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We demonstrate that the entanglement entropy area lawegferférmion ground states and the corresponding
volume law for highly excited states are related by a pasitttomentum duality, thus of the same origin.
For a typical excited state in the thermodynamic limit, wettiar show that the reduced density matrix of a
subsystem approaches thermal density matrix, providesubgystem'’s linear size is small compared to that of
the whole system in all directions, a property we dub eiggedi/picality. This provides an explicit example of
thermalization via entanglement, and reveals how stedilgthysics emerges from a single eigenstate by tracing
out a large number of degrees of freedom.

Introduction—Quantum entanglementis one of the mostim-mal density matrix even when the whole system is in a pure
portant concepts in the modern physBs [1]. The most widelystate. If thermalziation holds then entropic volume law fol
used measure of bipartite block entanglement in many-bodipws, but the opposite is not necessarily true. For randam in
systems is the entanglement entropy (EE), which is the votial pure states this is known to be true after a long timewvol
Neumann entropy associated with the reduced density maion in many cases, and termed canonical typicality 27]
trix (RDM) of a subsystem, obtained by tracing out degreedHowever much less is known if such thermalization occurs if
of freedom outside it. It is generally believed that the EE ofthe initial states are exact eigenstates of a local Haniétgn
ground states of most local Hamiltonians follow the so chlle which form a very special set in the Hilbert space with zero
“area law" ﬂ], which means that when a system is divided intomeasure. We dub a term eigenstate typicaﬂ@] to charac-
two subsystems, the EE is proportional to the boundary aregerize such thermalization of an eigenstate, if it occufseré
between these two subsystems. The area law is crucial for thexist numerical evidence and analytic arguments supprtin
efficiency of density matrix renormalization group and ten-such eigenstate typicality for a variety of systems. Howeve
sor network based variational methods for computing groundhe general physical mechanism behind thermalization4s un
state properties. Violations of the area law are rare (otheclear, and in particular, it is widely assumed that intetgab
than in quantum critical one dimensional (1D) systeﬁs [3]).systemsdo not thermalize E 1], although there are a
and also weak in known examples. Above one dimensionfew numerical studies suggesting the opposlé., 33]
the only firmly established examples are free fermion ground . .
states with Fermi surfaced [Z 5] and coupled harmonickatti In the present work we address _the ISSues mentioned above,
models with Bose surfaces where gapless bosonic excitatio y s.tudymg EE and thermalization in thetegral?le f‘refe
live [Ia]; the violation is logarithmic (i.e., EE is propootial ermion SySte”.‘S- We demonstrate th.a.t fora typ|cgl highly
to surface area multiplied by a factor that grows logarithmi excited state (in a sense tq be specified _below), () EE fol-
cally with subsystem size) in both cases. Heuristic arQUmeA(?WS volume law. (ii) In the limit that the rath betwee'.” e
[|i|] and detailed perturbative calculatidn [8] strongly gast SIZEs Of_ subsystem f_;md_whole system vamshealfqdwec-
that such a violation also exists in Fermi liquids which ke tions, eigenstate typmahtpol_ds for the SUbSySt.em'. in sharp

ontrast to the previous belief. Furthermore, in (i) we show

th f that in free Fermi , and ics[9, 1
© same form as that In free =ermi gas, an numé__[h(E_[ (that the area law followed by ground state EE and the vol-

suggests similar violations may exist in certain non-Féiamni law f ited state ardated b it t
uid states with Fermi surfaces. Perhaps the strongestiziola ume lawfor exciied state arelated by a position-momentum
uality, and thus have thgame origin. The conclusion (ii)

known thus far is a power-law enhancement of EE in a very

- : ; : : is a more striking result, where we find thermalization in the
ﬁgggiﬂgl&ﬂee fermion model involving random long range(integrable) free fermion system, in which there are ingiyit

many conserved quantities (hamely occupation number of ev-

¢ Cf)g\lpara;nllzeéy spealgr:g dmu'(t:r? Iﬁgshtleffort h_?s dbeter: devo_tegry momentum state is a good quantum number). Our deriva-
0 studies o associated with (highly) excited statesh(wi tion of (ii) clearly illustrates how statistical physics erges

an extensive excitation energy that grows linearly with sys- from asingle eigenstate by tracing out a large number of de-

tem size) ES] Wh”e s ge_nerally expected that EEgrees of freedom. It sheds considerable light on the micro-
should be extenswe_(l.e. proportional to th_e volume of thescopic origin of thermalization.
smaller subsystem) in such cases (except in many-body lo-
calized states‘.IM]), explicit examples of this volume law a  Position-Momentum Duality —We consider free fermion
very rare, and existing results are either of numericalmeatu systems with translational invariance, with Hamiltonidn=

or on 1D systems (in fact often bot 15-20]. Closely ralate Zﬂ, c;-hng, Wherecj(c;.) is the fermion annihilation (cre-
to this is the issue of thermalizati 23], namely th ation) operator at sit¢. For a real-space partitiod and its

RDM of a (sufficiently) small subsystem approaches a thercomplementB = A, the RDM p,4 for any general fermion
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eigenstater’) takes the Gaussian form [34]

pa=trp|[F)F]=e M Ho=Y cthejoce, (1)

J

Ground State
il

. ) ) . Original System
where the (single-particlegntanglement Hamiltonian H,
within A is determinedxclusively by the two-point correla- \ /
. . o t . —
tion function, M;, = <F|Cng|F>A, where the subscriptl Position Space | Position-Momentum|  Momentum
meansj, £ € A Vla Partition Duality Space Occupation

_ -1 _
ke =In [M ]lVAXVA} ’ (2) - Excited State

wherel is aV x Vy identity matrix withV4 being the num- Dual'gystem

ber of lattice sites insidd. DefiningR =", , |5)(j| as the
projection operator ontd [B,,] andP =", [k) (K|

as the projection operator onto thecupied states in the mo-
mentum space [Brillouin zone (B.Z.)], witlk) being an mo-
mentum eigenstate and also an eigenstate of the origirggésin

FIG. 1. (Color Online) lllustration of position-momentunuality
between the original system and its dual, where the rolesoofiem-
tum and position exchange. In the original system in its gdostate

particle Hamiltonian, we can write (top panel), we consider a fragmented real space partitiemiving
a huge number of pockets distributed over the whole systehe T
M = RPR. ®3) associated Fermi sea of the corresponding ground stateugsin

. L . the top right figure. This fragmented partition results itaegle-
The position-momentum duality in free fermion Systems nent entropy scaling with the total (sub)systeaiume. The dual

means that the eigenvalues bf = RPR are exactly iden-  system (bottom panel) have exactly the same entanglemenpgn

tical to the dual matrix\/’ = PRP, as we now demon- However, the momentum occupation corresponds to a higliyesk
strate. For an eigenstate &f, |E),), with eigenvalue), state, while the real-space partition into two contigucegians is
M|Ey) = AN Ey) andR|Eyy) = |Eny) [37], we have regular. The duality provides a natural understanding e#thtropic

volume law, expected to be satisfied by typical highly ext&tates.
M' (P|Ewx)) = M'R|Ey) = PM|Ey) = A (P|Ey)) (4)

namerP|EM>_ is an eigenstate af/’ with the same eigen- e approximate the number of pockets torber V/Ld,. We
value\. Denoting the eigenvalue spectrum/dfas specl!),  thys find EE of such a fragmented partition actually scales
we have[[35-37] with the systenvolume.

spec(RPR) = spec(PRP). (5) _ Th_e dual system is iII_u_strgted in the lower panel of Eig. 1,
in which real space partitioning and momentum space occupa-
According to Eqs[{1)E(2), the spectrum of RDM, and thus thetion exchange. We now have in the momentum space a huge
corresponding EE, can be determined by either(M) or  number of Fermi pockets distributed in the whole B.Z. This
spec(M'"). We take advantage of this duality in the following corresponds to highly excited state. On the other hand, the
section. position space partitioning is the regular one normallysign
Duality between the ground state and the excited state —  ered in bipartite entanglement. Using the exact duality dis
We now show how to relate a ground state to a highly excitedussed above, and the fact that the real and momentum space
state by this duality. Consider a free fermion systemd oi-  volumes (as measured by the number of discrete points in
mensional Cartesian lattice with total number of lattidesi them) scale the same way, we conclude that EE of such highly
V in its ground state. The associated Fermi sea in momentuexcited states exhibit®lume instead of area law.
space is shown in the top right panel in Hi. 1, where the ra- In the above we assumdd; > 1 so that we can use the
tio between the number discrete momentum points encloseghown (area-law) results for ground states. It should barcle
in the Fermi sea and that of the whole B.Z. is fixed to be les®owever, that its actually value is unimportant for the voéu
than but of order 1. We consider a (somewhat unusual) pataw to hold. In particular, for a typical highly excited stat
tition in the position space consisting of a huge number ofye expectL ~ 1, and volume law should still hold. For a
pockets distributed over the whole system that each erglosgimple illustration, let us consider a highly excited statth
a large number of lattice sites, top left panel in K. 1. Instaggered number occupation in the momentum space (even
such a situation the volume ratio between (possibly disconpoints are occupied and odd points are unoccupied in the B.Z.
nected) subsystem and total system is held to be a constawhich is half-filling), in a large 1D chain with total lattictes
whenV increases. EE of this special partition can be ex-L. Again EE between a contiguous subsystémnd its com-
tracted using known results] [5], although for the following plement can be extracted from the matkik, = <C;CZ>E57A,
discussions we only need to use the area law scaling (Wit[@, |_3__$] where the subscripf. S means we are focusing on
logarithmic correction). If we assume the linear size ofreac an excited state. Once we know the eigenvalug®f the
pocket is roughly.o, EE of this partition can be estimated as matrix A/, we can obtain EE fron$4 = —Tr[palnps] =
Sp ~nLgln Lo ~ VlnLD/LdD_l|v_>oo>>LdD ~V,where  —%7._ [N\jIn); + (1 —X;)In(1—);)]. Regardless of the



simplicity of the formula for calculating EE, it is not a tiaf
task. In most cases, a heavy numerical work needs to be in-
volved. Going around this issue, we instead calculate the pa
ticle number fluctuation afi: (AN?)gg 4 = Tr[M(1-M)],
which provides the lower bound of they. [@] We consider

a subsysterm with fixed L4 /L = v < 1, in which (we drop

the subscrip®'S to simplify notation)

<— Typical

Coayy,
Graiy

. nwz(a’ﬁ

Brillouin Zone

(AN?)  =Tr [M (L xp, — M)}

= Z % an _ Z % annk/e%k%’)«jff)

<+— Atypical
jeEA k jEA kK’
La 1 sin? {%} FIG. 2. (Color Online) Schematic illustration of the coagsaining
= — ng — =5 annk/ ——s process in momentum space. In the thermodynamic limit, tee d
L L k' Sm (T) crete momentum points become very dense [red (black) dpte-re

. 9 , sent occupied (unoccupied) points], and we can divide t&e iBto
— (1 —7) Z Ty — Z Ty Tt e [(m — m/)mr] ,(6)  @huge number of cells, the brown boxes, where we only show fou

.2 sin2 {(mfm')ﬂ} such cells for illustration. For a typical excited statep(teft panel),

L the momentum sites anandomly occupied. Under the coarse-
. graining process, thaverage occupation in each cell varismoothly
where we define;, = (cl.cx), and change the momentum la- f4m one cell to the next in the whole B.Z., as illustratedtia tight
beling fromk = 2wm/Ltom = 1,2,---, L. For the special panel; they follow the usual Fermi-Dirac distribution witho pa-
case of equal partition, we haye= 1/2. In this case the sec- rametersy andg that are determined by the fixed total enefgyand

ond term of Eq .[(Byanishesbecause of the staggered occupa-total fermion numberV. For an atypical excited state in which the
tion pattern in momentum space: Since only even momenturfells are not randomly populated (bottom left panel), ce@sining
points are occupied, we have,n,,, = 1 whenm — m’ is process will not give rise to a continuous distribution. Tinebabil-

an even integeonly, resulting in a vanishing numerator for ity of encountering such an atypical state vanishes in thit iflarge
S . cell size (measured by the number of momentum points it saslo
~v = 1/2. We thus find in this case

m m#m’

L
<AN2>equal_parmion =3 X Lo La, (7) For_the moment we sdt; = L, corresponding to a (hyper)
_ o ~ cubic system.
which scales as the subsysteatume, confirming the heuris- As L — oo, the discrete momentum points in the B.Z.

tic duality picture above. The situation we discussed abov@ecome very dense and we can divide the B.Z. into a large
is exactly dual to the case studied by Ref][40] that gives &yymber of cells (see left panels in FIg. 2). Each cell con-
consistent result to ours. tainsg > 1 points associated with the original momekta
For an arbitrary excited state with completeéndompop-  \When /L, — oo (we assume the subsystemis suffi-
ulation in the momentum space, it is not easy to establish gjently isotropic such that it is characterized by a singledr

rigorous bound for EE for a generic partition. Instead in thesjze . ,), we can require the linear size of each céH,.;; to
following we will consider appropriate limits in which eige  gatisfy

state typicality holds, in which case the entropic volume la
follows. 1/L < dkeenp < 1/L 4. 9)
Eigenstate typicality for a typical excited state ~ ENropic iy the condition above, fall the momentum points within

VOIllj.me.laW IS a n;ecehssz;r%,'aut :(r}suf?ment ]c(:or?dnmr; gor{h.e the same cell the phase factor in Ed.1(8) can be treated as a
malization, namely the taking form of thermal density constantexp[—ik,, - 0rjec 4], Wherem is the cell index and

:patnx corres_gon&mgto (tjht? 0r|g|r(1jal H?‘r_n'*t?r:"an‘ IP th:_ES k,, is its average momentum; we also introduce the corre-
ion we consider the condition under which thermalization o sponding single particle energy, — e for later usageds

curs for a typical highly excited state. To this end we coesid is band dispersion]. We can thus divide the sum over mo-

ahgerllerlc I?\t;cg and fermion occupation pattern. Expficit menta in Eq.[(B) into two steps, first summing over momenta
the elementi/; is within each cell, and then sum over all cells,. We refer to the

+ 1 bt e first step as a “coarse graining” procedure in momentum space
Mje = {cjee)a = % Z e = (8)  [41], after which the matrix element;, becomes
k
; f ; M, ~ 3 N \ =ik (e -10)
where the occupation numbef = (¢, cx) for a typical ex- =Ty Z 9 €
cites state ig(0) for a occupied (unoccupied) state at momen- m
tumk, with componentk,; = 2mn,;/L;, n; = 1,2,--- ,L; _ 1 anefikm-(rrre) (10)

andL; is the linear size along thgh direction § = 1, - - - , d). Vers —
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whereN,, is the total occupation number within cell and  L/L 4 — oo (for sufficiently isotropic subsystem), since only
nm = Ny, /g is the corresponding average occupation. in this limit the coarse-graining procedure is well-definedr

It should be clear by now while a specific excited state ishighly anisotropic subsystems, we nded. 4, — oo alongall
characterized by the detailed occupation pattgtn}, M;, directions for Eq. [[(P) to be valid, so that the coarse grajnin
and thus RDMp4 depends on theoarse-grained variables  procedures outlined earlier can be followed. This is a gljgh
{n.m} only. Therefore mangylifferent excited states’ will give more stringent condition than simply havingVy — o,
rise to essentially theame p4, and themost likely p4 corre-  which is the normally expected condition for thermalizatio
sponds to{n.,, } consistent with the maximum number of dif- to hold. We also emphasize that the key step leading to the
ferent{ny}; using standard statistical physics terminology, aconclusion above, namely momentum space coarse-graining,
specific{ny} corresponds to microstate, while{n,, } corre- is not an ensemble averaging process; it is averaging the oc-
sponds to anacrostate. Based on standard statistical physiccupation number in a momentum space cell witaiangle
arguments, &pical excited state will resultip 4 correspond-  excited state. Last, the difference here, as compared & oth
ing to thismost probable macrostatgn?,} in the appropriate integrable system, lies in the fact that the conserved dfiest

limits specified earlier. Let us find out whét, } is. (occupation number of every momentum stade)not have
The only constraints an excited state must satisfy are fixedorrespondindocal densities.
particle numberV and total energy.: One diagnostic of thermalization is comparing the von Neu-
mann entropy with the entropy of the thermal state with en-
Yom Nm =N, > Npem=E. (11)  ergy and particle densities corresponding to those of the ex

cited state. If thermalization occurs, these two entropies
should be the same, as observed numerically[[42, 43] under
- U ' the appropriate conditions specified above. On the othat,han
Hmw(m), Wh_erew(m) is the number of distinct microstates if we fix V4/V ~ O(1) while taking the thermodynamic
associated withmth cell, w(m) = g!/[Nm!(g — Nm)!l.  jimit, thermalization isnot expected to occur. In this case
The number of distinct microstates accessible to the state g \hile still following the volume law as demonstrated-ear
QN,V,E) = 32w,y W{Nm}, where the summation goes jier doesnot approach thermal entropy, as is also séeh [42].
over all the distinct distribution SQTNW} The distribution set Thus all of our results are fu”y Supported by the numerics of
{NVn} that we are interested is the most probable one and caRef. [42].

be obtained by considering the fluctuations'af, combined ConclusionIn this Letter we show that in free fermion sys-
with the two constraints above. We introduce Lagrange multitems the entanglement entropy volume law of a typical ex-
pliersa and3 and examine the fluctuation of the distribution cijted state can be understood from the area law followed by

Without these constraints, for each macrostgté,, }, the
number of distinct microstates is denoted &&{N,,} =

set{ N}, their dual ground states via a position-momentum duality. F
the subsystems whose sizes are much smaller than the total
5 lln W{N}} — (a Z SN, + 8 Z Em(SNm)] =0 system, the reduced density matrix of the subsystem is shown
o - to be the same as in the thermal state via a coarse-graining
. Ny 1 1 prpcedu_re ip momenFum space, which we dub eigenstate typi-
= M, = g Bemta 4 1° (12) clity. This gives the simplest demonstration of the emecgen

o _ o _of the thermalization in free fermion systems.
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the limit ¢ — oo which follows from thermodynamic limit
L — oo, the chance of encountering such states vanishes and
we do not consider them further. Using the fact thatis a
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