace distances provide a significant theoretical tool.
In the subsequent analysis, we demonstrate the consistency of our results of trace distances when examined
in conjunction with two-site observables. Fig.S6 illustrates the system size-dependent behavior of (D, (z)) and
50 = Done{K=2r/L} ((ng1] Olhns1) — (¥n] O |1hy) ) with O = o703, specifically in a fixed Ly = 2. According
to our numerical analysis for the quantum Ising model studied in the main text, we find that in the chaotic regime,
defined by h, = (5+ v/5)/8,h, = (1 +/5)/4, the average of trace distances alongside the selected local observable
illustrates a rapid exponential decline as a function of L. Within the integrable regime and concomitant with a more
gradual decay as the system size increases, we note pronounced finite-size effects. These effects preclude us from
definitively asserting that the decay in this regime conforms to a power law. This result agrees with the recent work
of Ref. [S8], which thoroughly investigates the system size-dependent behavior of local observables in chaotic and in-
tegrable Hamiltonians. This finding underscores the importance of considering an extensive range of x, as undertaken
in the present study, to effectively differentiate between many-body integrable and chaotic phases.
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