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We derive the fluctuation theorem for quantum-state statistics that can be obtained when we initially measure
the total energy of a quantum system at thermal equilibrium, let the system evolve unitarily, and record the
quantum-state data reconstructed at the end of the process. The obtained theorem shows that the quantum-state
statistics for the forward and backward processes is related to the equilibrium free-energy difference through an
infinite series of independent relations, which gives the quantum work fluctuation theorem as a special case, and
reproduces the out-of-time-order fluctuation-dissipation theorem near thermal equilibrium. The quantum-state
statistics exhibits a system-size scaling behavior that differs between integrable and non-integrable (quantum
chaotic) systems as demonstrated numerically for one-dimensional quantum lattice models.

Fluctuation theorems (FTs) have played a central role in our
understanding of how macroscopic irreversibility arises from
microscopically reversible equation of motion [IH7]. The FTs
lead to many fundamental relations in thermodynamics and
statistical mechanics, including the second law of thermo-
dynamics, the fluctuation-dissipation theorem (FDT) [8H10],
and Onsager’s reciprocity relation [[11} [12].

The conventional approach to FTs in isolated quantum
systems is based on the two-point measurement for work
[6, (13} [14]: one initially measures the total energy, let the
system evolve according to a time-dependent Hamiltonian,
and again measures the total energy at the end of the pro-
cess. From the difference between the initial and final total
energies, one can extract the work done on the system by an
external force. The obtained work probability distributions
for the forward and time-reversed processes are related to the
equilibrium free-energy difference between the initial and fi-
nal configurations (the quantum work FT). In this approach,
one makes a projective energy measurement (with the out-
come E{ being the Ith eigenenergy of the final Hamiltonian)
on the final state p, so that one obtains limited information on
the quantum state p itself, i.e., only the diagonal information
<E{ I|E]) is available, where \Elf ) is the energy eigenstate.

How does the quantum state p realized after the time evo-
Iution (including information on the off-diagonal elements
<E{ Ip|EL), | # m) fluctuate? Here, by fluctuations of the
quantum state we mean that the state fluctuates depending
on the result of the initial energy measurement. If we re-
peat the procedure to (i) prepare the initial thermal equilib-
rium state, (ii) measure the total energy, (iii) perform a unitary
time evolution, and (iv) reconstruct the quantum state g, we
can operationally determine the statistics of quantum states
(Fig. [I). When the above procedure is repeated sufficiently
many times, we obtain duplicated copies of quantum states,
with which we can in principle reconstruct the quantum state
using the technique of the quantum-state tomography [[15,/16].

The statistics of quantum states is closely related to quan-
tum chaos, or non-integrability, of the system, the character-
ization of which has been a long-standing issue in statistical
mechanics [17, [18]]. Suppose that after the first measurement
the quantum state is projected to a certain eigenstate of the ini-
tial Hamiltonian. Then the state evolves within a subspace of
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FIG. 1. Schematic procedure for measuring quantum-state statistics.
We initially prepare the thermal equilibrium state p;, and measure the
total energy with the outcome E}, where the state changes to H(EL).
Then the system evolves according to a unitary operator U, and the
final state pU (EL) is reconstructed in the energy eigenbasis. We repeat
the procedure to accumulate the matrix data [p]m(w) [Eq. (]D].

the total Hilbert space due to the presence of conserved quan-
tities. For integrable systems, the number of conserved quan-
tities is extensive, so that the size of the subspace is highly
constrained. Hence we expect that the resulting behavior of
the quantum-state statistics is different between integrable and
non-integrable systems.

Another motivation to study the quantum-state statistics is
the recent finding of the out-of-time-order FDT [19], which
relates chaotic properties of the system and a nonlinear re-
sponse function involving a time-reversed process, and can be
viewed as a higher-order extension of the conventional FDT.
Provided that the conventional FDT can be derived from the
quantum work FT near equilibrium, it is thus a natural ques-
tion what is the underlying law that leads to the out-of-time-
order FDT if applied near equilibrium.

In this paper, we show that the quantum-state statistics ac-
cumulated under a certain condition for the forward and time-
reversed processes satisfies an infinite series of exact relations
that are expressed in terms of the equilibrium free-energy dif-
ference between the initial and final configurations. The rela-
tions include the quantum work (Crooks) FT as a special case,
and allow further extensions. Near equilibrium, the out-of-
time-order FDT [19] is reproduced. We argue that the fluctu-
ation of the quantum-state statistics shows a different system-
size scaling between integrable and non-integrable systems,
which can be used as a diagnosis of quantum chaos. This is



demonstrated numerically for one-dimensional quantum lat-
tice models.

Let us suppose that an isolated quantum system evolves
in time according to the time-dependent Hamiltonian H(s)
(t; < s < ty) (forward process). The initial and final Hamilto-
nians are denoted by H; = H(t}) and H = I-AI(tf). The unitary
evolution operator is given by U = T exp(—1i f;/ ds H(s)),
where 7 represents the time-ordered product. We assume
that the initial state is in thermal equilibrium with temperature
kT = ,8’1, and is described by the canonical ensemble with
the density matrix p; = e #H/Z,(8), where Z:(8) = Tr(e PH)
is the partition function. We denote the eigenvalues and or-
thonormal eigenvectors of H; (H;) by EL (E]) and |EL) (|E])),
respectively.

Suppose that we perform a projective energy measurement
and obtain the measurement outcome E} with the probabil-
ity pi = e PEi/Z,(), where the quantum state p; is projected
from p; to P(E}) = |E})(EL|. After the unitary time evolu-
tion, the quantum state becomes pY(EL) = Up(ED)UT. At the
end of the process, we record the quantum state reconstructed
in the eigenbasis of the final Hamiltonian as (EJ [pV(EL)|Ex,).
We here address the question of whether there is any law that
governs the statistics of these quantum-state data when we re-
peat the above procedure. We show that it emerges when we
accumulate the quantum-state data under a certain energy con-
straint given by w = %(E{ +E,’;)7E,’;. After taking the average,
we obtain

[PNin(w) = 6w — (L(E] + El) — ED)E] |pU(ED)|EL)
=" pisw — GE] + EL) — ED)E]|pYEDIEL). (1)
k

where the overline represents the average over the repeated
processes, and 8(x) is the Dirac delta function. For [ = m,
w corresponds precisely to the difference between the initial
and final energies, which is equivalent to the work performed
on the system. However, for off-diagonal elements, w does
not, in general, correspond to the work, but only has a formal
meaning of the difference between the initial energy E} and

the averaged final energy %(Elf + EL).
We also consider the time-reversed process with the Hamil-

tonian Ifl(s) = @ﬁ(ti+t_f'—s)®_l (t; < s < ty), where O repre-
sents the antiunitary time-reversal operator. The correspond-
ing initial and final Hamiltonians are IfI,- = IfI(ti) and H r =
f](tf), and the unitary evolution is given by U =000
The initial state for the time-reversed process is assumed to be
pi = e PHi|Z,(B), where Z;(B) = Tr(e #H). In the same way
as the forward process, we define

150 (w) = 60w — G(E] + Ef) — ED)(E] |7 (E})|Eh)
=" piow — (A(E] + El) — ED)VE] 1Y EDIEL). @)
k
where EL (E]) and |EL) (|E])) are the eigenvalues and
orthonormal eigenvectors of H; (Hy), respectively, pi =
e PR Z(B), pU(E}) = UP(EDUT, and p(Ey) = |EL)(E}|.

Since [p]l(w) is an operator acting on the Hilbert space,
there are various ways to retrieve information from this ob-
ject. Let us define distribution functions for the quantum-
state statistics by taking the trace of the nth moment of [p]l(w)
n=1,2,...),

1
pa(w) = = Te([P1*" (). 3)
Here N, is a normalization constant determined by
| avpon=1. @)

and [p]1®"(w) = ([p] ® - - - ® [P])(w) is defined by the nth
power of [[p]l(w) with the symbol @ denoting the matrix mul-
tiplication and energy convolution simultaneously, i.e.,

AP UM = [’ ST~ 0 Do)
n (5)

For the time-reversed process, the corresponding distribution
function is defined by p,(w) = /\-L/Tr([[ﬁ]](’a”(w)) with the nor-

malization condition ffooo dw p,(w) = 1 and N, being the nor-
malization constant for p,(w).

Atn =1, p,(w) is identical to the work probability distri-
bution: p;(w) = 3", pi6(w — EJ + ED|(E]|O|EL) . For arbi-
trary n, p,(w) can be proven to take a real value (Appendix [A).
However, for n > 2, p,(w) is not necessarily positive semidef-
inite. This prevents us from interpreting p,(w) (n > 2) as a
probability distribution, though p,(w) satisfies the normaliza-
tion condition {@). Hence p,(w) (n > 2) should be regarded
as a quasiprobability.

The main result of this paper is that the following relation
holds between p,(w) and its time-reversed partner p,(w):

Pn(W)
ﬁn(_w)

Here AF(B) = F¢(B) — Fi(B) [Fis(B) = =B~ ' InZ; ;(B)] is the
difference of the equilibrium free energies for the initial and
final Hamiltonians at temperature 8~!. Note that the inverse
temperature appearing in the free-energy argument is multi-
plied by n in Eq. (6). For n = 1, the relation @ reduces
to the quantum work FT, p;(w)/p;(—w) = PW=2FB)  For
n > 2, the relation (6) gives an extension of the FT to the
quantum-state statistics. A remarkable feature of Eq. (o) is
that it is valid for arbitrary unitary evolution U, no matter how
the system is driven away from equilibrium. Note that on the
left-hand side of Eq. (6) each p,(w) and p,(—w) strongly de-
pends on U, while the right-hand side is written in terms of
the equilibrium quantities.

The relation (6] can be derived using the method of charac-
teristic functions [20]. Here we define a characteristic func-
tion for p,(w) as the Fourier transform of p,(w),

= SOnAFGE) (p 1 o), (6)
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which can be written as G, (u) = N, Tr[(ﬁ,-WIM(t,-)Wf,u(tf)”)],
where VAV,-,”(I,-) and Wf,u(tf) are the Heisenberg representation
of operators W;, = ™" and W;, = e™"r, respectively
(Appendix [A). Hence G,(u) (n > 2) is classified into an
out-of-time-ordered correlation function [21]. By using the
time-reversal property of G,(u), we find a symmetry relation
G, (u) = (Zs(nPB)/Z:(nB))G,(—u + iB), where G,(u) is the char-
acteristic function for p,(w). After Fourier transformation, we
arrive at Eq. (6). The details of the proof is described in Ap-
pendix [A]

By multiplying e " j,(—w) on both sides of Eq. @) and
using the normalization condition (#), we obtain the integral
FT for the quantum-state statistics,

<e—ﬁW> = e—".BAF("ﬁ)’ (8)

n

where (---), = [0 dwp,(w)---. Forn = 1, the relation
is nothing but the Jarzynski equality, (e 7#"), = e PAF®),
while for n > 2 it provides an extension of the Jarzynski
equality. If one knows the distribution function p,(w), one
can extract the equilibrium free-energy difference at temper-
ature kgT/n = (nB)~'. Since p,(w) is generated by the char-
acteristic function G,(u), one can measure p,(w) through the
measurement of the out-of-time-ordered correlation function,
for which various protocols have been proposed [19} 22128]].

Applying Jensen’s inequality to the Jarzynski equality, one
arrives at the second law of thermodynamics,

(W)p, = AF(B). €))
One may wonder if one could derive a similar inequality
(W)p, = nAF(nB) (1) (10)

from Eq. (8). This is, however, possible only if p,(w) is posi-
tive semidefinite, since one cannot use Jensen’s inequality for
non-positive-semidefinite distributions. We note that p,(w)
becomes positive semidefinite in the zero-temperature limit
(8B — ©00). Let us assume that the ground state of the initial
system (denoted by |E;,> with the eigenenergy E;) is unique.
Then, in the zero-temperature limit,

1 ) . .
W) = 7 > 6w — (B[ +---+ E[) + nE))(pl)"

" el

x [(E[\OIED? - |[(EL|O|ED? > 0 (11)

with pi, = ¢ P /Z:(B). Thus, at zero temperature the in-
equality (TI0) holds. Of course, this does not mean that we
have a new second law in addition to the existing one (9). At
zero temperature p,(w) is related to p;(w) through p,(w) =
S5 dwi e dwa_y priw — w)piwr — wo) - pr(wa—y —
Wa—1)p1(Wy—1), from which one obtains (w), = n(w),,.
Therefore, the inequality reduces to the second law (9)
at zero temperature [where AF(ng) ~ AF(5)], and @]) does
not provide new information in this case. In fact, the relation
(6) reduces to the quantum work FT [Eq. (€) with n = 1] in
the zero-temperature limit. To obtain new information beyond
the quantum work FT, one has to consider finite-temperature
states.

If the relation () is applied near equilibrium, one can repro-
duce the out-of-time-order FDT [19] around zero frequency.
This can be seen from the expansion of the integral FT (8] for
n =1 and n = 2 up to the third cumulants with respect to w.
If the Hamiltonian is split into the time-independent part and
the rest as H(s) = Hy + f(s)f((s), where £(s) is an external
field and X(s) is the coupled operator, then the second-order

functional derivative on both sides of the cumulant ex-
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pansions around &(s) = O (near equilibrium) leads to the near-
zero-frequency part of the out-of-time-order FDT. Details of
the derivation are given in Appendix

We have examined two aspects of p,(w): the distribu-
tion function for the quantum-state statistics and out-of-time-
ordered correlation functions. For the latter, there have been
various discussions in relation to chaotic properties of quan-
tum systems [22} 29H34]]. Here we argue that there is a strong
connection between the fluctuation in p,(w) (n > 2) and quan-
tum chaotic nature (non-integrability) of the system. The cru-
cial difference of p,(w) (n > 2) from the work probability
distribution p;(w) is that the former can take a negative value.
In the following, we focus on the case of n = 2. We quantify
the fluctuation in p,(w) by the L' norm (|| - ),

1 1 °
Ap2 = Sl = T@[ dwlpw). (12)

Ap, counts the negative portion of pp(w) since Ap, =
Z(B) 1 -2 fm(w) _odw p2(w)] (note that p,(w) satisfies the
normalization condition (@).

As an illustration, let us consider the case that the Hamil-
tonian is suddenly quenched (i.e., I:I(s) = I:Ii -~ H )
and the initial temperature is S = 0. If we assume
a non-degeneracy condition (Appendix [C), Ap, is written
for real Hamiltonians as Ap, = Z(0)~2Y",, |(EL|E})| -
(ETIEL)| - (ELIE])| - |(E]|E})|. Using conserved quan-
tities inherent in the system, the unitary transition matrix
Ux = (EJ/|EL) can be block-diagonalized as U = @,U@.
If we define an entrywise-absolute-value matrix, (Ug‘gg)z,{ =
U], then Apy = Z(0)> 3, Tr(U UL UL UG
Z(0) 23 |02 where | - || denotes the Frobenius
norm. Since the Frobenius norm is submultiplicative, Ap,
satisfies an inequality, Apy < Z(0)"2 3", |01 |2(| 03
By using the relation U} = |03} = |09} =
Tr(UQU9Y) = D, (D, is the dimension of the ath block
Hilbert space) and Z;(0) = >_ o Do = D (D is the dimension of
the total Hilbert space), we obtain

>. s

Apy < G5 (13)
The right-hand side of this inequality strongly depends on the
number of conserved quantities. As an estimate, let’s suppose
that each block Hilbert space has approximately the same di-
mension (i.e., D, is independent of @). Then Ap, < D, /D,
i.e., the fluctuation in p,(w) is constrained by the dimension
of the block Hilbert space as compared to the dimension of the
total Hilbert space. In integrable systems, the number of con-
served quantities typically grows in proportion to the system
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FIG. 2. Plot of p»(w) for the forward process @ (top panel) and
that of p(w) for the time-reversed process (middle) in the one-
dimensional hard-core boson model (T4) driven by the interaction
quenchV =2 — 4 witht =V =1,=0.1,L = 12,and N = 4.
The bottom panel plots R = pa(w)/ pa(—w) /¥ =227 a5 a function
of w. The finite-size grid (Aw = 0.04) is used.

size, so that D, /D is expected to decay exponentially in the
large system-size limit. On the other hand, in non-integrable
systems there is a finite number of conserved quantities, so
that D, /D remains constant (or decays at most algebraically)
as the system size increases. One can thus distinguish inte-
grable and non-integrable systems by examining the system-
size scaling behavior of Ap;.

We numerically demonstrate the relation () for the
quantum-state statistics and the behavior of Ap, (12) for the
one-dimensional model of hard-core bosons with the Hamil-
tonian,

A(s)= =t (blbi1 +hc) + V(s) Y nbnl,,
— 'Y Olbia+he)+ V'Y nlnl,,  (14)

where 7 (') and V(s) (V') are the (next-)nearest-neighbor hop-
ping and the strength of the interaction, respectively, and b,T is
the creation operator for hard-core bosons at site i. We use ¢
as the unit of energy, and assumes the periodic boundary con-
dition. The results are shown for the filling N/L = 1/3, where
N and L are the number of particles and lattice sites, respec-
tively. For other fillings, we obtain qualitatively similar results
(Appendix[C). To drive the system out of equilibrium, we per-
form an interaction quench V(s) = V; — Vyattime s = 0. In
this setup, p,(w) (E[) does not depend on #;(< 0) and 77(> 0).
We numerically solve the model by exact diagonalization (for
details, see Appendix[C).

The model (T4) has been well studied in the context of
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FIG. 3. Log plot of Ap, - L against the system size L for the one-
dimensional hard-core boson model (T4) with 8 = 0 driven by the
interaction quench V = 2 — 4. The system is integrable if ¢ = V' =
0 and non-integrable otherwise.

quantum chaos [33.36]. At7 = V' = 0, the model is known to
be integrable. In the non-integrable case (' # 0 or V' # 0), the
level-spacing statistics shows the Wigner-Dyson distribution,
which is the universal property of quantum chaotic systems
as expected from random matrix theory. The non-integrable
model satisfies the eigenstate thermalization hypothesis [37-
39]], which is a sufficient condition for an isolated quantum
system to be thermalized.

In the top and middle panels in Fig. 2] we plot the dis-
tribution functions p,(w) for the forward process and p,(w)
for the time-reversed processes with § = 0.1, where we
take a finite grid size Aw = 0.04 to broaden the delta func-
tion (Appendix [C). We clearly see that both p,(w) and p(w)
have negative parts. In the bottom panel of Fig. 2] we plot
R = py(w)/par(—w)/ePW=2AFCE)  The value of R stays close
to 1 over the whole region of w, which confirms the validity of
the FT (6) for the quantum-state statistics. Small derivations
are due to the finite grid Aw used to plot p,(w) and p,(w).

We numerically evaluate Ap, (I2), which quantifies the
negative portion of the distribution p,(w), for the one-
dimensional hardcore boson model (I4) in the limit of Aw —
0 while keeping L fixed (Appendix [C). At zero temperature,
pa(w) is positive semidefinite (i.e., Ap, = Zi(B)~!) as ex-
plained earlier, and Ap, grows monotonically as temperature
increases. In Fig.[3] we plot Ap, multiplied by the system size
L as a function of L at 8 = O for the quench V = 2 — 4.
Clearly, Ap, shows a different scaling behavior between the
integrable (#/ = V' = 0) and non-integrable (¢ = V' # 0)
cases. For the integrable case, Ap, tends to decay exponen-
tially (within L < 24 one can still see slight bending of the
curve in the log plot in Fig. [3), while for the non-integrable
cases Ap, decays algebraically (Ap, o< L~!) and converges to
the single universal curve. Even a tiny violation of integrabil-
ity (' = V' = 27%) causes a big difference in the behavior of
Ap>. These results are consistent with the inequality (T3). For
the one-dimensional hardcore boson model (]E[) in the non-
integrable case D = () and D, ~ 1 (1) due to the parity and



translational symmetries. From (I3)), Ap, is roughly bounded
by Ap, < L', If Ap, decays as a power law, Ap, o< L77,
then the exponent y must satisfy y > 1. The results shown in
Fig. 3| indicate that the inequality for the exponent y is satu-
rated (i.e., y = 1). In the integrable case shown in Fig. E} the
numerical estimate within L < 24 suggests that Ap, o< e~L
with ¢ = 0.30, the value of which is, however, non-universal
and depends on the model parameters. We also simulate the
same quantity for the one-dimensional spinless fermion model
with nearest and next nearest neighbor hopping and interac-
tion (36, 40]], and obtain similar results (Appendix @

To summarize, we have studied the statistics of quantum
states that can be obtained by the projective energy measure-
ment followed by unitary evolution and quantum-state recon-
struction in the energy basis. By accumulating the data of
quantum states under a certain energy condition [Eq. (I)], we
obtain the distribution function [Eq. (3)] which satisfies an
infinite series of exact relations [Eq. @] (fluctuation theo-
rem for the quantum-state statistics). It contains the quantum
work fluctuation theorem as a special case, and if applied near

J

equilibrium it reproduces the out-of-time-order fluctuation-
dissipation theorem [[19]], which connects chaotic properties
of the system and a nonlinear response function. We have
discussed various aspects of the distribution function for the
quantum-state statistics. In particular, the negativity of the
distribution is closely related to the quantum chaotic nature
(non-integrability) of the underlying model Hamiltonian. We
have numerically demonstrated this for one-dimensional inte-
grable and non-integrable quantum lattice models. The impli-
cations of the obtained relations to thermodynamics and ther-
malization in isolated quantum systems merit further study.
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Appendix A: Proof of the fluctuation theorem for the quantum-state statistics

In this section, we prove the fluctuation theorem for the quantum-state statistics [Eq. @],

Ppn(W)
pn(_w)

— eﬁ(wanF(nﬁ))

(n=1,2,...). (AL)

The proof is actually similar to that for the ordinary quantum work fluctuation theorem using the method of characteristic

functions [20].

Let us first recursively evaluate the product @ in the definition of p,(w) in the energy eigenbasis,

1
Pa(w) = —Tr([P1™" (W)

N
/\/ Z Z PPl Pl 6w — (B[ + E[ + -+ E[)+ (B}, + El, + -+ E}))
A
<Ef|U|Ek1><Ek 0T |EL)(ELO|E)EL|OTIEL) - - (E] |01 E} ) (Ey, | 0T |EF). (A2)
The normalization constant /V,, is determined by the direct calculation of the integral of p,(w),
1=/ dw pp(w)
Z PhoPla - Pl (BN UG ) EL 01| EL) (EL|O1E},)(E}, | O1|EL) - (E] |O1E],)(EL, | 0T |EF).
” ki, .
1 ISN NI A
=7 Z <E£|UpiU*|E£><E£|UpiU*|E;§>~~~<E-,C\UpiU*|E£>.
A
1 A At A A A 1 1 Z(nB)
= —Tr[(Op;UNYOp;0" - - (0p; 0] = —Tr(p") = — ) A3
Nn[(p)(p)(p)] Nn(p’) N, Z(B) (A3)
Hence N, is given by the equilibrium partition function as
Zi
g (nB) (A4)

Zpr



In particular, N, is real (J\/,, € R). p,(w) is also real (p,(w) € R) as confirmed by taking the complex conjugate of p,(w),

Pa(w)* = Z Z PiPhy - Ply0w — (Ef + E[ + -+ + E[) + (B}, + E}, + -+ + E}.))
ok 1y

<Ek |UT|Ef><Ef|U‘Ek1><Ek2|UT|E JELIO|EL,) -~ (E;, |UY|E])(E] |O|E,)

N Z Z pklpk2 pkné(w (E{:+E£ ~+E{;)+(E,’;] +E,’;2+---+E,"(”))
ckn Lyl

X <E{1|U|Ekn><Ek,l|UT‘El,,>"'<El3‘U|Ek2><Ek2 U'|E[)(EL|O|E, )(E}, |OT|E). (AS5)

By changing the summation labels as k; — k,.+;—; and I; — [,+;—; and subsequently permuting the labels cyclicly, [; — I, —
- — I, — [, one can see that p,(w)* (AS)) becomes identical to p,(w) (A2), proving the realness of p,(w).
After Fourier transformation, the characteristic function G, (u) [Eq. ] is given by

Golu) = / dw & p(w)

N Z P};l N .p;‘cneiu(E,fl oo+ E] V= iu(Ej +-+E})
sy
<Ef|U|Ek1><Ek |OY\EL)(ELIO|EL, ) (B, |OT|E]) - (E] |0 |E}, )(E;, | O EF). (A6)
Here we define an operator
Wi, = e, (A7)
Wy = s, (A8)
With this, the characteristic function can be expressed in a compact form of
1 PN
G(u) = /VTr[(ﬁ,-W{uUT W, 0)1. (A9)

If we take the Heisenberg picture, the explicit time dependence is included in the operators as Wi]ru(ti) = VAViTu and Wf,u(tf) =
Ut Wf,u U1, with which G, (u) is written as

1
G(u) = AjTr[(pzW, P W (). (A10)
One can see that for n > 2 the operators are out-of-time-ordered, i.e., Eq. (A10) cannot be expressed as the usual time-ordered
product. Hence G, (u) (n > 2) is classified as an out-of-time-ordered correlator.
If we expand the trace in Eq. (A9) in a complete basis set {|m) },,, Gn(u) is written as

1 ke
Galw) = 57 > " (m|@iW], 0T Wy, 0)m). (A11)

Here we use the identity (k|O|1) = (k|©0t®~'|I) [41] which is valid for arbitrary linear operators O, where @ is the antiunitary
k) = @|k) and |[) = B|l), to obtain

1 ArA L A A
Golw) = 57 D _(mlOO W], OW,p)"© " ). (A12)

m

We define the time-reversed counterpart of the operators VAV[,,, and Wf,,,,

Wi, = e, (A13)
Viw= ity (Al14)

Let us recall that ©010~" = U, ew!,0~" = W, 000" = U, 0W,,0~" = Wy, and ©p,0~" = Z;B)Zi(B)~'py (since
©®H,;0~" = Hy). From these, we have

(O W, 01 W] 5. (AL5)




Now we use the following relations

Vibr = 2B Wi, i (A16)

V_Vi,u = Zl(ﬂ)pl iu—ip- (A17)
Then G, (1) is written as
1 Z(B)
G, rva Tr U iWiu—j U "
=57 7y piWiaigU Wi, _p)"]
1 Z(B)
= — Tr[(oiWiu—; Utw 0% Al8
N 2@y t(GiWi g0 WL, 01, (A18)
where we performed the cyclic permutation in the trace. We further rewrite G, () using the relations
Wiueip = Wi_ i (A19)
} 5= Wiuwsip. (A20)
They lead to
1 ZB)" . = ais
Gy(u) = -/\[n Zi(ﬁ)n Tl”[(.OiW,-,,MHﬁU Wf,qu'ﬁU) 1 (A21)
One can notice that the right-hand side of Eq. (A21) is proportional to the characteristic function for p,(w)
- 0 .
Guw = [ dwep,n
— 00
1 A 2 2 Fay o
- K—[Tr[(ﬁ,-WIu Utw;,0)'] (A22)
In the same way as for V,, the normalization constant A, is given by
. Z
N, = 40P (A23)
Zip)"
(A24)

The partition function for the time-reversed process is related to the one for the forward process through
Tr(e ) = Tr(e P97y = Tr(@e PO~ = Tr(e Py = Z,(B).

Zp =
By comparing Eq with Eq and using Egs. (Ad), (A23), and (A24), we arrive at the symmetry relation
Z
/1B) 5 W(—u+ iB). (A25)

Gu(u) =
Zi(np)
Its inverse Fourier transformation gives
ZinB) g,
n(W) = & pu(—w). (A26)
P Zip)
[ ]

Finally, the partition function can be expressed in terms of the equilibrium free energy, Z; ;(nB) = e "#Fs"® with which the

fluctuation theorem for the quantum-state statistics (AT)) is proved

Appendix B: Derivation of the out-of-time-order fluctuation-dissipation theorem from the fluctuation theorem for quantum-state
statistics

In this section, we show the derivation of the out-of-time-order fluctuation-dissipation theorem (FDT) [19] around zero fre-

quency from the fluctuation theorem for the quantum-state statistics [Eq. (6)]



Before looking into the details of the derivation, let us overview the derivation of the ordinary fluctuation-dissipation theorem
around zero frequency from the quantum work fluctuation theorem [Eq. (€) with n = 1], which helps one to understand the
derivation of the out-of-time-order version. Here we mean the fluctuation-dissipation theorem in the form of [9}19]

i
Ca.5)(w) = coth <ﬁ’2w> Ca (@), (B1)

where A and B are arbitrary observables, and Cy4 p) (w) and Ci4 pj(w) are Fourier transforms of the anticommutator and commu-
tator correlation functions, respectively,

Ciap(w) = / dt e ({A(t), B0O)}), (B2)
Ciap(w) = / dr e ([A(), B(0)]), (B3)

where (---) = Tr[p;---] denotes the statistical average over the initial state. To derive the FDT, we perform the cumulant
expansion of the integrated fluctuation theorem (e #"), = e PAF® (Jarzynski equality) up to the second order,

B
2
with Aw = w — (w),,. The approximation (=) means that we have neglected the kth-order cumulant terms for k > 3. The

cumulant expansion in (B4) corresponds to the expansion of around zero frequency. To evaluate (w), and ((Aw)?),, we use
the characteristic function for p;(w),

(W) p, — AF(B) = = ((Aw)*) (B4)

Gi(u) = / " aw e pi(w) = (W @O Wrw)0). (B5)

By taking the derivatives of G(«), we obtain
Wy, = aGai.ft”) T (UTH,O) — (H), (B6)
(@02 = G, = (01830 - 2R0'A,0) + ) — (w3 ®7)

The fluctuation theorem is valid for arbitrary perturbations. Here we consider a specific form of the perturbation,
H(s) = Hy + &(9)Xs (), (1 <5 <1) (B8)

where H is the time-independent unperturbed Hamiltonian, X () represents the external force in the Schrédinger picture, and
&(s) is a time-dependent parameter (£(s) € R). In the Heisenberg picture, we denote X(s) =0 (s, ti)TXS (s)U (s,1;) [0 tt) =
Texp(—% f[i ds H(s)) for t > t']. In order for H(s) to be hermitian, X(s) should also be hermitian. Suppose that, after the system
is driven by the external force, the Hamiltonian comes back to the initial one (H; = H r = Hy). In this case, the free-energy
difference vanishes (AF(8) = 0). By taking the second functional derivative with respect to £(s) on both sides of Eq. and
putting &£(s) = 0, we obtain

672@‘,) ~ QL«AW)Z) (B9)
6E(t)oE(r) £=0 " 2 68()0E(1) . £=0
with 4; <1y < #; < t. Using Eq. (B6), the left-hand side of Eq. (BY) is calculated as
62 N\ 2 R R R . R R
stisean Mn| = (;) (&G0, [R(0). o)) = 2 (1K) X(e2)), (B10)
C £=0

where X (s) = ﬁ'[I-AIo, X(s)] does not include a derivative in terms of the explicit time dependence of X5 (s). Using Eq. li the
right-hand side of Eq. (B9) is calculated as

62

 U(Aw)?
SEoEa) (A I

o\ 2 o\ 2
= (;) <[ﬁ<z2>,[ﬁ<n>,ﬁ5n>—2(;) (Aol X(t2), [X(11), Holl)

=0
= ({X), X@)}) = —({X@), X(@)}). (B11)



By substituting these results in Eq. (B9), we obtain

X o iBh % N
([X(t), X(1)]) = %({X(ll),x(h)}). (B12)
So far, we have assumed #; > f,. However, the relation also holds for #; < f,, which can be confirmed by exchanging

and 1, in Eq. (B12). By taking the limit of ; — —oo and #; — 00, one can see that the relation (B12)) is valid for arbitrary #; and
fy. If we write X(#)) =: A(tl) and X (1) =: fS’(tz) (A and B are arbitrary hermitian operators), we have

N n 17} n ~
(A, Bl ~ B, ({Aw). b)) (BI13)
71
& Cun ~ 2C 5 w) (B14)

This is nothing but the near-zero-frequency part (w ~ 0) of the ordinary FDT (BI).
Now, we move on to the derivation of the out-of-time-order FDT [[19], which can be expressed in the form of

hw
C{A’B}Z(w) + C[A,B]z(w) = 2coth (ﬁ4> C{A,B}[A,B](w)s (BIS)

where we have defined

Ciapp(w) = / dte™ ({A@), BO)}, {A(0), B(O)}), (B16)
Ciap(@) = / dr e ([A(), BO)L, [A®), BO)]), B17)
Ciapan (@) = / dr e ({A(t), B(0)}, [A®1), BO)]). (B18)

Here we use the notation of the bipartite statistical average with respect to the initial state, (X, ¥) = Tr(ﬁi% )A(ﬁi% ). The out-of-
time-order FDT (BT3) can be derived from the cumulant expansion of the integrated form of the fluctuation theorem for the
quantum-state statistics [Eq. with n = 2] at temperature (8/2)~! together with the ordinary integrated fluctuation theorem
[Eq. (8) with n = 1] at temperature S~ up to the third order,

B 2 B 3
W)pi g — AF(B) ~ §<(AW) )p18— g«AW) ) o8> (B19)

1 B 2 B 3
S0yt =~ AFE) = 2 (WP, 5 = S ((BW)) . (B20)

Here we explicitly show the temperature at which the expectation value is evaluated. As we stated for the ordinary FDT (B1)), the
cumulant expansion here corresponds to the expansion of around zero frequency. Hereafter we focus on the leading terms
around zero frequency, and neglect higher-order derivatives in time during the derivation. We subtract both sides of Eq.

from those of Eq. (B20),
1 B |1 2 2 2 1 3 3
W) s = Whpip = 5 | 7 {@WT) 8 = (AW )pip| = |G (AW)°) 8 = {(AW))pg | - (B21)

The explicit forms of (w),, 5 and ((Aw)?),, 4 are given in Eqs. and (B7), respectively. ((Aw)*),, 4 is given by

P Gi(u)
3 _ 1 2 3
<(AW) >P|ﬁ = 8(114)* o - 3<W >P|ﬁ<w>l)1ﬁ + 2<W>p1,,3
=(0TE;0) - 3(A,0H;0) + 3(H}UTH,O) — (B}) — 3(W?) p, g(W)p g + 2(w)3 5. (B22)

To evaluate the remaining (w), s ((Aw)?) ps,- and ((Aw)?) pa,8 in Eq. li we use the characteristic function for p,(w),

Gow)]s = / dw ™ pr(w)l s = (W@ T W0, W ) 0T W w)0). (B23)
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(W), 2, ((Aw)*) po,t» and ((Aw)?) s, are provided by the derivatives of Go(u)|s,
6G2(M) AL oA A A
= =2(0'A,0) — 2(R,), B24
Wt =y |, =200 200 (B24)
& Go(u)
0 2
((Aw)*) e = 87 s, W,
=20'A;0) + 2(U'H,0, U H;O) + 4(H}) - 8(H,UTH,U) — (w}iz’g, (B25)
83G2(M)
() = G =30, 00+ 20005
5 .u=
=20"/0) + 6(U'H;0, U H,O) — 12(H,0T A7 0)
~ 12(B,0TA,0,07A,0) + 24(A?0TA,0) — 8(A?) — 3<w2>p2,§ (W), + 2<w>;2’,§. (B26)

By subtracting (W) 14, ((Aw)?)p, g, and ((Aw)?) , 5 from 1 (w)

pats 1{((Aaw)?) pasd and g ((Aw)*) pasts respectively, we obtain

1

> W)y g = Whpis =0, (B27)
1 Uomimgme 1o o
Z((Aw)2>m’§—((Aw)2>,,l,/3=7§<UT %U>+§<UT +0,0TA;0), (B28)
1 B imaa B 3
g((Aw)3>pz’§7<(Aw)3>m,ﬁ=71<UT }U>+Z<UT 0,01 fU>+§<H,~UTHJ%U>

B i s 1
—§<HfUT 10,0V H;0) = 3(w)p5 {4<(AW)2>;¢2,§_<(AW)2>1714- (B29)

As in the case of the ordinary fluctuation theorem, we consider a perturbation in the form of (BS). We take the second
derivative of both sides of Eq. (BZT)) with respect to £(s) and put £(s) = 0. This results in

& 1 2 2 N B & 1 3 3
sz |1 s @] |~ s [ g o | @
The left hand side of Eq. is calculated as
&2 1 2 2
g (1 g = @] |
e L o
= =3 (3) (R a0, 1) + () (AolR ), LR, Aoll) + (5 ) (%), Aol [R(e2), Aol)
1 A A A A
= *§<{X(t1),X(l‘2)}> +(X(1), X(12)) (B31)
The second derivative in the right hand side of Eq. (B30) is calculated as
& 1 3 3
e (5@ s~ @] |
3/70N\2, A N N 3/7iN\2, N oA 3/70N\2, Ar & N N
= =2 (5) @R B + 5 (5) (1Re. Re). 8318 + 5 (5) (HBIRE). @), Aol
3/0iN\2, & ~ A A 3/iN\2, & A A A 3/7iN\2 A~ & A A
+ 2 (5 ) ka0, B IR, Aol) + 5 (5) (1RG0, Aol + 5 () (ol (e, 1K), 31
3 .
= —ih1<[X(l1),X(l2)]>~ (B32)
Combining these results, we obtain from Eq. (B30)
A A 1 A A j h N A
(&), X)) = 5 (R X)) - %<[X(n),X(rz>]>. (B33)
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The relation can be viewed as the leading gradient expansion of

A 2 1 h A A iBh
(R, %) = 5 (%0 - ﬂ)X(zz» SRk + Ty, (B34)

As we will see below, this is almost equivalent to the out-of-time-order FDT (BI3)). Using the relation (BI2) and neglecting
higher-order derivatives, one can also write

A A 1
(X(1), X(1)) = *<{X(l1) Xn)}). (B35)

We note that the relations (]B12]) (B33) and (B33)) hold not only for hermitian operators X(t;) and X(1,) but also for arbitrary
linear operators X (tl) and X(tz) This is because we can decompose arbitrary operators X(#,) and X(1,) into a linear combination
of hermman terms X(1;) = 1(X(t) + X(t))") + Li(X(t;) — X(t)") (j = 1,2) and for each hermitian term we can apply (B12),

(B33) and (B33).

The relation (B33) together with @D contains enough 1nf0rmat10n to reproduce the out—of time-order FDT (BI3). By
substituting X(tl) = {A(t) B )} and X(t2) = [A(0), B()] in ( , the right-hand side of is approximated as

AL A Ao A 1 A oA A A A A A
({A®, Ba)}, [A®), BI)]) ~ 5({{A(t), B}, [A(n), BAOT}) = ([AQ@), BHAWDB(]). (B36)

We then use (B12) with X(#;) = A(r) and X(1,) = B(*)A(1)B(1') to have

Q

A A A A [/ NN
([A@®), BWHA®B("]) E({A(t),B(/)A(t)B(t')D

<{A(t)B(t ), AB(H}) + <[A(I)B(t ), AB("])
,3

+ *(*{B(f YA, BHA®Y) + <[B(t YA, B@HA®)). (B37)

From (BI2)), one can see that the terms including commutators in Eq. have higher-order derivatives, which can be neglected
here. The anticommutator terms in Eq. (B37) can be expressed in terms of the bipartite statistical average via (B33)),

151/ N A iBh o ~ A
%<A(I)B(t/),A(Z)B(t/)> + %<B(I/)A(t), B(t/)A(l‘)>

7i " A A o N N o N
= %iat (({A@®), B}, {A@), B@}) + ([A@0), BA)L [A@), BI)))) - (B38)

([A@), BHADB()]) ~

Combining (B36)), (B37), and (B38§), one can reproduce the near-zero-frequency part of the out-of-time-order FDT (BI5):

A oA PO 7 A A P A
{A®), B}, [A®), B(]) ~ %iﬁz (({A@, B}, {A®), BIH}) + ([A(), BA)L [A®), BI])) (B39)

ficw
< C{A,B}[A,B](w) ~ %[C{A,B}Z("J) + Ciapp(w)]. (B40)

Note that [2coth (£2)]7! = & 1 O((Bhw)?).

Appendix C: Numerical calculation of the distribution function for the quantum-state statistics

In this section, we describe the details of the numerical calculation of the distribution function p,(w) (3) for the quantum-state
statistics, and demonstrate additional numerical results for the one-dimensional hard-core boson model @]) We also show some
results for the one-dimensional spinless fermion model.

The distribution function p,(w) is numerically calculated by the use of exact diagonalization. If all the eigenenergies and
eigenstates for the initial and final Hamiltonians are known, then it is straightforward to calculate p,(w) through the expression
(A2). In practice, we replace the delta function §(w) in Eq. (A2)) with a rectangular function with a finite grid size Aw,

1 = _Aw Aw
sy =4 WEIEELST 1)
0 otherwise

In the results shown in Fig. 1, we use Aw = 0.04.
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t'=y'=2-4 N/L=1/2,V=2-4
—— [’:V':O
10*4 ! ! ! ! ! ! ! !
6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
L

FIG. 4. The log plot of Ap» - L as a function of L for the one-dimensional hard-core boson model driven by the interaction quench V =2 — 4
with 8 = 0 at half filling (N/L = 1/2).

To calculate the fluctuation Ap; [Eq. (I2)] for the distribution p,(w), we assume the non-degeneracy condition defined by

Efp—Em+Ef —Ejy=Efy —Ejyw +Epp — Ejpo
= [(k,m)=(k',m") or (m',K)] and [(L,n) = (I',n") or (', 1)]. (C2)

For the one-dimensional hard-core boson model (T4), there is a trivial degeneracy due to the parity and translational symme-
tries. There might be other accidental degeneracies in the model. We assume that these degeneracies can be removed by an
infinitesimal perturbation to the Hamiltonian (T4).

If the non-degeneracy condition @) is satisfied, then Ap, can be evaluated as

M= 3 pho|ReL(E/|01E,) (0B 012D 0D, (©3)

where the system size L is fixed while Aw — 0. We consider the case in which the Hamiltonian is quenched (i.e., A = H; — H ).
In this case,

1 . o )
Apr= S N2 Z PLph|ReL(EL|EL) (B4 | E VB | EQELNED) | (C4)

We further assume that the Hamiltonian is real (i.e., H* = H), where the eigenstates can be taken as real vectors. This allows us
to rewrite Ap; as

Apy = > PiPuELIEL - KELIED)| - ICET )| - [(ELIED)|. (C5)

L
Zi(ﬁ)/\fzkl

In the case of 8 = 0, the expression is further simplified to

Apy = > KELEW - (ELIED] - (E]|ED - [(EXIEDI- (C6)

k,l,m,n

Z; (0)2

We use Eq. (C6) to evaluate Ap, numerically. For the one-dimensional hard-core boson model, the energy eigenstates in Eq. (Co)
are taken to be simultaneous eigenstates of P and T + 7! [42], where P is the parity transformation, and 7' represents the
translation to the right by one site. Note that H(s) (14), P, and 7' + T~ all commute with each other.

In Fig. E we plot Ap, - L as a function of L for the one-dimensional hard-core boson model (]E[) at half filling (N/L = 1/2).
By comparing with Fig. 2 (for the filling N/L = 1/3), one can see that the results do not qualitatively change while the filling is
changed. In both cases, Ap, shows different scaling behaviors between non-integrable and integrable models. For the integrable
case (' = V' = 0), Ap, decays exponentially, Apy ~ e~ L with ¢ = 0.36. The value of ¢ is different from that for N/L = 1/3
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T | = r=rel
5 —— =p'=2"!
— f'='=22
{'=y'=2"3
('=y'=2"4

~e— ('=)'=0

N/L=1/3,V=2-4

10—4 |
6 9 12

15 18 21 24

FIG. 5. The log plot of Ap> - L as a function of L for the one-dimensional spinless fermion model (C7) driven by the interaction quench

V=2—4withg=0and N/L =1/3.

(shown in the main text), so that ¢ is a non-universal quantity. On the other hand, in the non-integrable cases (¢’ # 0 or V' # 0)
the results in Fig. E| suggests that Ap, decays algebraically as Ap, ~ L™7 with y = 1. This supports our expectation that the
non-integrable scaling behavior is universal, and does not depend on details of the system such as the filling.

We also consider the one-dimensional spinless fermion model with nearest and next nearest neighbor hoppings and interactions

(36, 1401,

As) = —1> (fl i +he) + V)Y nlnlyy =0 Sl frr +hc) + V' nln,, (C7)

where fiT creates a fermion at site i and n{ = fl.T fi is the fermion density operator. The model is known to be integrable when
' = V' = 0 and non-integrable otherwise [36,40]. In Fig.|5| we plot Ap, as a function of L for the spinless fermion model. All
the non-integrable cases flow into a single universal scaling behavior Ap, ~ L~7 with the exponent y = 1, which is identical to
that for the boson model. On the other hand, the integrable case shows an exponential decay Ap, ~ e~“L with ¢ = 0.29.
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