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The apparent randomness of chaotic eigenstates in interacting quantum systems hides subtle correlations
dynamically imposed by their finite energy per particle. These correlations are revealed when Berry’s
approach for chaotic eigenfunctions in single-particle systems is lifted into many-body space. We achieve
this by a many-body semiclassical analysis, appropriate for the mesoscopic regime of a large but finite
number of particles. We thereby identify as signatures of chaotic many-body eigenstates the universality of
both their cross-correlations and the Gaussian distribution of expansion coefficients. Combined, these two
features imprint characteristic features to the morphology of eigenstates that we check against extensive
quantum simulations. The universality of eigenstate correlations for fixed energy density is hence a further
signature of many-body quantum chaos that, while consistent with the eigenstate thermalization
hypothesis, lies beyond random matrix theory.
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Quantum systems of particles with classically chaotic
limits display universality in the statistical properties of
both their spectral fluctuations and the (spatial) correlations
of their eigenstates. This is one of the celebrated and
powerful results of semiclassical analysis, namely the study
of quantum mechanical properties in the asymptotic limit
ℏ → 0 pioneered by Van Vleck, Gutzwiller, and Berry,
among many others [1–4].
In the case of the single-particle (SP) “spectral statistics”

[5], this universality was embodied and linked to classical
chaos in the Bohigas-Giannoni-Schmit conjecture [6] and
later confirmed by means of semiclassical theory [7–9]. For
many-body (MB) systems the analysis of energy spectra
using random matrix theory (RMT) had started in nuclear
physics [10] and was later followed in condensed matter
(see Ref. [11]), mesoscopic physics [12], and many other
domains; see the review [13] for an exhaustive bibliography
for this early period. The study of spectral correlations has
later been extended to MB systems with chaotic mean-field
limit [14–17], and to systems without a semiclassical
regime; see Refs. [18–23] for a review.
For SP “eigenstate statistics” and confirmed by the

seminal numerical study [24,25], Berry’s semiclassical
analysis of chaotic eigenfunctions [26] in d dimensions
leads to an amplitude-amplitude correlator between posi-
tions r and r0 given by the celebrated Bessel function
Jd=2−1ðxÞ=xd=2−1. It displays characteristic coherent
oscillations as a function of the spatial distance x ¼
kðE; r̄Þjr − r0j fixed through the local wave number
k2ðE; r̄Þ ¼ 2m½E − Vðr̄Þ�=ℏ2 at the energy E and mean

position r̄ ¼ ðrþ r0Þ=2. Berry’s result is universal in the
sense of having the exact same dependence on the external
potential VðrÞ for any chaotic system, a universality that
moreover lies beyond RMT for any finite energy E < ∞.
Once Berry’s correlator fixes an amplitude distribution
universally given in Gaussian form for chaotic systems,
the resulting SP random wave model (RWM) [26–28] turns
into a powerful approach to describe the spatial morphology
of eigenfunctions in mesoscopic chaotic systems [29–31].
Its validity is supported by a huge amount of numerical
[32–34] and experimental [35–37] results. Moreover, due to
its appealing form based on Gaussian random fields, it
allows for the explicit analytical computation of even
delicate topological features [33,38–40], including nodal
structure [34,41].
In the MB context, the description of chaotic eigenstates

has a long story dating back to the 1970s where they
were characterized through statistical measures such as the
entropy [42–44]. In a further refinement, the eigenstate
thermalization hypothesis (ETH) [45–48] and related con-
cepts [49] have provided tools to relate equilibrium proper-
ties to chaotic dynamics [46,50,51]. Within the resurgence
of MB quantum chaos during the last two decades, MB
eigenstates at the universal level have been mainly
described within pure RMT approaches where they are
assumed to behave as random vectors, only weakly
correlated through their orthonormality [19].
However, as indicated in Figs. 1 and 2, there exist

distinct eigenstate correlations in the Fock space of chaotic
(here, bosonic) MB systems that are obviously not captured
by RMT. Such correlations prevail, even in the ergodic
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phase, for systems with large but finite particle numbers,
the regime where state-of-art cold-atom based quantum
simulators operate [52–54]. The swift progress of quantum
state tomography [55] appropriate for this mesoscopic
regime, demands an understanding of these correlations
and their possible universality beyond RMT.
Hence, in this Letter, we provide a generalization of the

RWM and the extension of Berry’s ansatz into the meso-
scopic regime of chaotic MB systems. We will lift its key
ingredients into the Fock space of quantum fields, namely,
the presence of microscopic correlations predicted by
semiclassics that lie beyond RMT, as seen in Figs. 1 and
2, and through the conjectured multivariate Gaussian
distribution of expansion coefficients (Fig. 3).
To this end we need to extend quantum chaos techniques

that successfully described SP systems [4,59] into the
asymptotic regime of large but finite particle number
N ≫ 1. This is one of the quests of MB quantum chaos, a
field that has swiftly moved at the frontier of several fun-
damental questions, ranging from equilibration in statistical
physics [14,19,23,60] to gravity [61,62]. Discrete bosonic

fields such as the Bose-Hubbard chains considered here
possess indeed a classical limit for N → ∞, amenable to a
mean-field description. Then 1=N ≪ 1 plays the role of an
effective Planck’s constant and semiclassical techniques for
chaotic SP systems have been generalized to MB (Fock)
space; see Ref. [17] for a recent review. In this way genuine
MB interference effects, ranging from MB coherent back-
scattering [63] and MB spin echo [64], via MB spectra from
periodic mean-field solutions [65,66], to out-of-time-order
correlators [67,68] have been understood in semiclassical
terms. This semiclassical approach fully accounts for MB
quantum interference [69] beyond the (incoherent) truncated
Wigner approximation; see, e.g., [70,71].
To introduce the statistical measures to describe eigen-

state fluctuations, consider a MB system defined by a
Hamiltonian Ĥ with eigenfunctions Ĥjψ ðjÞi ¼ EðjÞjψ ðjÞi
and eigenvalues Eð0Þ ≤ Eð1Þ ≤ … [72]. Consider now a
spectral region of width η around an energy E, implemented
through a window function WηðxÞ centered at x ¼ 0, and a
functional FðjψiÞ associating a complex number to an
arbitrary state jψi. We then define

FðjψiÞE ¼
X∞
j¼0

WηðEðjÞ − EÞ
ρηðEÞ

Fðjψ ðjÞiÞ ð1Þ

as the average of the fluctuating numbers Fðjψ jiÞ over the
spectral window. Normalization 1̄E ¼ 1 gives then

ρηðEÞ ¼ TrWηðE − ĤÞ ∼ eN ð2Þ

as the mean (i.e., coarse-grained) level density [73].
In bosonic MB systems, the Hilbert space is spanned by

the (Fock) common eigenstates jni of the occupation
number operators n̂α ¼ b̂†αb̂α (α ¼ 1;…; L), where nα
counts the number of particles and b̂α (b̂†α) annihilates
(creates) a particle in the αth single-particle state. The
choice FðjψiÞ ¼ hnjψihψ jmi in Eq. (1) defines then the
two-point cross-correlation of expansion coefficients
hnjψ ðjÞi and hmjψ ðjÞi over the spectral window

hnjψihψ jmiE ¼
X∞
j¼0

WηðEðjÞ − EÞ
ρηðEÞ

hnjψ ðjÞihψ ðjÞjmi

≡ Rn;mðEÞ: ð3Þ

This in turn naturally defines the covariance matrix

Rn;mðEÞ ¼ hnjR̂ðEÞjmi ð4Þ

in terms of the basis-independent covariance operator

R̂ðEÞ ¼ jψihψ jE ¼ WηðE − ĤÞ
TrWηðE − ĤÞ ; ð5Þ

FIG. 1. Eigenstate correlations in a Bose-Hubbard chain
beyond random matrix theory. Cross-correlations Rn;mðEÞ ¼
hnjψihψ jmiE between expansion coefficients (with respect to
Fock basis states jni and jmi) of many-body eigenstates jψ ðjÞi of
a chaotic Bose-Hubbard chain, Eq. (7). In the lower triangle,
results are shown for the normalized correlator Rn;mðEÞ=ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

Rn;nðEÞRm;mðEÞ
p

, obtained by averaging numerically calcu-
lated eigenstates with energies EðjÞ over a microcanonical energy
window EðjÞ ∈ ½E − η=2; Eþ η=2�, Eq. (3). They show clear
mesoscopic correlations beyond random matrix theory i.e.,
RRMT
n;m ∼ δn;m, signaling quantum interference, well described

by the corresponding semiclassical correlator Rsc
n;m, Eq. (10),

shown in the upper triangle. For visualization, the representative
states jni and jmi for L ¼ 5 sites and N ¼ 25 particles are
obtained from a reference “seed” j5; 6; 4; 5; 5i by changes in local
occupations up to �3; see text and [56] for other seed states.
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i.e., the density operator corresponding to the microcanon-
ical window WηðxÞ. Such intricate mesoscopic fluctuations
of the covariance matrix were numerically observed in
Ref. [74], and one of our goals here is to provide a
theoretical understanding of their structure.
We implement the MB generalization of Berry’s con-

struction in three stages. First, it is assumed that the
quantum MB system possesses a well-defined chaotic
classical (mean-field) limit and a semiclassical regime.
Second, we employ for FðjψiÞE a Gaussian distribution,

FðjψiÞE ≃ FðjψiÞGE ¼ 1

N ðR̂Þ
Z
H
FðjψiÞe−hψ jR̂ðEÞ−1jψidjψi;

ð6Þ
valid in chaotic systems [27,28,75], where N ðR̂Þ fixes
1̄GE ¼ 1. At a third stage, we use a semiclassical approxi-
mation for the correlation matrix R̂ðEÞ instead of its exact
and usually untractable microscopic expression [76], where
both universal and system-specific aspects enter.
To be definite, we now implement these steps and

construct the MB RWM for systems described by Bose-
Hubbard-type Hamiltonians,

Ĥ ¼
XL
α¼1

h
−tðb̂†αb̂αþ1 þ b̂†αþ1b̂αÞ þ ϵαn̂α þUn̂αðn̂α − 1Þ

i
;

ð7Þ

where the on-site energies ϵα are chosen in a way to break
any discrete symmetry, and periodic boundary conditions
are assumed. This model describes a wide range of physical
systems; see, e.g., [77–79] and references therein. It has a
classical limit that corresponds to large occupations nα ≫ 1

with a classical Hamiltonian Hclðρ; θÞ obtained from Ĥ by
the replacements b̂α →

ffiffiffiffiffi
ρα

p
e−iθα , b̂†α →

ffiffiffiffiffi
ρα

p
eiθα [65,66].

The classical phase space, endowed with the canonical
variables ðρ; θÞ, was numerically found [66,80] to be
integrable in the limiting regimes t=UN → 0;∞, while
chaotic dynamics sets in for t=UN ∼ 1.
To proceed with the MB semiclassical approximation we

consider the Wigner transform of R̂ðEÞ, Eq. (5), [81],

WEðρ; θÞ ¼
X
m<ρ

Rρþm;ρ−mðEÞeiθ·m; ð8Þ

where the notation m < ρ means mα < ρα for all α. We
invoke now the Fock-space version of the eigenstate
condensation hypothesis of Voros and Berry [82,83] in
the formWE ≃Wcl

E with classical phase space distribution,

Wcl
Eðρ; θÞ ¼

1

ρclη ðEÞ
WηðE −Hclðρ; θÞÞ: ð9Þ

The level density ρclη ðEÞ ¼
R
WηðE −Hclðρ; θÞÞdρdθ is

defined by the volume of the classical energy shell of width
η. Inverting relation (8) to obtain the corresponding semi-
classical form of the covariance matrix Rsc is in general a
formidable task, but thanks to the local character of Ĥ we
get as our main result (see Ref. [56] for details)

Rsc
n;mðEÞ ¼

1

ρclη ðEÞ
X
Q∈Z

Z
∞

−∞

dτ
2π

W̃ðτÞ exp
�
iτ

�
E −U

X
α

IαðIα − 1Þ −
X
α

εαIα

��YL
α¼1

ei
π
2
ðδαþQÞJδαþQð2tτ

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
IαIαþ1

p Þ: ð10Þ

Here, W̃ðτÞ is the Fourier transform of WηðEÞ, JlðxÞ the
lth Bessel function, I ¼ ðnþmÞ=2 with ILþ1 ¼ I1,
and δα ¼

P
α
β¼1ðnβ −mβÞ.

Together with Eq. (6) the expression (10) allows us to
compute the average of any functional F in Eq. (1) within
our MB RWM. It is therefore important to compare this

central analytical prediction with corresponding numerical
results for the Bose-Hubbard model, Eq. (7). For definite-
ness we choose L ¼ 5, N ¼ 25, and UN ¼ 2t, where the
classical dynamics is predominantly chaotic. In Figs. 1
and 2 we compare the normalized correlators Rn;mðEÞ=ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
Rn;nðEÞRm;mðEÞ

p
obtained by exact diagonalization and

FIG. 2. Individual normalized correlators. The same as in Fig. 1
but for a selection of three horizontal cuts at jni with n ¼ 6, 4, 4,
6, 5 (bottom), n ¼ 5, 7, 4, 4, 5 (middle), and n ¼ 6, 6, 4, 5, 4
(top). Along the horizontal axis we mark a representative set of
states jmi with changes up to �3 in their occupation numbers
relative to the respective jni. Black and red symbols mark
numerically exact normalized correlators and the prediction
(10) of the MB semiclassical theory, respectively (lines serve
as guides to the eye). The gaps correspond to the diagonal n ¼ m,
where the normalized correlator is unity by construction.
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averaged over a spectral window comprising ∼103 MB
states, with the MB semiclassical approximation (10). In
Fig. (2) we show the correlations between reference
Fock states jni ¼ j6; 6; 4; 5; 4i; j5; 7; 4; 4; 5i; j6; 4; 4; 6; 5i
and representative states jmi indicated along the horizontal
axis. In all three cases we find remarkable agreement
between the semiclassical prediction (red symbols) and
the numerical results (black symbols). Instead of fixing a
single reference basis state jni, the color matrix in Fig. 1
represents cross-correlations among all Fock basis states
around j5; 6; 4; 5; 5i. The upper right and lower left
triangles show the semiclassical and the numerical results,
respectively. The apparent symmetry, quantitatively con-
firmed by the cuts shown in Fig. (2), again reflects the
excellent agreement; see also [56] for further comparisons.
After this exhaustive check of the semiclassical approxi-

mation for the covariance matrix we focus on the second
essential aspect of the MB RWM, namely the underlying
Gaussian assumption for the joint distribution of eigenstate
amplitudes, encoded in Eq. (6). This assumption has far-
reaching consequences well beyond the well-known
Gaussian distribution of expansion coefficients along a
single fixed jni reported in [74,84] and numerically
confirmed [56] for chaotic Bose-Hubbard models. In fact,
Eq. (6) describes the joint probability distribution of the
whole set of coefficients hnjψ ðjÞi for all jni. A prominent
statistical measure, sensitive to both the microscopic
correlations and the multivariate Gaussian nature of the
expansion coefficients, is the Fock-space version of the
two-point intensity correlator [85],

Yn;mðEÞ ¼ jhnjψij2jhmjψij2E − jhnjψij2Ejhmjψij2E: ð11Þ

Using the properties of multivariate Gaussian distributions
in Eq. (6), we easily get [56]

YG
n;mðEÞ ¼ 2jRn;mðEÞj2 ð12Þ

for the case of real expansion coefficients considered here.
In Fig. 3 we check this prediction by performing numerical
simulations independently for both Yn;mðEÞ (black curves)
and jRn;mðEÞj2 (dashed blue) for two representative seed
states [86]. We see that mesoscopic MB eigenstates behave
as realizations of a correlated multivariate Gaussian dis-
tribution, up to deviations expected for such higher-order
correlators due to stronger finite-size effects.
Combining the Gaussian conjecture with the semiclass-

ical approximation Rn;mðEÞ ≃ Rsc
n;mðEÞ yields more-

over closed analytical results for YG
n;mðEÞ, Eq. (12). In

Fig. (3) they are indicated as red asterisks, again coinciding
well with numerical Gaussian theory (blue). This close
agreement gives full support of the proposed MB version of
the RWM. The semiclassical covariance matrix captures the
microscopic correlations of typical eigenstates responsible
for the structure of any correlation function. Thus, the

semiclassical correlator unveils MB information well
beyond RMT that predicts energy-independent flat profiles
as YRMT

n;m =RRMT
n;n RRMT

m;m ¼ 2δn;m.
We briefly comment now on some important instances

where our analysis touches previous results and concepts.
On the notion of universality—As mentioned before, the

universality of Berry’s RWM stems from the universal
functional dependence of the two-point amplitude corre-
lator on the external potential as long as (i) it generates
strongly chaotic dynamics (nonzero Lyapunov exponent)
and (ii) the kinetic term is quadratic in the momentum.
In the same venue, as long as the hopping term of Ĥ is

FIG. 3. Intensity correlators. Numerical check of the con-
jectured multivariate Gaussian distribution, Eq. (6), for the
expansion coefficients of chaotic many-body eigenstates.
Black symbols and lines: numerically computed normalized
intensity-intensity correlator Yn;mðEÞ=ðRm;mðEÞRn;nðEÞÞ, de-
fined in Eq. (11) with spectral average, Eq. (1). Dashed blue
curves: YG

n;mðEÞ=ðRn;nðEÞRm;mðEÞÞ with Gaussian assumption
YG
n;mðEÞ ¼ 2jRn;mðEÞj2, Eq. (12). Top and bottom panels show

cross-correlators between a set of Fock states jmi, marked
along the horizontal axis, and reference states jni ¼
j6; 6; 4; 5; 4i and j5; 7; 4; 4; 5i, respectively. The prediction
based on the full MB random wave model with semiclassical
approximation Rn;mðEÞ ≃ Rsc

n;mðEÞ [Eq. (10), red curve] is
closely following the numerical data based on the Gaussian
approximation (blue asterisks). The gaps mark cases n ¼ m
where it coincides with YRMT

n;m =RRMT
n;n RRMT

m;m ¼ 2δn;m.
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nearest-neighbor only, our results will hold for any inter-
action term Hintðn̂Þ that is diagonal in the Fock basis and
generates chaotic mean-field dynamics, the only change
being the substitution

U
X
α

IαðIα − 1Þ → HintðIÞ ð13Þ

in the semiclassical cross-correlator, Eq. (10).
Relation with ETH and behemoths—The predictions of

the MB RWM are consistent with the ETH, as expectation
values hÔi ¼ Tr½Ô R̂� of MB observables Ô take the ETH
form in leading order through Eq. (9). Our results extend
the usual ergodic arguments for diagonal matrix elements
into a theory for cross-correlations of expansion coeffi-
cients, and this is achieved by means of the same object,
namely the microcanonical covariance matrix. Despite their
common roots, in general the RWM and the ETH address
different objects, i.e., Fock-space correlations and expect-
ation values. There exists however a type of nonlocal MB
observables, the so-called “behemoths” introduced in [87]
like Ω̂n;m ¼ jnihmj þ jmihnj, whose microcanonical
expectation values are exactly given by Rn;mðEÞ. Our
analysis implies that behemoths display universal structure
at fixed energy beyond the fidelity to RMT in the infinite
temperature limit reported in [87].
Regime of validity—Within the semiclassical regime

N ≫ 1, and assuming that the mean-field dynamics are
chaotic, the key steps in Eqs. (8) and (9) treat the interacting
term of the Hamiltonian as a constant background evalu-
ated at the mean occupations I ¼ ðnþmÞ=2. This means
the kinetic (hopping) contribution to the energy E must be
sufficiently large and, vice versa, that the interaction term
of the classical Hamiltonian fulfills, for some constant c,

jE −HintðIÞj > c: ð14Þ

This is confirmed by an extensive check of the validity
of the MB RWM predictions across the whole Fock
space [56].
Conclusions—We have lifted Berry’s random wave

model from configuration space into the Fock space of
interacting systems by constructing an accurate semiclass-
ical theory describing the statistical backbone of chaotic
states in mesoscopic MB systems. This MB random state
model relies on the identification of chaotic eigenstates as
correlated Gaussian fields arising from massive, genuine
MB interference. Its central building block is a covariance
matrix constructed by means of MB semiclassical tech-
niques where the large-N mean-field regime plays the role
of a classical limit. The predictions of the MB random state
model for both the multivariate and correlated features of
chaotic MB eigenstates show quantitative agreement
with numerical results from extensive simulations for
Bose-Hubbard systems. In this way a pillar of the field

of single-particle quantum chaos, the universality of spatial
fluctuations of chaotic eigenstates is also established in the
realm of many-body quantum chaos.
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