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Relaxed quantum systems with conservation laws are believed to be approximated by the Gen-
eralized Gibbs Ensemble (GGE), which incorporates the constraints of certain conserved quantities
serving as integrals of motion. By drawing analogy between reduced density matrix and GGE, we
demonstrate for free fermions a generic entanglement Hamiltonian superdensity matrix (EHSM)
framework for determining the set of conserved quantities in GGE. The framework proposes that
such conserved quantities are linear superposition of eigenstate entanglement Hamiltonians of a
larger auxiliary system, where the eigenstates are Fock states occupying the common eigenmodes.
For 1D homogeneous free fermions with periodic boundary condition, which maps to 1D hardcore
bosons, these conserved quantities lead to an non-Abelian GGE, which predicts the relaxation of
both fermion and boson bilinears more accurately than the conventional Abelian GGE. General-
ization of the framework to interacting models may provide novel numerical insights for quantum
integrability.

The quantum dynamics of isolated many-body systems
has stimulated extensive interests in the past decades [1–
7], which probes rich intrisic properties of many-body
systems such as quantum chaos, integrability, many-body
localization and quantum scars, etc. [8–19]. In quantum
systems with conservation laws such as integrable mod-
els, the conservation laws generically lead to constrained
quantum dynamics [20–25] and hydrodynamics [26, 27].
In particular, the generalized Gibbs ensemble (GGE) [28–
30] is introduced as a quantum statistical ensemble with
the constraints of a certain set of conserved quantities
(integrals of motion), which provides a good approxima-
tion for evaluating the equilibrium values of observables
in a quantum state after relaxation for a long time.

However, it is intricate to determine which conserved
quantities should be included in GGE [31–35]. This issue
is particularly acute in an integrable quantum system,
where one expects the number of conserved quantities
in GGE to be proportional to the system size (classical
degrees of freedom), which have to be selected from expo-
nentially numerous conserved quantities of the quantum
model. It is widely believed that only local conserved
quantities contribute to GGE. In continuum quantum
field theories (QFTs) where the concepts of integrabil-
ity and locality have precise meanings, it is shown [36]
that the optimal approach of matching the number of in-
tegrals of motion and the degrees of freedom is to include
both (ultra-)local and quasi-local conserved operators in
GGE. However, systematically finding conserved quan-
tities that constrain the GGE relaxation dynamics for
lattice systems remains an open question.

Recent studies have revealed that certain conserved
quantities of the subsystem of a quantum system can be
derived as linearly independent operators in the entan-
glement Hamiltonians of the eigenstate reduced density
matrices [37–41], in which the more local the conserved
quantities are, the larger weights they have [41]. In this
letter, we propose the similarity between the eigenstate

reduced density matrix and the GGE, and conjecture
that the conserved quantities derived from the eigenstate
entanglement Hamiltonians are those that should be in-
cluded in GGE. We verify this conjecture for generic free
fermion lattice models by defining entanglement Hamilto-
nians of eigenstates occupying common eigenmodes in an
auxiliary system, from which we derive conserved quan-
tities using the entanglement Hamiltonian superdensity
matrix (EHSM) method in [41]. By adding all such con-
served quantities into the GGE, we prove that it captures
all the long-time averages of fermion bilinears. Moreover,
for the homogeneous 1D free fermion lattice model with
periodic boundary condition, we arrive at a non-Abelian
GGE, in contrast to the Abelian GGE initially proposed
in [28]. When mapped to the hard-core boson model,
we numerically verified that our non-Abelian GGE gives
more accurate predictions of relaxations for boson bilin-
ears than the Abelian GGE.
The setup and method. Consider an isolated quan-

tum many-body system S with Hamiltonian HS . The as-
sumption of the GGE theory is that, for any initial state
|ψ(0)⟩, the equilibrium value of a physical observable OS

after a long-time relaxation is given by the average over
the GGE density matrix ρGGE:

⟨OS⟩ = lim
t→∞

⟨ΨS(t)|OS |ΨS(t)⟩ ≈ Tr(ρGGEOS), (1)

where |ΨS(t)⟩ ≡ e−iHSt |ΨS(0)⟩. The GGE density ma-
trix ρGGE takes the form

ρGGE =
1

Z
exp

−
NQ∑
n=1

λnQ
(n)
S

 , (2)

whereQ
(n)
S are a set ofNQ conserved quantities (integrals

of motion) commuting with HS , and λn are the Lagrange
multipliers determined by the conserved expectation val-

ues ⟨ΨS(0)|Q(n)
S |ΨS(0)⟩ = Tr(ρGGEQ

(n)
S ).
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FIG. 1: (a),(c) show the auxiliary system A ∪B for homoge-
neous system S in (b),(d) with OBC and PBC, respectively.
(e) The auxiliary system for generic free fermion models. Blue
dashed curves (in (a),(c),(e)) denote common eigenmodes in
A ∪ B and their accordance in system S (in (b),(d)). Red
dashed curve in (a) is an eigenmode of A ∪ B which is not a
common eigenmode.

It remains to determine a proper set of NQ conserved

operators Q
(n)
S for GGE. While Q

(n)
S could be chosen as

the projectors onto eigenstates of HS , this requires an
exponentially large NQ equal to the dimension of the
system’s Hilbert space HS [29], which is significantly re-
dundant.

We argue that ρGGE, which describes an equilibrium
state of isolated system S, resembles the reduced den-
sity matrix in a subsystem of some larger auxiliary sys-
tem in equilibrium. More specifically, we assume such
an auxiliary system has a Hilbert space H = HA ⊗ HB

decomposable into two subsystems A and B, where the
subsystem A have identical Hilbert space HA ≃ HS and
symmetries with the original isolated system S. Assume
the auxiliary system A ∪ B has a Hamiltonian H, and
is in an eigenstate |α⟩ of H (thus in equilibrium). We
define its reduced density matrix

ρA(α) = TrB |α⟩⟨α| = exp
(
−HA

E (α)
)
, (3)

and HA
E (α) denotes the entanglement Hamiltonian of

eigenstate |α⟩. As shown in [41], for eigenstates |α⟩ with
finite energy densities, HA

E (α) are approximately linear
superpositions of conserved quantities of subsystem A up
to errors of boundary coupling terms between A and B.
Thus, ρA(α) of subsystem A is analogous to ρGGE of sys-
tem S.

The similarity between ρA(α) and ρGGE can be made
exact by requiring the exact condition[

HA
E (α), HS

]
= 0 , (4)

such that HA
E (α) is conserved in system S. Given a suffi-

ciently large set of eigenstates |α⟩ satisfying Eq. (4), one

can apply the EHSM method in [41] (see SM. Sec. I) to
obtain a maximal set of orthogonal conserved operators

Q
(n)
A (which naturally map to operators Q

(n)
S in system

S) such that

HA
E (α) =

∑
n

β
(n)
A (α)Q

(n)
A ≃

∑
n

β
(n)
A (α)Q

(n)
S , (5)

and their EHSM weights pA,n ≥ 0 identified with the

mean values of β
(n)
A (α)2 with respect to α. We conjecture

the set of conserved operators Q
(n)
S with pA,n > 0 can be

identified as conserved quantities contributing to ρGGE

in Eq. (2).
Free fermions. In this paper, we test the above conjec-

ture in free fermion models (and their equivalent hardcore
boson models) with LS sites:

HS =
∑
ij∈S

c†ih
S
ijcj , (6)

where c†i and ci are the fermion creation and annihilation
operators on site i, and hSij is the single-particle Hamil-
tonian. Assume the larger auxiliary system A ∪B has L
sites and a Hamiltonian

H =
∑

ij∈A∪B

c̃†ihij c̃j , (7)

where c̃i and c̃
†
i are the fermion creation and annihilation

operators in the auxiliary system. We define a bijective
function g(·) that maps each site i ∈ S in system S to site
g(i) ∈ A of subsystem A (with number of sites LA = LS)
of the auxiliary system A ∪ B. We require subsystem A
and system S to have the same symmetries.

For Eq. (4) to hold, as we prove in SM. Sec. II, H in
Eq. (7) should be designed to have common eigenmodes
withHS , and |α⟩ should be chosen as Fock states occupy-
ing the common eigenmodes of the auxiliary system. For
each normalized single-particle eigenmode ϕSm,i (creation

operator f†m) of system S (1 ≤ m ≤ LS) satisfying∑
j∈S

hSijϕ
S
m,j = ϵSmϕ

S
m,i , f†m =

∑
i∈S

ϕSm,ic
†
i , (8)

a common eigenmode is defined as a normalized single-
particle eigenmode ϕCm,i of the auxiliary system (and its

creation operator f̃†m) satisfying∑
j∈A∪B

hijϕ
C
m,j = ϵmϕ

C
m,i , f̃C†

m =
∑

i∈A∪B

ϕCm,ic̃
†
i , (9)

and is related to ϕSm,i by

ϕCm,g(i) = Nmϕ
S
m,i , (∀i ∈ S) (10)

whereNm is a numerical factor independent of i. Namely,
vector ϕSm,i is the subset of components of ϕCm,i in sub-

system A. Note that f†m in Eq. (8) span a complete
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orthonormal eigenbasis of system S, while f̃C†
m in Eq. (9)

are only a subset of the eigenbasis of the auxiliary system
A ∪B.

We then require the auxiliary system many-body
eigenstates |α⟩ in Eq. (3) to be Fock states occupying

only the common eigenmodes f̃C†
m . Note that if there are

energetically degenerate common eigenmodes, the eigen-
states |α⟩ are allowed to occupy any modes which are
their linear superpositions. The entanglement Hamilto-
nian of such Fock states takes the generic form of fermion
bilinears [42]:

HA
E (α) = γ(α)IA +

∑
ij∈S

κij(α)c̃
†
g(i)c̃g(j)

≃ γ(α)IS +
∑
ij∈S

κij(α)c
†
i cj ,

(11)

where γ(α) is a constant, IA (IS) is the identity opera-
tor in subsystem A (system S), and κ(α) is a LS × LS

Hermitian matrix. in the second line of Eq. (11), the op-
erator HA

E (α) is mapped to an operator in system S by

mapping c̃g(i) → ci and c̃
†
g(i) → c†i . It can then be proved

(see SM. Sec. II, and Sec. III for a degenerate case) that
HA

E (α) satisfies Eq. (4). As a direct result, from a suffi-
ciently large number of such Fock states |α⟩, we can then

obtain the set of conserved operators Q
(n)
S (in Eq. (5))

by the EHSM method [41], which would be fermion bi-
linear operators (see SM. Sec. II for how these conserved
operators depend on the choice of |α⟩). Hereafter, we ex-
plicitly demonstrate the above idea for different 1D free
fermion models.

Open boundary model. We first consider system S be-
ing a 1D homogeneous tight-binding model with open
boundary condition (OBC), which has single-particle
Hamiltonian hSij = −tS(δi,j+1 + δi+1,j), where the sites
range from 1 ≤ i ≤ LS , and −tS is the real uniform
nearest neighbor hopping. Its eigenmodes are sinusoidal
standing waves (blue dashed curve in Fig. 1(b)):

ϕSk,j =

√
2

LS + 1
sin kj, (k =

πm

LS + 1
, 1 ≤ m ≤ LS)

(12)
with non-degenerate energies ϵSk = −2tS cos k.

The auxiliary system in this case can be chosen as
a 1D tight-binding model in a chain of length L =
M(LS + 1) − 1 with OBC as shown in Fig. 1(a), with
a single-particle Hamiltonian hij = −t0(δi,j+1 + δi+1,j),
and M > 1 is an integer. System S maps to the sub-
system A of sites 1 ≤ i ≤ LS via the site map g(i) = i.
The eigenmodes of the auxiliary system are sinusoidal

waves ϕk̃,j =
√

2
L+1 sin k̃j, with k̃ = πn

L+1 , 1 ≤ n ≤ L. In

particular, when n =Mm, one has k̃ = k, and the eigen-
mode ϕk̃,j = ϕCk,j = Nmϕ

S
k,j of the auxiliary system is a

common eigenmode, which satisfies Eq. (10) with factor

Nm =
√

LS+1
L+1 = 1√

M
.
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FIG. 2: EHSM weights pA,n in descending order for 1D ho-
mogeneous free fermion chain with (a) OBC and (c) PBC,
in which L = 10, 15, 20 and L = 20LA respectively. (b)

Matrix elements κ
(n)

Q,kk′ of a typical EHSM eigen-operator

Q
(n)
A ≃ Q

(n)
S =

∑
k,k′ κ

(n)

Q,kk′f
†
kfk′ for OBC, with k = πm

LS+1
in

Eq. (12). The horizontal and vertical labels are 1 ≤ m ≤ LS .

(d) Matrix elements κ
(n)

Q,kk′ of an EHSM eigen-operatorQ
(n)
A ≃

Q
(n)
S =

∑
k,k′ κ

(n)

Q,kk′f
†
kfk′ for PBC, with k = 2πm

LS
in Eq. (14).

The horizontal and vertical labels are −LS
2

< m ≤ LS
2
.

Applying the EHSMmethod [41], we find LS conserved

operators Q
(n)
S with EHSM weights pA,n > 0, as shown

in Fig. 2(a) (sorted in descending order). Generically, we

find these conserved operators Q
(n)
S =

∑
ij∈S κ

(n)
Q,ijc

†
i cj

are linear superpositions of the conserved number oper-
ators (Fig. 2(b), and see SM. Sec. II for more details)

f†kfk , (k ∈ (0, π)) , (13)

where f†k =
∑

j∈S ϕ
S
k,jc

†
j .

Periodic boundary model. We now turn to system S
being a 1D homogeneous tight-binding model in a length
LS chain with periodic boundary condition (PBC) and
a real nearest neighbor hopping −tS (Fig. 1(d)). The
eigenmodes are plane waves given by

ϕSk,j =
eikj√
LS

, (k =
2πm

LS
, −LS

2
< m ≤ LS

2
) (14)

with energies ϵSk = −2tS cos k which are 2-fold degenerate
between k and −k (for k ̸= 0 or π).
The corresponding auxiliary system A ∪B is designed

as a 1D tight-binding model in a length L =MLS chain
with PBC and real nearest neighbor hopping −t0, where
M > 1 is an integer. The subsystem A consists of sites
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which are integer multiples of M , and system S maps to
subsystem A by function g(j) = Mj (1 ≤ j ≤ LS).
In this way, subsystem A can be viewed as a coarse-
grained subregion of the auxiliary system, and preserves
the translation symmetry (see Fig. 1(c)). Intriguingly,
every eigenmode of the auxiliary system is an eigenmode,

which is a plane wave ϕk̃,j = ϕC
k̃,j

= 1√
L
eik̃j with energy

ϵk̃ = −2t0 cos k̃, where k̃ = 2πn
L , −L

2 < n ≤ L
2 . When

restricted into subsystem A, one has ϕC
k̃,g(j)

= ϕC
k̃,Mj

=

1√
L
eiMk̃j = Nmϕ

S
k,j , where k = Mk̃ (mod 2π), Nm =

1√
M
, satisfying Eq. (10). Thus, each eigenmode ϕSk,j has

M common eigenmodes in the auxiliary system (see SM.
Sec. III).

By applying the EHSM method to generic auxiliary
system Fock eigenstates |α⟩, which can occupy superpo-
sition of each pair of degenerate eigenmodes at momenta

k̃ and −k̃, we obtain 2LS − 3+(−1)LS

2 conserved quanti-

ties Q
(n)
S with weight pA,n > 0, as shown in Fig. 2(c).

These Q
(n)
S are found to be superpositions of the follow-

ing 2LS − 3+(−1)LS

2 conserved operators (Fig. 2(d), and
see SM. Sec. III for details):

f†kfk, (k ∈ (−π, π]) & f†kf−k, (0 < |k| < π) (15)

where f†k =
∑

j∈S ϕ
S
k,jc

†
j =

∑
j

eikj
√
LS
c†j is the momentum

k creation operator. In particular, f†kf−k is conserved
since the energies of eigenmodes k and−k are degenerate.
Note that f†kfk do not commute with f†kf−k.
Generic models. For a generic free fermion system S

with LS sites and single-particle Hamiltonian hSij , we can
design an auxiliary system with L = 2LS +1 sites, where
the single-particle Hamiltonian hij = hL+1−i,L+1−j is
mirror symmetric about site LS+1, and hij = hSij if i, j ≤
LS . The subsystem A of sites 1 ≤ j ≤ LS is identical
to system S. All the auxiliary eigenmodes ϕm,j with
mirror eigenvalue −1 are common eigenmodes (Fig. 1(e))
applicable for the EHSM method.

Non-Abelian GGE. In literature, it was proposed [28]

that all conserved operators Q
(n)
S in Eq. (2) commute

with each other, which defines an Abelian GGE. Specifi-
cally, consider the 1D hardcore boson model with PBC,
which maps to the 1D free fermion model with PBC (for
even particle number) and uniform nearest hopping −tS
here via the Jordan-Wigner transformation

a†j =

j−1∏
j′=1

(1− 2c†j′cj′)c
†
j , b†k =

LS∑
j=1

eikj√
LS

a†j , (16)

where a†j and b†k are the boson creation operators of

site j and momentum k, respectively. Ref. [28]

proposed an Abelian GGE ρ
(A)
GGE = Z−1e−

∑
k λkf

†
kfk

with LS commuting operators f†kfk. Instead, Eq. (15)

from our theory suggests a non-Abelian GGE ρ
(NA)
GGE =
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FIG. 3: The relaxed expectation values of bosonic bilinears
of the initial state adopted in [28] (see below Eq. (17)) with
PBC, compared with ensemble averages from the Abelian and
non-Abelian GGE. (a) The results for ⟨b†kbk⟩. (b) The results

for Im⟨b†kb−k⟩ = − i
2
⟨b†kb−k − h.c.⟩.

Z−1e−
∑

k(λ
(+)
k f†

kfk+λ
(−)
k f†

kf−k) with non-commuting con-

served operators f†kfk and f†kf−k, which has not been
proposed before.
We examine whether our non-Abelian GGE improves

predictions of long-time relaxations. First, it is straight-
forward to prove that the long-time average of fermion
two-point functions are

⟨c†i cj⟩ =
∑
k

eik(j−i)

LS
⟨f†kfk⟩+

∑
k ̸=0,π

eik(j+i)

LS
⟨f†−kfk⟩ (17)

because of the degeneracy between eigenmodes fk and
f−k. Thus, they can only be predicted accurately by our

non-Abelian GGE ρ
(NA)
GGE , since the Abelian GGE ρ

(A)
GGE

yields ⟨f†−kfk⟩ = 0 for k ̸= 0, π. Secondly, we take the
initial state adopted in [28], which is n = 16 particles
in the ground state of a small box of length L0 = 40 in
the full chain of length LS = 160. We numerically calcu-
late the long-time averages of hardcore boson two-point

functions ⟨b†kb±k⟩ via the method in [43], and compare
the results with the predictions from the two GGEs (see
[44] and SM. Sec. IV for the algorithm evaluating boson
two-point functions from GGE). As shown in Fig. 3, our
non-Abelian GGE predicts the relaxed values generically
more accurately than the Abelian GGE in [28]. While
the non-Abelian GGE predictions in this example are

almost unchanged for ⟨b†kbk⟩ (Fig. 3(a) inset), they are

tremendously improved for ⟨b†kb−k⟩ (see Fig. 3(b) and
SM. Sec. V).
Discussion. For free fermions, we demonstrated that

entanglement Hamiltonians of the eigenstates occupying
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the auxiliary system common eigenmodes give the con-
served quantities for GGE via the EHSM method. For
1D free fermions with PBC which have degenerate eigen-
modes, the derived conserved operators do not commute,
leading to a non-Abelian GGE, which predicts the re-
laxation of bilinear operators of fermions and hardcore
bosons better than the conventional Abelian GGE [28].
It would be interesting to testify such a non-Abelian GGE
in ultracold atoms. An important future question is to
generalize this EHSM method for identifying GGE con-
served quantities to interacting models, which requires
designing auxiliary systems satisfying Eq. (4) exactly or
asymptotically. This may provide new insights in the
numerical evidences for integrable quantum models.
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[14] M. Žnidarič, T. c. v. Prosen, and P. Prelovšek, Many-
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Supplemental Material for “Conserved quantities for Generalized Gibbs Ensemble
from Entanglement”

I. REVIEW OF THE RECIPE OF GETTING CONSERVED QUANTITIES FROM ENTANGLEMENT
HAMILTONIAN

This section is a recap of the EHSM method in [41] on conserved quantities from entanglement Hamiltonian. We
will only focus on the contents that are directly related to the purpose of this paper.

The previous study [41] was established on the fact that in a large system A∪B (with HamiltonianH) which consists
of two subregions: A and its complement B (FIG. 1a), for each many-body eigenstate |α⟩ (such that H |α⟩ = Eα |α⟩)
of it, the corresponding entanglement Hamiltonian in subregion A: HA

E (α) ≡ − ln(TrB |α⟩ ⟨α|) (where TrB |α⟩ ⟨α| ≡
ρA(α) is the reduced density matrix) is a linear combination of a set of linearly independent conserved operators

{Q(n)
A }, (n = 0, 1, 2...) that are localized in subregion A:

HA
E (α) =

∑
n

β
(n)
A (α)Q

(n)
A , (S1)

where β
(n)
A (α) are just the coefficients specified by |α⟩. By saying an operator is “localized in subregion A” we mean

the support of its each product term is in subregion A but can extend to the entire subregion instead of being an
“local operator” in the common sense. The rationale underlying this fact is that the reduced density matrix ρA(α)
is a conserved operator under the time evolution governed by H: ρA(α, t) = TrB

(
e−iEαt |α⟩ ⟨α| eiEαt

)
= ρA(α), so as

its logarithm HA
E (α).

Therefore, with sufficiently many HA
E (α)’s, we can reconstruct the maximal set of linearly independent conserved

operators {Q(n)
A }. The algorithm, called EHSM, was presented in [41] and is briefly reviewed here. Taking suffiiently

many eigenstates |α⟩’s (forming an ensemble Ξ), the corresponding HA
E (α)’s lie in a linear space of NA×NA matrices,

where NA is the Hilbert space dimension of subsystem A. This indicates that one can reconstruct the independent

Q
(n)
A ’s by finding a basis of this space. The numerical algorithm of finding a basis involves constructing a entanglement

Hamiltonian super-density matrix (EHSM) and diagonalizing it:

RA ≡ 1

NA

∑
α∈Ξ

∣∣HA
E (α)

) (
HA

E (α)
∣∣ =∑

n

pA,n

∣∣∣Q(n)

A

)(
Q

(n)

A

∣∣∣ , (S2)

where pA,n ≥ 0 is the nth eigenvalue of RA in descending order, and Q
(n)

A is the orthonormalized eigen-operator

satisfying
(
Q

(m)

A |Q(n)

A

)
= tr

(
Q

(m)†
A Q

(n)

A

)
= δmn, which resembles subregionally quasi-local conserved quantities in

subregion A if its eigenvalue pA,n > 0.
Generically, RA is an operator with huge dimensions NA that is hard to diagonalize when doing numerical calcu-

lations. However, one only needs to diagonalize a much smaller correlation matrix (matrix size given by the number
of eigenstates |α⟩ used)

KA,αβ ≡ 1

NA

(
HA

E (α)|HA
E (β)

)
, (S3)

which has the same nonzero eigenvalues pA,n > 0, and the corresponding conserved operators
∣∣∣Q(n)

A

)
can be derived

from the eigenvectors of KA,αβ , as proved in [41].

Based on the fact that Q
(n)
A are conserved, we formally stated a conjecture [37–40] that these operators Q

(n)
A are

not only conserved in the large system, but also resemble conserved operators Q
(n)
S ≃ Q

(n)
A in a small isolated system

S (with its own Hamiltonian HS) that has a similar physical structure as subregion A, or in mathematical language:

[HS , Q
(n)
S ] = 0. Then as long as this conjecture holds, we can use the EHSM algorithm to find a set of conserved

quantities of the small system S by taking enough many eigenstates |α⟩’s of the large system.
Unfortunately, it is readily apparent that this conjecture holds if and only if [HS , H

A
E (α)] = 0 for every eigenstate

|α⟩ of the large system, which is generally not true given an arbitrary HS . If we impose the EHSM algorithm anyway,
it returns a mixture of conserved and non-conserved operators in the system S. However, we can reverse the way of
asking the question: given the geometry of a small isolated system S and its Hamiltonian HS , how should we design
a larger auxiliary system, making S to have a similar physical structure of a subregion A of it for the conjecture to
hold, in order to find conserved operators of S using the EHSM algorithm in [41]? This question is difficult to answer
in generic situations, which we leave for future works, but we find neat results for non-interacting fermion models, as
discussed in the main text.
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II. CONSERVATION OF ENTANGLEMENT HAMILTONIAN IN PRESENCE OF COMMON
EIGENMODES

In this section, we prove that for free fermion models, the entanglement Hamiltonian of an eigenstate |α⟩ in the
auxiliary system, with only common eigenmodes occupied, is conserved in the isolated system S, which is the key
factor for the EHSM algorithm to give conserved quantities in S. This proof relies on the method of calculating
reduced density matrices from two-point correlation functions for non-interacting systems by Peschel [42] and the
existence of eigenmodes.

Before doing any proof, we need to specify the relationship between system S and the auxiliary system A∪B, as we
did in the main text. First of all, there is a bijective (surjective and injective) map g(·) between sites in S and the sites
in subregion A of the auxiliary system such that given any site i in S, there is a unique corresponding site g(i) ∈ A
in the auxiliary system. For instance, in the homogeneous OBC cases, we discussed in the main text, g(i) = i; in the
PBC case with coarse-grained subregion, g(i) =Mi.
Second, we want there to be a set of common eigenmodes between the two systems, which resembles all the

eigenmodes in S. This means that for any eigemode ϕSm,i of S, there exists an eigenmode ϕCm,j (or more than one
eigenmodes, which we will discuss an example in the next section) of the auxiliary system such that

∀i ∈ S, ϕCm,g(i) = Nmϕ
S
m,i, (S4)

which means that if we only look at the sites j = g(i) that corresponds to all sites i’s in the system S, the eigenmode
wavefunction ϕCm,g(i) of the auxiliary system has the same shape as ϕSm,i.

Third, system S has its own creation and annihilation operators: c†i , ci, (i ∈ S), while the auxiliary system has its

own: c̃†j , c̃j , (j ∈ A∪B). The two systems become related once we assign c̃g(i) → ci for all i ∈ S. Then we are enabled
to use conserved operators in the subregion A of the auxiliary system to resemble conserved operators in system S.
In reference [42], it is shown that for free-fermion systems, the entanglement Hamiltonian of any Fock state |Ψ⟩ is

closely related to the L× L correlation matrix (two-point functions)

Cij(Ψ) = ⟨c̃†i c̃j⟩ ≡ ⟨Ψ| c̃†i c̃j |Ψ⟩ , (S5)

where i, j ∈ A∪B. Additionally, Wick’s theorem tells us that any four-point or higher-order function can be expressed
by C via pairing the operators like

⟨c̃†i c̃
†
j c̃mc̃n⟩ = ⟨c̃†i c̃n⟩ ⟨c̃

†
j c̃m⟩ − ⟨c̃†i c̃m⟩ ⟨c̃†j c̃n⟩ . (S6)

By definition, the reduced density matrix ρA(Ψ) = e−HA
E (Ψ) must yield correct correlation functions at any order,

which is equivalent to the following two properties:

1. Correct two-point functions ⟨c†i cj⟩ for any two sites i, j ∈ subregion A

CA,ij(Ψ) ≡ Tr
(
ρA(Ψ)c̃†i c̃j

)
= ⟨c̃†i c̃j⟩ , i, j ∈ A, (S7)

where CA stands for the LA × LA (sub-)correlation matrix in A.

2. Any four-point or higher-order correlation functions should be related to two-point functions in the same way
as given by Wick’s theorem, for example, i, j,m, n ∈ A:

Tr
(
ρA(Ψ)c̃†i c̃

†
j c̃mc̃n

)
=Tr

(
ρA(Ψ)c̃†i c̃n

)
Tr
(
ρA(Ψ)c̃†j c̃m

)
− Tr

(
ρA(Ψ)c̃†i c̃m

)
Tr
(
ρA(Ψ)c̃†j c̃n

) (S8)

It can be shown that the second property holds if ρA(Ψ) is the exponential of a bilinear operator, which means

ρA(Ψ) = K exp

∑
i,j∈A

κA,ij(Ψ)c̃†i c̃j

 , (S9)
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where K−1 = Tr exp(...) is the normalization factor to make the partial trace over subregion A of ρA(Ψ) unity. Then,
to carry out the first property above, we find the LA × LA matrix κA(Ψ) should have the same set of eigenvectors
vs,j (here s denotes a set of suitable indices for these eigenvectors) as the transpose of correlation matrix CA:

κA,ij(Ψ) =
∑
s

vs,iv
∗
s,jεs,

CA,ij(Ψ) =
∑
s

v∗s,ivs,jζs.
(S10)

where εs and ζs = (eεs + 1)−1 are their eigenvalues of mode s. In brief, κT = ln[(C−1
A − I)] where I is the LA × LA

identity matrix.
The primary result from the above derivation is that the entanglement Hamiltonian is directly given by the corre-

lation matrix CA:

HA
E (Ψ) = γ(Ψ)IA +

∑
i,j∈A

κA,ij(Ψ)c̃†i c̃j , (S11)

where γ(Ψ) = ln(1/K) = −Tr ln(I − CA(Ψ)) can be worked out via direct calculation.
As we mentioned in the main text, by relating the operators in subregion A and those in system S via c̃g(i) → ci

for all sites i ∈ S, we can rewrite the above expression using site indices in system S

HA
E (Ψ) = γ(Ψ)IA +

∑
i,j∈S

κA,g(i)g(j)(Ψ)c̃†g(i)c̃g(j) ≃ γ(Ψ)IS +
∑
i,j∈S

κij(Ψ)c†i cj , (S12)

where matrix κ(Ψ) is defined by matching its elements with matrix κA(Ψ): κij(Ψ) ≡ κA,g(i)g(j)(Ψ). To see whether

HA
E (α) for auxiliary system eigenstate |α⟩ is conserved under the evolution governed by HS , which can be seen from

whether [HS , H
A
E (α)] = 0, we only need to examine if HS and HA

E (α) can be simultaneously diagonalized.
We take the state |Ψ⟩ of the large system to be a many-body eigenstate |α⟩ that is generally (here is a subtlety if

the system has degenerate modes, which we will discuss in next section) given by

|α⟩ =
L∏

l=1

(
f̃†l

)ηα,l

|0⟩ , (S13)

where f̃†l =
∑

j∈A∪B ϕl,jc
†
j is the creation operator for the l-th eigenmode of the auxiliary system, and ηα,l = 0, 1

is the corresponding occupation number. Here we have used ϕl,j to represent the (normalized) lth single-particle
eigenmode wavefunction, which diagonalizes the auxiliary system Hamiltonian in the following way

H ≡
∑

ij∈A∪B

hij c̃
†
i c̃j =

∑
ij

hij

(∑
l

ϕ∗l,if̃
†
l

)(∑
l′

ϕl′,j f̃l′

)
=
∑
ll′

f̃†l f̃l′
∑
ij

hijϕ
∗
l,iϕl′,j =

∑
ll′

f̃†l f̃l′ϵlδll′

=
∑
ij

c̃†i c̃j
∑
l

ϵlϕl,iϕ
∗
l,j =⇒ hij =

∑
l

ϵlϕl,iϕ
∗
l,j .

(S14)

Here we remind that in the complete set of eigenmodes {ϕl,i|1 ≤ l ≤ L}, there is a subset of common eigenmodes
{ϕlm,i|ϕlm,i = ϕCm,i, 1 ≤ m ≤ LS}.
Then, it can be verified that the correlation matrix in the entire auxiliary system is

Cij(α) = ⟨α| c̃†i c̃j |α⟩ =
L∑

l=1

ηα,lϕ
∗
l,iϕl,j , i, j ∈ A ∪B, (S15)

which leads to the correlation matrix in the subregion A

CA,ij(α) =

L∑
l=1

ηα,lϕ
∗
l,iϕl,j , i, j ∈ A, (S16)

or equivalently, writing in terms of the site indices in system S

CA,g(i)g(j)(α) =

L∑
l=1

ηα,lϕ
∗
l,g(i)ϕl,g(j), i, j ∈ S. (S17)
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Now, we impose the restriction that |α⟩ can only have common eigenmodes occupied, i.e. ηα,l = 0 for any eigenmode
l that is not common between the two systems. As a result, the existence of common eigenmodes ϕlm,g(i) = ϕCm,g(i) =

Nmϕ
S
m,i helps us to rewrite

CA,g(i)g(j)(α) =
∑

lm∈common

ηα,lmϕ
∗
lm,g(i)ϕlm,g(j)

=

LS∑
m=1

ηα,lmϕ
C∗
m,g(i)ϕ

C
m,g(j)

=
∑
m

|Nm|2ηα,lmϕS∗
m,iϕ

S
m,j , i, j ∈ S

(S18)

This result shows that the common eigenvectors vs,i of CA(α) and κA(α) in (S10) are just the eigenmode wavefunctions
of HS , indicating that the entanglement Hamiltonian (S12) can be diagonalized simultaneously with HS and thus[
HS , H

A
E (α)

]
= 0:

κij(α) = κA,g(i)g(j) =

LS∑
m=1

εmϕ
S
m,iϕ

S∗
m,j , εm = ln

[
1

|Nm|2ηα,lm
− 1

]

HS =
∑
ij∈S

hSijc
†
i cj , hSij =

LS∑
m=1

ϵSmϕ
S
m,iϕ

S∗
m,j

(S19)

More importantly, one can read from Eq. (S12) that HA
E (α) is a linear combination of f†mfm, which proves that

the eigen-operators Q
(n)

A with pA,n > 0 of the EHSM RA over sufficiently many auxiliary system eigenstates form a
complete basis of the linear space spanned by f†mfm for all the eigenmodes of system S. Therefore, the EHSM method
can successfully capture all the bilinear conserved operators.

It is evident that the above derivation is generic as long as the existence of common eigenmodes is assumed.
Therefore, we can argue that: for any given isolated free-fermion lattice system S whose Hamiltonian is HS , we can
design an auxiliary system with a Hamiltonian H such that:

1. There is a subregion A (not necessarily connected) of the auxiliary system that has the same (geometric)
structure as S, which we will investigate its entanglement with the rest part of the auxiliary system.

2. A subset of the eigenmodes of H resembles all the eigenmodes of HS if we only look at the sites in subsystem
A.

Then, for any eigenstate |α⟩ whose occupied eigenmodes belong to the subset mentioned above, its corresponding
entanglement Hamiltonian HA

E (α), which is a linear combination of the mode occupation operators f†mfm of the
common eigenmodes, commutes with HS . A practical design for generic OBC systems was given in the main text.

III. CONSERVATION OF ENTANGLEMENT HAMILTONIAN IN COARSE-GRAINED SUBREGION

Most of the proof in the above section can be directly applied for the PBC example with coarse-grained subregion we
discussed in the main text, except for the common eigenmodes between two systems are complicated: one eigenmode
in S has M corresponding eigenmodes in the auxiliary system.
For the coarse-grained setup we had in the main text, the sites in S and the auxiliary system match in the following

way: As the sites in system S are indexed by integers 1 ≤ j ≤ LS , while the sites in the auxiliary system A ∪ B are
indexed by integers 1 ≤ j ≤ L, site j in S is mapped to site g(j) = Mj in the auxiliary system. The crucial point

is that every eigenmode wavefunction of the auxiliary system ϕk̃,j = 1√
L
eik̃j , where k̃ = 2πn

L , −L
2 < n ≤ L

2 is the

quasi-momentum, is a common eigenmode. In this situation, we use k̃ to index all the common eigenmodes, such that

ϕC
k̃,j

= ϕk̃,j =
1√
L
eik̃j . (S20)

Knowing the eigenmodes of S take the similar form of plane waves: ϕSk,j = 1√
LS
eikj , k = 2πm

LS
, −LS

2 < m ≤ LS

2 , it

can be seen that when restricted to the coarse-grained subregion A, the common eigenmode ϕC
k̃,g(j)

corresponds to an
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eigenmode in S:

ϕC
k̃,g(j)

= ϕC
k̃,Mj

=
1√
L
eiMk̃j = Nmϕ

S
k,j , j ∈ S, (S21)

where k =Mk̃ (mod 2π), Nm = 1√
M
. It can be seen from here that each eigenmode ϕSk,j corresponds toM eigenmodes

in the auxiliary system.
As a result, the correlation matrix derived in (S18) becomes (notation 1BZ denotes the first Brillouin zone, which

is the interval (−π, π])

CA,g(i)g(j)(α) =
1

L

∑
k̃∈1BZ

ηα,k̃e
−ik̃(Mi−Mj)

=
1

L

∑
k̃∈1BZ

ηα,k̃e
−ik(i−j), (k ≡Mk̃, do not take mod 2π for the moment)

=
1

L

∑
n

ηα,ne
−ik(i−j), (−L

2
< n ≤ L

2
, ηα,n ≡ ηα,k̃, k̃ =

2πn

L
, k =

2πn

LS
)

=
LS

L

∑
n

ηα,nϕ
S∗
n,iϕ

S
n,j , (ϕSn,j ≡

1√
LS

eikj , in which k =
2πn

LS
)

=
LS

L

∑
m

∑
N

ηα,(m+NLA)ϕ
S∗
k,iϕ

S
k,j , (−LS

2
< m ≤ LS

2
, k =

2πm

LS
, −M

2
< N ≤ M

2
).

(S22)

In getting the last equality we used the fact that quasi-momentum k = 2πm
LS

is equivalent to k′ = 2π(m+NLS)
LS

for any

integer N , i.e. eikj = ei(k+2πN)j for integers j.
This result shows that for any eigenstate |α⟩ of the auxiliary system, the common eigenvectors vs,i of CA(α) and

κA(α) in (S10) are just the eigenmode wavefunctions of HS , indicating that the entanglement Hamiltonian (S12) can
be diagonalized simultaneously with HS and thus

[
HS , H

A
E (α)

]
= 0:

κA,g(i)g(j)(α) = κij(α) =
∑
k

εkϕ
S
k,iϕ

S∗
k,j , εk = ln

[
1(

LS

L

∑
N ηα,(m+NLA)

) − 1

]
,

where k =
2πm

LS
, −LS

2
< m ≤ LS

2
,

HS =
∑
ij∈S

hSijc
†
i cj , hSij =

∑
k

ϵSkϕ
S
k,iϕ

S∗
k,j .

(S23)

As discussed in the previous section, this gives rise to the fact that the the EHSM method can capture the conserved

operators f†kfk for all momenta k in the system S.
A subtlety in such a degenerate case is that there are other kinds of eigenstates besides the form (S13) due to

the two-fold degeneracy between modes k and −k, since any (normalized) linear combination of ϕSk,j and ϕS−k,j is
also an eigenmode wavefunction with the same energy. To get all the conserved quantities, we need to include the
entanglement Hamiltonian of those eigenstates when constructing EHSM. Explicitly, a many-body eigenstate |α⟩ of
the auxiliary system can take a more generic form than Eq. (S13), and to keep it a Fock state for the EHSM method,
we take the following form:

|α⟩ =
∏

k̃∈1BZ

(
f̃†
α,k̃

)η
α,k̃ |0⟩ , (S24)

where the new set of creation operators f̃†
α,k̃

are defined through a unitary transformation within each single-particle

degenerate subspace: (
f̃†
α,k̃

f̃†
α,−k̃

)
= Uα,k̃

(
f̃†
k̃

f̃†
−k̃

)
, (0 < k̃ < π), f̃†α,0 = f̃†0 , f̃†α,π = f̃†π (S25)

where Uα,k̃ is a 2 × 2 unitary matrix that is arbitrarily chosen for each momentum k̃ > 0. Note that if L is odd, f̃†π

does not exist as k̃ cannot take π.
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Please notice that the subindex α denotes the eigenstate |α⟩ we are constructing, instead of being a new variable.
The corresponding eigenmode wavefunctions are also transformed accordingly:(

ϕα,k̃,j
ϕα,−k̃,j

)
= Uα,k̃

(
1√
L
eik̃j

1√
L
eik̃j

)
, (0 < k̃ < π), (S26)

for all sites j ∈ A ∪B. It can be seen that a transformed eigenmode ϕα,k̃,j is a common eigenmode of the eigenmode

ϕSα,k,j , k =Mk̃ (mod 2π) in system S, defined through the same unitary transformation:(
ϕSα,k,j
ϕSα,−k,j

)
= Uα,k̃

(
1√
LS
eikj

1√
LS
e−ikj

)
, (0 < k < π), (S27)

whose corresponding creation operator is also defined through(
f†α,k
f†α,−k

)
= Uα,k̃

(
f†k
f†−k

)
, (0 < k < π). (S28)

As a result, resembling the derivation in Eq. (S22), one gets that the correlation matrix CA(α) has eigenvectors ϕSα,k,j ,
so as the matrix κ(α), indicating the corresponding HA

E (α) is a linear combination of conserved operators f†α,kfα,k,

f†0f0, and f
†
πfπ (if exist). Knowing that

f†α,kfα,k = (u11f
†
k + u12f

†
−k)(u

∗
11fk + u∗12f−k) = |u11|2f†kfk + |u22|2f†−kf−k + u11u

∗
12f

†
kf−k + u12u

∗
11f

†
−kfk, (S29)

one can see how the EHSM captures the conserved operators f†kf−k for 0 < |k| < π, besides all the f†kfk.

IV. ALGORITHM OF EVALUATING ENSEMBLE AVERAGES OVER THE NON-ABELIAN GGE

In this section, we illustrate how to evaluate ensemble averages over the non-Abelian GGE we introduced in the
main text. As the only GGE involved in this section is the non-Abelian one, we omit the (NA) superscript throughout
this section.

The density matrix of a generic GGE is

ρGGE =
1

Z
exp

−
NQ∑
n=1

λnQ
(n)
S

 , (S30)

where the conserved quantities Q
(n)
S include f†kfk and f†kf−k for all the quasi-momenta k. The problem we are facing

now is that these Q
(n)
S do not commute with each other, so it is not easy to: (1) fix the Lagrange multipliers λn;

(2) evaluate the ensemble average Tr(AρGGE) in the situation that A is a HCB bilinear operator, that is, a linear

combination of a†iaj .
Let’s conquer them one by one. We group the conserved quantities into:

Σk
µ =

(
f†k f†−k

)
σµ

(
fk
f−k

)
, µ = 0, 1, 2, 3, (S31)

where k > 0, and σµ are the 2 × 2 Pauli matrices (together with the identity). The only one left is f†0f0, which can
be dealt with separately since it commutes with all other conserved operators. Now, the density matrix becomes

ρGGE =
1

Z
exp

[
−
∑
k>0

∑
µ

λkµΣ
k
µ

]
exp(−λ0f†0f0) =

1

Z

(∏
k>0

e−
∑

µ λk
µΣ

k
µ

)
exp(−λ0f†0f0). (S32)

We first evaluate the partition function, which will be helpful later

Z = Tr

[(∏
k>0

e−
∑

µ λk
µΣ

k
µ

)
exp(−λ0f†0f0)

]
. (S33)
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The difficulty actually arises from the fact that for each k > 0, the corresponding four operators Σk
µ occupy a 2 × 2

matrix block Λk in fermion operator basis:∑
µ

λkµΣ
k
µ =

(
f†k f†−k

)(
λk0 + λk3 λk1 − iλk2
λk1 + iλk2 λk0 − λk3

)(
fk
f−k

)
≡
(
f†k f†−k

)
Λk

(
fk
f−k

)
(S34)

One way of resolving this problem is to unitarily transform each block Λk to its diagonal form: Λk = V kDkV k†, where

Dk = diag(dk, d−k), d±k = λk0 ±
√∑3

i=1(λ
k
i )

2, then one can get the result:

Z = Tr

[
exp(−λ0f†0f0)

∏
k>0

exp(−dkfd†k fdk − d−kf
d†
−kf

d
−k)

]

= Tr

exp(−λ0c†0c0)∏
k ̸=0

exp(−dkfd†k fdk )


= (1 + e−λ0

)
∏
k ̸=0

(1 + e−dk),

(S35)

where the fdk , f
d†
k operators are defined through

(
fdk
fd−k

)
= V k†

(
fk
f−k

)
, and the superindex d denotes they being in

the basis that diagonalizes the block Λk.They form a complete set of fermionic operators together with f0, f
†
0 .

Here we would like to introduce another method that involves an identity for taking trace over the fermionic Fock
space:

Tr

exp
∑

ij

c†iXijcj

 exp

(∑
kl

c†kYklcl

)
... exp

(∑
mn

c†mZmncn

) = det
[
I + eXeY ...eZ

]
, (S36)

which we will be using intensively afterward. The c, c† operators are from a set of fermionic operators obeying the

canonical anti-commutation relation, which can represent the cj , c
†
j operators in the real space or the fk, f

†
k operators

in the momentum space, and X,Y, ..., Z are L× L matrices. As a result, (a bold 0 stands for a 2× 2 zero matrix)

Z = Tr

[
exp(−λ0f†0f0)

∏
k>0

e−
∑

µ λµΣ
k
µ

]

= det

I + exp


−λ0 0 0 ... 0
0 −Λk1 0 ... 0
0 0 −Λk2 ... 0
...
0 0 0 ... −Λkmax




= det


1 + e−λ0

0 0 0 ... 0
0 1 + e−dk1 0 0 ... 0
0 0 1 + e−d−k1 0 ... 0
0 0 0 1 + e−dk2 ... 0
...


= (1 + e−λ0

)
∏
k ̸=0

(1 + e−dk)

which is exactly the same as the previous result.

Now, we fix the Lagrange multipliers λ’s by asking the ensemble average of each conserved quantity, Tr(Q
(n)
S ρGGE)

to be the same as its initial value (which is unchanged at a later time due to the conservation) In ≡
⟨Ψ(t = 0)|Q(n)

S |Ψ(t = 0)⟩. Therefore, we need a closed-form expression for Tr(Σk
µρGGE) and then solve for λkµ.

(Tr(f†0f0ρGGE) = 1/(eλ
0

+ 1) is easy to get.)
Recall that in statistical mechanics, one can usually get the values of thermal quantities from the partition function,

for example, in a Gibbs (grand canonical) ensemble, we can get the energy ⟨E⟩ and particle number ⟨N⟩ by taking
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partial derivatives on the partition function Z with respect to their corresponding Lagrange multipliers β (inverse
temperature) and µ (chemical potential):

ρ(β, µ) =
1

Z
e−β(Ê−µN̂),

Z = Tre−β(Ê−µN̂) =
∑
j

e−β(Ej−µNj),

=⇒ ⟨E⟩ (β, µ) = −
(
∂ lnZ
∂β

)
β,µ

, ⟨N⟩ (β, µ) = 1

β

(
∂ lnZ
∂µ

)
β,µ

.

(S37)

We can prove that the averages over GGE ⟨Σk
µ⟩GGE

≡ Tr(Σk
µρGGE) can be got in a similar manner: By omitting

the summation (production) symbol over µ and k ≥ 0 and expanding the exponent, that is, denoting −λ0f†0f0 −∑
µ

∑
k>0 λ

k
µΣ

k
µ ≡ −λkµΣk

µ we get

ρGGE =
1

Z

∞∑
n=0

(−λkµΣk
µ)

n

n!
, (S38)

then the partial derivative over a particular −λpν (p > 0) is

∂ZρGGE

∂(−λρν)
=

∞∑
n=1

1

n!

[
Σp

ν(−λkµΣk
µ)

n−1 + ( )Σp
ν( )n−2 + ...+ ( )n−1Σp

ν

]
, (S39)

where all the ( ) represent the same thing: (−λkµΣk
µ) with summation over µ and k ≥ 0. Here we need to remind

that when taking a derivative of a product of some matrices, due to the fact that matrices may not commute to each
other, we need to perform the chain rule like above (keeping the order).

Now, take the trace of the partial derivative:

Tr

[
∂ZρGGE

∂(−λρν)

]
=

∞∑
n=1

1

n!
nTr

[
Σp

ν(−λkµΣk
µ)

n−1
]

= Tr

[
Σp

ν

( ∞∑
n=1

1

(n− 1)!
(−λkµΣk

µ)
n−1

)]
= Tr[Σp

νZρGGE] = ZTr[Σp
νρGGE],

and notice that on the left-hand side, the order of taking trace and partial derivative can be exchanged, then

∂ZTrρGGE

∂(−λpν)
=

∂Z

∂(−λpν)
= ZTr[Σp

νρGGE], (S40)

which can be rewritten into

1

Z

∂Z

∂(−λpν)
= − ∂

∂λpν
lnZ = Tr[Σp

νρGGE] ≡ ⟨Σp
ν⟩GGE . (S41)

This has exactly the same form as the equilibrium energy from the thermal Gibbs ensemble.
With what we proved just now and the expression of Z, we have:

1

Z

∂Z

∂(−λp0)
=

[
e−dp(1 + e−d−p) + e−d−p(1 + e−dp)

]
(1 + e−dp)(1 + e−d−p)

=
1

1 + edp
+

1

1 + ed−p
= ⟨Σp

0⟩GGE

1

Z

∂Z

∂(−λpi )
=

[
e−dp(1 + e−d−p)− e−d−p(1 + e−dp)

]
(1 + e−dp)(1 + e−d−p)

λpi√∑3
i=1(λ

p
i )

2

=

(
1

1 + edp
− 1

1 + ed−p

)
λpi√∑3
i=1(λ

p
i )

2

= ⟨Σp
i ⟩GGE , (i = 1, 2, 3)

(S42)



9

As a result, the set of equations we have to solve for fixing the four Lagrange multipliers λpν for each p > 0 is:
Ip0 =

1

1 + edp
+

1

1 + ed−p
,

Ipi =

(
1

1 + edp
− 1

1 + ed−p

)
λpi√∑3
i=1(λ

p
i )

2

, (i = 1, 2, 3)

where d±p = λp0 ±

√√√√ 3∑
i=1

(λpi )
2.

(S43)

This is a set of transcendental equations, but fortunately they have analytical solutions. We firstly express d±p in
terms of Ipµ:

Ip0 +

√√√√ 3∑
i=1

(Ipi )
2 =

2

1 + edp
=⇒ dp = ln

 2

Ip0 +
√∑3

i=1(I
p
i )

2

− 1

 ,

Ip0 −

√√√√ 3∑
i=1

(Ipi )
2 =

2

1 + ed−p
=⇒ d−p = ln

 2

Ip0 −
√∑3

i=1(I
p
i )

2

− 1

 ,

and then the Lagrange multipliers can be expressed as:

λp0 = (dp + d−p)/2, (S44)√√√√ 3∑
i=1

(λpi )
2 = (dp − d−p)/2,

=⇒ λpi =
Ipi (dp − d−p)/2(

1
1+edp

− 1

1+ed−p

) =
Ipi (1 + edp)(1 + ed−p)(dp − d−p)

2(ed−p − edp)
. (S45)

These fix the density matrix ρGGE.

Finally, we come to the second part of our goal: evaluate ⟨a†iaj⟩GGE = Tr
[
a†iajρ

]
in order to calculate ensemble

average of any bosonic bilinear operator. This part follows the same logic as in [44].
Let’s take i < j for the moment (i > j can be derived likewise, and we will take care of i = j later). We will be

intensively using the identity (S36). To be convenient, we rewrite the exponent part of the density matrix as

ρGGE =
1

Z
exp(−λkµΣk

µ) =
1

Z
exp(−

∑
m,n

c†mΛmncn), (S46)

where m,n represent lattice sites and the matrix Λ is the L×L block diagonal matrix with 2× 2 matrices Λk on the
diagonal while transformed back into real space basis.
Now we evaluate the trace

Tr
[
a†iajρGGE

]
=

1

Z
Tr

[
a†iaj exp(−

∑
m,n

c†mΛmncn)

]

=
1

Z
Tr

[
i−1∏
δ=1

(
1− 2c†δcδ

)
c†i cj

j−1∏
γ=1

(
1− 2c†γcγ

)
exp(−

∑
m,n

c†mΛmncn)

]

=
1

Z
Tr

[
c†i cj

j−1∏
γ=1

(
1− 2c†γcγ

)
exp(−

∑
m,n

c†mΛmncn)

i−1∏
δ=1

(
1− 2c†δcδ

)]

=
1

Z
Tr

[
c†i cj

j−1∏
γ=1

exp(iπc†γcγ) exp(−
∑
m,n

c†mΛmncn)

i−1∏
δ=1

exp(iπc†δcδ)

]
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By noticing that

c†i cj = exp

(∑
mn

c†mAmncn

)
− 1 (S47)

where the only nonzero element of matrix A is Aij = 1, and that

j−1∏
γ=1

exp(iπc†γcγ) = exp


(
c†1 c†2 ... c†L

)


iπ 0 0 0 0 0 ... 0
0 iπ 0 0 0 0 ... 0
...
0 0 ... 0 iπ 0 ... 0
0 ... ... ... ... ... ... 0
...
0 ... ... ... ... ... ... 0


c1c2...
cL




(S48)

where the L×L diagonal matrix in the middle, named A1, has its first j − 1 diagonal elements to be iπ and the rest
of them to be 0. (Similar formula can be found for the other product while the matrix in the middle with first i− 1
diagonal elements being iπ is called A2.)
Now, with the help of (S36), we simplify the trace over the huge many-body Hilbert space to the evaluation of

determinants of L× L matrices (here I represents L× L identity matrix):

Tr
[
a†iajρGGE

]
=

1

Z

{
det
[
I + eAeA1e−ΛeA2

]
− det

[
I + eA1e−ΛeA2

]}
. (S49)

Evaluating the exponents is a simple task:

eA = I +A+
A2

2
+ ... = I +A

eA1 =



eiπ 0 0 0 0 0 ... 0
0 eiπ 0 0 0 0 ... 0
...
0 0 ... 0 eiπ 0 ... 0
0 ... ... ... ... ... ... 0
...
0 ... ... ... ... ... ... 0


=



−1 0 0 0 0 0 ... 0
0 −1 0 0 0 0 ... 0
...
0 0 ... 0 −1 0 ... 0
0 ... ... ... ... ... ... 0
...
0 ... ... ... ... ... ... 0


≡ O1

eA2 ≡ O2.

Therefore,

Tr
[
a†iajρGGE

]
=

1

Z

{
det
[
I + (I +A)O1e

−ΛO2

]
− det

[
I +O1e

−ΛO2

]}
. (S50)

This result, as one can convince themself, also applies to the situation that i > j. With these two point functions
evaluated, we will be able to calculate the ensemble averages of a variety of operators that can be easily expressed as
products of the bosonic operators.

For the special case that i = j, one can easily show by definition that a†jaj = c†jcj , so the problem of evaluating

Tr
[
a†jajρGGE

]
is covered the evaluation of the fermionic two-point functions: Tr

[
c†i cjρ

]
or in momentum space

Tr
[
f†kfk′ρ

]
. This can be done very similarly to the bosonic two-point functions:

Tr
[
c†i cjρ

]
=

1

Z
Tr

[
c†i cj exp(−

∑
m,n

c†mΛmncn)

]

=
1

Z
Tr

[(
exp

(∑
mn

c†mAmncn

)
− 1

)
exp(−

∑
m,n

c†mΛmncn)

]

=
1

Z

{
det
[
I + (I +A)e−Λ

]
− det

[
I + e−Λ

]}
.

(S51)

Lastly, by Fourier transform of ⟨a†iaj⟩GGE, one can obtain the momentum space bosonic bilinears ⟨b†kb±k⟩GGE
,

which are shown in the main text.



11

V. ADDITIONAL NUMERICAL RESULTS OF GGE IN HOMOGENEOUS FREE-FERMION PBC
LATTICE

Here we present some additional numerical results about the GGE. For the PBC case, we showed the relaxation

results of HCB observable b†kbk and the imaginary part of non-Hermitian operator b†kb−k, comparing with the prediction

given by Abelian and non-Abelian GGEs. Here we show the result for the real part of b†kb−k, see Fig. S1. It can be

0 20 40 60 80
−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0
·10−2

k[2π/LS ]

R
e[
⟨b

† k
b −

k
⟩]

Relaxation
Non-abelian GGE
Abelian GGE

FIG. S1: Relaxed values of the real part of ⟨b†kb−k⟩ predicted by the Abelian GGE and non-Abelian GGE, compared with the
results from time-evolution calculations.

seen that the difference among the three curves is smaller, but the non-Abelian GGE still captures more features of
the curve representing relaxed values.

For the homogeneous OBC case, we only get all the mutually commuting mode occupation operators as conserved
quantities from entanglement Hamiltonian, then the corresponding GGE is still Abelian. The numerical results are
in Fig. S2.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS OF EHSM IN A GENERIC FREE-FERMION LATTICE WITH OBC

In order to show that the way we proposed of designing an auxiliary system for any arbitrary free fermion chain
indeed works, we show the numerical results of EHSM eigenvalues and a typical EHSM κA matrix in eigenmode space.
As mentioned in the main text, the size of the auxiliary system is L = 2LS + 1, and the Hamiltonian of the auxiliary
system is designed to be mirror symmetric about site 1 ≤ j ≤ S and hij = hSij if i, j ≤ LS . See Fig. S3.
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FIG. S2: Relaxed values of hard-core boson operators ⟨b†kbk⟩ and ⟨b†kb−k⟩ in a homogeneous OBC system predicted by the
GGE, compared with the results from time-evolution calculations.
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FIG. S3: (a)The EHSM eigenvalues for generic free fermion chains with OBC. LA = 10, 15, 20 and L = 2LA + 1. (b) The
matrix elements of a typical EHSM eigen-operator in the eigen basis of the corresponding HS .


	Conserved quantities for Generalized Gibbs Ensemble from Entanglement
	Abstract
	References
	Review of the recipe of getting conserved quantities from entanglement Hamiltonian
	Conservation of entanglement Hamiltonian in presence of common eigenmodes
	Conservation of entanglement Hamiltonian in coarse-grained subregion
	Algorithm of evaluating ensemble averages over the non-Abelian GGE
	Additional numerical results of GGE in homogeneous free-fermion PBC lattice
	Numerical results of EHSM in a generic free-fermion lattice with OBC


