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If we prepare an isolated, interacting quantum system in an eigenstate and perturb a local ob-
servable at an initial time, its expectation value will relax towards a thermal expectation value, even
though the time evolution of the system is deterministic. The eigenstate thermalization hypothesis
(ETH) of Deutsch and Srednicki suggests that this is possible because each eigenstate of the full
quantum system acts as a thermal bath to its subsystems, such that the reduced density matrices of
the subsytems resemble thermal density matrices. Here, we use the observation that the eigenvalue
distribution of interacting quantum systems is a Gaussian under very general circumstances, and
Dyson Brownian motion random matrix theory, to derive the ETH and thereby elevate it from hy-
pothesis to theory. Our analysis provides a derivation of statistical mechanics which neither requires
the concepts of ergodicity or typicality, nor that of entropy. Thermodynamic equilibrium follows
solely from the applicability of quantum mechanics to large systems and the absence of integrability.

I. INTRODUCTION

Imagine we prepare a large, isolated quantum system
in an eigenstate |¢,,) of its Hamiltonian H, and perturb
it at time ¢ = 0 via a coupling to a local operator O. We
expect, and it has been demonstrated both in numeri-
cal [1, 2] and in actual experiments using cold atoms [3],
that the expectation value of O will relax towards its
thermal equilibrium value, even though the time evolu-
tion of the system is governed by Schrédinger’s equation,
and hence deterministic. The eigenstate thermalization
hypothesis (ETH) of Deutsch [4, 5] and Srednicki [6, 7]
proposes that this is possible because each eigenstate acts
as a thermal bath to its subsystems [1, 8-14].

More concisely, the ETH states that if the entire system
is in an eigenstate |¢,) and we divide it into a small
subsystem S and a much larger bath B, and trace out
the bath, the reduced density matrix of the system S

ﬁrSL =Trp ‘wn> <wn‘ ’ (1)

is equal to the thermal density matrix

1 N
~S _ ~ . ~ _ —BH
p°(B) =Trg p(B) with p(f) = —— e 2
(8) = e p(8) ® =73 2)
we obtain by taking the trace of a thermal density matrix
for the entire system. The inverse temperature g in (2)
is fixed by

- 0
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where )\, is the energy eigenvalue of |i,),
H W}n> =AM |wn>a and
Z(B) = Tre P (4)
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is the partition function of the entire system. In other
words, if the entire system is in an eigenstate of its Hamil-
tonian, the local properties of this state are indistinguish-
able from those of a thermal state.

The ETH does not hold for systems which are inte-
grable [15-17], either fully or emergent through (many
body) localization [18-23], or systems with an extensive
number of conservation laws [24], and is not applicable to
states in proximity to closed classical orbits or integrable
subsectors of otherwise not integrable models (quantum
scars) [25-29]. Concise examples and a significant body
of numerical work, however, indicate that it generally
holds for interacting quantum systems whenever its va-
lidity is not restricted by conservation laws in the men-
tioned sense, as we assume from now on.

In this work, we derive the ETH for interacting quan-
tum systems using Dyson Brownian motion random ma-
trix theory (RMT) [30, 31].

To begin with, we argue that the ETH (1)—(4) is in-
ternally consistent only if the bath B is sufficiently large
and the eigenvalue distribution of the entire quantum
system, and hence the bath, is given by a Gaussian dis-
tribution [32]. This is fully consistent with our assump-
tions since it has been shown by Hartmann, Mahler, and
Hess [33], and unknowingly also by ourselves using a dif-
ferent method [34], that for quantum systems with lo-
cal interactions the eigenvalue distribution converges to-
wards a Gaussian in the large system limit, which we
assume throughout this work [35]. Numerical work [34]
indicates that the condition of locality can be relaxed to-
wards the requirement that the Hamiltonian consists of
terms which involve far fewer degrees of freedom than the
Hilbert space, like only two-, three- and four-body inter-
actions, but to our knowledge, this has not been shown
analytically.

In most of the analysis thereafter, we consider random
systems where the coupling X of the small subsystem S
and the bath B is weak, and can hence be treated pertur-
batively. We further assume that the bath is large, and
that X couples only to a small region R of the bath. In
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this setting, we study the decomposition of exact eigen-
states of the entire system |¢),,) in terms of basis states
of the unperturbed system,

i) = 165) ® [6F) (5)

i.e., direct products of eigenstates of the subsystem
Hg|¢3) eul¢s), w = 1,...,Ns, and the bath
Hg |p2) = E; |¢P), i = 1,..., Ng. Our numerical work,
and our analytic calculations using RMT, show that the
statistical expectation values of the squares of the over-
laps Xpin = IE[KQSMW,LNQ] are given by Cauchy-Lorentz
distributions

. k (

Xpin =~
pm 71'(sﬂ—l—E‘i—)\n—nu)2 + ’yﬁ’

(see Fig. 1a). The peaks of the distributions, when plot-
ted as functions of the energies E; of the basis states of
the bath, have width «,, and are shifted by 7, relative to
the positions A, — €, they assume when the coupling is
infinitesimal.

To first order in the matrix variance (or second mo-
ment) ¢ of the perturbation X,

1 A
t=E[Te(X?)], (7)

where N = NgNg is the matrix dimension of X , we find:

1. The half-widths of the Lorentzians are given by

Jr .
Tn = t?@ Zaiue v 3 (8)

where £, = ALO(EM—EV) — bo, by = 1BA¢, and A
is a parameter which roughly corresponds to the
bandwidth of the region R of the bath the interac-
tion matrix X couples to (see (40) and Appendix
D below). The parameters O’ZV reflect that the per-

turbation X does, in general, not indiscriminately
scatter between all the different levels €, and €, of
the system.

2. The shifts are given by

M = _tg Z U;Qw e~ erfi(€,)
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where erfi(z) = —ierf(iz) is the imaginary error
function (Erfi[z] in Mathematica). They reflect an
effective level repulsion, due to the coupling X.

3. While the widths and heights of the Lorentzians
depend on the index pu, the integrated areas be-
neath them do not. Since expansion of the Gaus-
sian eigenvalue density of the bath around any spe-
cific value for the energy yields an exponential,

pe(E) x e’ the reduced density matrix of the
system S has diagonal entries

. L B, —
(3l o |6y = g e 770 (10)

where Z5 = 3" e A (=) is the partition func-
tion of theAsmaﬁ subsystem in the presence of the
coupling X. The off-diagonal entries vanish as
1//Ns, and hence exponentially, with the size of
the bath B.

4. The reduced density matrix of S is hence that of a
canonical distribution with (inverse) temperature 3
and (for weak coupling infinitesimally) shifted en-
ergy levels €, —n,,. When we spectroscopically ob-
serve level spacings in S, we likewise do not observe
the bare levels €,, but the shifted levels €, — 7,.
Therefore, it is only appropriate that they, and not
the bare levels, enter the distribution. For a transi-
tion from level p to v, the lineshape is a Lorentzian
with half-width v, +v,.

Finally, we will show in Sec. VI with Appendix F, and
the consistency condition studied in Sec. IT and Appendix
A, that our weak coupling analysis for random interac-
tions between S and B implies the validity of the ETH
in general. This includes situations where the coupling
between S and B is neither weak nor random. As a
corollary, our analysis provides a derivation of statisti-
cal mechanics which requires neither ergodicity [36] nor
typicality [8, 37-39], and hence supersedes the historical
derivations [40].

For sufficiently large quantum systems, the assump-
tion of randomness in our calculation is redundant due
to self averaging or concentration of measure. The theo-
rem here is that in the limit of large matrix dimensions,
E[Tr(f(M))] = Tr(f(M)), where E[.] is the statistical
expectation value, f a sufficiently smooth function, and
M a random matrix with statistically independent en-
tries [30]. In our context, the method of RMT does hence
not entail a statistical assumption, but merely provides
a technique to extract analytic information about large
systems.

II. CONSISTENCY REQUIREMENTS

Let us assume that the bath B, and hence the entire
system, is very large, and recall that the (normalized)
eigenvalue density is given by a Gaussian [33, 34],

«Q _la 2
o) =\ e, 1)

where 1 = AZ | is the matrix variance of the Hamiltonian
H of the entire system. Expansion around A, yields

with g, = 2eN)

p(A) o e )

= —a\,.
A=Ay

(12)



According to 3 above, this temperature enters the canon-
ical distribution for the subsystem S. It is positive for
An < 0, which we assume in the following. (Our analy-
sis, however, applies equally to \,, > 0, where 3, < 0.)

If the ETH is to hold, the temperature (3, will also be

connected to A, via (3). With
52
— Nexp( 2= 1
eXp(Qa (13)

:N/dA p(\) e P

we find

Ao = (1), = - lnw)\ ST

which is equivalent to (12). The ETH, as formulated in
(1)—(4) above, is hence consistent if the eigenvalue dis-
tribution is a Gaussian, which in turn is always the case
for locally interacting quantum systems. Note that this
consistency requires a relation between a weighted inte-
gral over p(A) and its (logarithmic) derivative at A = A,,.
To our understanding, this condition specifies the func-
tional form of p(\) up to the parameter a and an overall
normalization.

An even more stringent consistency condition can be
derived from nesting. Since the thermal state 5(8) in
(2) for the entire system consists of a sum of eigenstates
[thn) (], we can apply the ETH to each of them. This
yields a sum of canonical distributions p°(3,) for the
subsystem S, which are weighted with the Boltzmann
factor e=#*» for the entire system. Consistency requires
now that this weighted sum of exponential functions with
different temperatures (8, must be equal to a single ex-
ponential 5°(3). In Appendix A, we show that this is
indeed the case if we assume the Gaussian eigenvalues
density (11) and take the limit of a large bath.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We now describe our numerical work, which has ini-
tially inspired, and was subsequently guided by, the an-
alytical solution reported in Sect. V below. Many of the
results presented here can only be fully appreciated in
the context of the analytical solution.

As mentioned in the introduction, we consider a quan-
tum system consisting of a small subsystem S and a much
larger bath B, which are weakly coupled through a per-
turbation X. We consider exact eigenstates [thy,) of the
total Hamiltonian H = HS + Hp +X and investigate the
overlaps of those with the eigenstates |¢,;) of the unper-
turbed system. As a numerically accessible example of
such a system with local interactions and a high amount
of randomness, we study a spin—% lattice with up to 18
sites, where we (mostly) represent the subsystem S by a

single spin &7 on site 1, as illustrated in Fig. 1c. The

Hamiltonian for a system with L sites is given by

3
H= hlal—i—ZZJ 5067 Z (15)

(i) =1
where 6§ with o = 1,2,3 are the three Pauli matrices.

The first term in (15) represents Hg, and splits the two
levels by a fixed onsite magnetic field hy = %(52—51).
The second term contains a sum over all the links (ij)
between neighboring sites, as indicated in Fig. 1lc. To
maximize the randomness and allow for as little symme-
try as possible, we sum over all nine possible combina-
tions of Pauli matrices with independent coefficients Jffj

drawn from Gaussian distributions N(0, x3;) (see (22)
below for the definition). To break the Zs spin reflection
symmetry of the second term, we add the third. It de-
scribes an onsite magnetic field h 1 in a random direction
on site L (site 18 for an 18 site lattice) far away from
the subsystem S. The three coefficients h{ are likewise
drawn from Gaussian distributions A'(0, k% ).

The second term in (15) contains both the interaction
X between S and B (terms with i = 1, j € R) and the
interactions within B (terms with 1 <i< j) In our
numerics, we choose the variances /{ - and k2 of all the

terms in Hg equal and normalized Such that the total
matrix variance is
1 N
2 _ 2
A = NE[TY(HB)} =1, (16)
where fIB is written as a matrix with dimension N. We
further choose the variances /ffj of all contributions to

X equal and normalized such that the matrix variance
(7) of X is t. For the matrix variance of Hg, we choose
AZ =h? =0.01.

To diagonalize (15) for specific samples of random cou-
plings we use the algorithm of multiple relatively robust
representations (MRRR) [41] within the LAPACK pack-
age [42] as a direct eigensolver to compute the entire
spectrum in systems with up to 15 sites. For larger sys-
tem sizes, we use the FEAST algorithm [43, 44], which
maps the eigenvalue problem to a complex contour inte-
gral of the Green’s function and is able to determine the
eigensystem in any subspace without knowledge of the
remainder of the spectrum.

In Fig. 1a, we schematically illustrate the overlap
curves \<¢m|¢n>| plotted as functions of the bath en-
ergies E for a two-state subsystem S as indicated by
our numerical results. The overlaps display sharp peaks
with half-width v, , for each level €, of S centered
around £ = A\, — &, + nu,n. To obtain meaningfully
smooth curves, we have to average over thousands of
random samples. Due to the computational complex-
ity, it proved intractable to diagonalize a sufficiently
large number of Hamiltonians with random interactions.
Since eigenstates with energies nearby yield very simi-
lar results for the overlap curves, we, could circumvent
this problem by averaging |<¢m|wm>\ over 3200 states
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FIG. 1. Analysis of overlaps (¢.i|¢n) of energy eigenstates |¢,) with the basis states of the unperturbed system |¢,:). (a)
Tllustration of the Cauchy-Lorentz distributions of the absolute squared overlaps in terms of the bath energies F; with widths
7,. and shifts 7,. (b) Numerical data of the absolute squares of the overlaps |{¢,|¥n)|* for 4 = 1 in blue and = 2 in orange,
in a system with one spin in the subsystem S and 17 spins in the bath B. The peaks can be described rather accurately by
Cauchy-Lorentz distributions, as indicated by the solid curve fit and the small fit residuals shown below. (c) The spin % lattice
for S and B, here with 18 sites. S consists only of site 1, and the region R of sites 2 and 3. (d) Normalized histograms of the
phases of the overlaps arg ((¢1i|¢n)) for p = 1, computed in terms of 50 intervals from the data of (b). Left: single eigenstate.
Right: average over N, = 3200 states [¢,). (e) Plot of the inverse of the integrated area A, ,, of the overlap curves (see (17))
for different energies A, in a system with 15 sites in B and one site in S. We find A1, = A2, for each n. The inverse areas
1 /Al,n = 1/As, are equal to the numerically obtained eigenvalue densities pg(An) of the bath, which we approximate as a
Gaussian curve with standard deviation Ag = 1.0438 £ 0.0033.

[t} in a narrow interval around a chosen energy A,.
The results for an 18 site system with t = 6.25 x 1074
and A, —0.95789 4+ 0.00025 are shown in Fig. 1b.
The overlap curves close to their peak are rather ac-
curately described by Cauchy-Lorentz distributions, as
illustrated by the nonlinear regression fits on the data
using the method of nonlinear least squares shown below
the peaks. Further data of the overlaps is shown in Ap-
pendix B. From the Lorentzian fits, we extract 7, , and
Npm, yielding v1,, = 1.804 x 1073, 42, = 2.013 x 1073,

M,n = 1.013% 1073 and N2,n = —0.565x 1073, Asone can
see from Fig. 1b, the widths and shifts of the Lorentzians
depend on p. To account for the statistical variation in
the fit parameters due to the random Hamiltonians, and
to trace their functional dependence on ¢ and A,,, we take
an additional average over hundreds of samples of X and
Hg. The results are shown and discussed in Fig. 3a and

b.

In Fig. 1d, we plot the phases for the overlaps (¢1;|¢n)
for the data of the blue y = 1 peak of Fig. 1b, on the left



for different basis states |¢,;) and a single eigenstate |¢,, ),
and on the right as an average over the 3200 eigenstates
[t ). The resulting probability distribution is uniform,
and thereby validates the assumption of random phases
implicit in RMT.

To obtain Fig. le, we fit the numerical data for
the overlaps |(¢.; an)| for a 16 site lattice with
t = 2.5 x 1073 to Lorentzians

1 Vuyn
f ,n(Ez) =A n £
B " W(Eri-ﬁﬂ—)\n—ﬂu,n)z'i‘

27

(17)

(Yun)

where v, n, Nu.n, and the integrated areas A, ,, are fit
parameters. We average these over 400 eigenstates [thn)
with energies close to \,, 100 samples of Hg, and two
samples of X for each Hg. In Fig. le, we plot the recipro-
cal values of A, ,, for various energies \,. We find that,
first, the areas are independent of u, and second, that
they are indirectly proportional to the (Gaussian) eigen-
value density p(A,) of the entire system. In the notation
of Sect. V, this result is equivalent to the condition (44).
It thereby confirms the validity of Ansatz (43), which, as
we will show in Sect. V, implies a canonical distribution
for the reduced density matrix 55 of the subsystem S.

In Fig. 2, we investigate the structure of the matrix
X with ¢t = 2.5 x 107 3 in the full, unperturbed ba-
Sis |@pi)- Slnce X scatters spins in a small region R
of B, it only scatters between basis states |¢P) which
are sufficiently close in energy, independently of whether
it flips the spin 61 in S or not. We hence expect the
variances o? of the elements to factorize according to

ni,vj
(39), 0% ., = O'iu ;5. In our numerics, S consists of only
two levels, and since there are twice as many off-diagonal
terms (those with 6',62 acting on site 1) than diagonal
terms (those with 62 acting on site 1) in our interaction,
we expect 02 = 02, = %, 0%y =03 = %

In Fig. 2a, we show O’%iylj for an average over 100 ran-
dom Hamiltonians H p and two random interactions X
for each Hp as a heat map plotted over the bath ener-
gies E; and E;. The heat maps for (u,v) = (1,2), (2,1)
and (2,2) shown in Appendix C look identical and con-
firm the factorization with the above values for U/w In
Fig. 2b, we show that Tij is indirectly proportional to
the eigenvalue density po(E) of the bath along the diago-
nal E; = F;, and can be approximated by a Gaussian in
E;—E; when plotted along the anti-diagonal E;+F; = 0.
This is illustrated by the Gaussian fits in Fig. 2b, which
yield standard deviations of Ay = 2.1099 4+ 0.0035 and
Anq = 0.625940.0045 for the diagonal and anti-diagonal
direction, respectively. Aq/2 agrees with the standard
deviation of po(E). We attribute the discrepancy of the
peak along the anti-diagonal at F; — F; = 0 to the Gaus-
sian fit to finite-size effects, i.e., the fact that the region
R consists of only two lattice sites (see Fig. 1c). With
Ao = V2 Auq = 0.8852+0.0064, the variances of the ma-
trix X are consistent with the analytical result (40). In
Appendix C, we further elaborate our numerical results

and their agreement with the analytical result.

In Figs. 3a and b, we show the parameters v, , and
Nu,n Obtained through fitting for various energies A, and
interaction strengths ¢, or more precisely, the sums and
differences of these values for the two peaks, y; + v and
m £ 12, for each value of \,,. The data are obtained
from a 16 site lattice by averaging over 400 eigenstates
|thn) in an energy interval close to A, 100 samples of
Hp and two samples of X for each Hp. The analytical
values for 71 + 72 and 7; & 72, as calculated in Sect. V
and given in (8) and (9), are indicated by solid curves
and are comparable to our the numerical results. We at-
tribute the deviations for large negative \,, to finite size
effects amplified by the low eigenvalue density for large
values of |A,|. The analytical result depends on the scat-
tering bandwidths of X. The value Ay = 0.6131 +0.0024
was obtained by a Gaussian fit to the variances of the el-
ements of X, as shown in Fig. 2b. The standard error of
Ag results in a margin of error for our analytical result,
which we indicate through the opaque regions in Figs. 3a
and b. The data confirm that both 7, and 7, scale in
first order linearly with ¢, as detailed in Appendix B.

In Fig. 3a, we see that the sum of the peak widths
Y1 + 2 depends only weakly on A,, while the differ-
ence y; — 2 is roughly proportional to A,. The finite
width of the peaks can be attributed to the scattering
between the two levels 1 and €5 induced by X. Since the
eigenvalue density of the bath decreases towards the spec-
tral boundaries, the peak closer to the boundary shows
a larger broadening. In Fig. 3b, we see that the situ-
ation is reversed for the shifts. Here, the sum 7; + 7
is roughly proportional to A,. It represents an overall
shift of both peaks towards the spectral boundary, and
reflects that the perturbation X increases the overall ma-
trix variance of H, and thus the width of the Gaussian
eigenvalue distribution. Since the inverse temperature g
is proportional to the energy A, (see (12)), we refer to this
contribution as the thermal shift. The difference 1; — 72
depends only weakly on A,. It reflects an effective level
repulsion induced by X. We refer to it as the repulsion
shift. The relative size of thermal and repulsion shifts
depends on t and 3, and one cannot say in general which
contribution is dominant. All in all, there is reasonable
agreement between our numerical experiments for very
small system sizes and our analytical calculations, where
we assume small couplings ¢ and an infinitely large bath
B.

In Figs. 3c and d, we numerically evaluate
the canonical distributions as given by the re-
duced density matrices /5. In Fig. 3c, we plot

the ratio of the diagonal entities pi1/p22 of /5
in systems with L = {10,11,12,13,14,15,16} lat-
tice sites and corresponding interaction strengths
t = {5.92,5.08,4.44,4.10,3.77,3.36,3.13} x 103, where
we average over N,, = {50, 100, 200, 400, 800, 1600, 3200}
states [¢,) in a narrow energy window around the re-
spective values of \,. We additionally average over 100
samples of Hg and two samples of X for each Hg. We
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FIG. 2. Analysis of the coupling matrix X between a subsystem S with 1 site and a bath B with 12 sites in the unperturbed
basis |¢ui) of S and B. (a) Heat map representation with Gouraud shading type of the off-diagonal variance ¢1;,1; of X for
(1, v) = (1,1) plotted as a function of the mean bath energies E; and E;, averaged over boxes with (25 x 25) elements. The
variance along the diagonal direction of the matrix increases towards the edges, and falls off in the perpendicular direction. The
band character of the matrix X with a well-defined, energy-independent scattering width A is visible. (b) Plot of the variance
along the anti-diagonal direction of X as a function of E; — E; in blue and the inverse of the off-diagonal variance along the
diagonal direction as a function of E; 4+ E; in orange. The data are normalized such that the maximum is equal to one for
each set of data. Gaussian fits for both directions are shown in black, yielding standard deviations of Agq = 2.1099 + 0.0035
and A,q = 0.6259 £ 0.0045 for the orange and blue data, respectively. The data points in the off-diagonal direction show an
increased peak around zero, which we attribute to finite size effects.

see that the ratios p11/p22 are independent of the Hilbert
space dimension N of the entire system, and that they
roughly match the theoretical predictions for Boltzmann
factors with 8 = —\, /A2 A2 = A% +t+h? (cf. (12)),
where A% with Ag = 1.044 is the variance of the nor-
malized eigenvalue density pp of the bath taken from the
numerically observed distribution. In Fig. 3d, we plot the
absolute values of the off-diagonal entities |p12| using a
log-log scale. The slopes of the lines we fit for each value
of A, average to K = —0.543, in reasonable agreement
with our analytical result K = —0.5 in (62). The numer-
ical values for the slopes for different A, barely deviate
from K, which suggests a universal scaling exponent. At
present, we do not understand the origin of the devia-
tion from our calculation. The variances of the entries in
the reduced density matrix scale as 1/N with the Hilbert
space dimension for both diagonal and off-diagonal enti-
ties, as detailed in Appendix E.

IV. EIGENVECTOR PERCOLATION IN RMT

We begin with a summary of Dyson Brownian motion
RMT [31], and derive a convenient formula for the over-
laps of eigenvectors as the eigenvector percolation pro-
ceeds.

The general problem is the perturbation of a diagonal
N x N matrix A by a Hermitian band matrix X? with

random Gaussian entities,

M =A+ X! (18)
where A |¢,i) = au; |¢ui). (For the review of the formal-
ism, we could have replaced pu,i by a single index.) The
off-diagonal entities of X! are given by

O pi,vj .
X;tn,ug = :L/§] ( :u',z/j(t)"_lBZi,uj (t)) ) (19)
Xji = (XJiiws) (20)

for y <vorpu=v A i<j,and the diagonal entities by

X;tu',m' = Opi,pi Bui(t), (21)
where all the B’, B”, B’s are independent Brownian mo-
tions, i.e., random variables with Gaussian probability
distributions A (0, ),

P[x] 1 e ( v’ > (22)
V2t PU

and hence with variance E[z?] = [dz P[z]2? = t. The

resolvent

1
z— M?

R'(z) = (23)
is a matrix-valued function with poles in the com-
plex variable z on the real axis at the eigenvalues of
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FIG. 3. Analysis of the Lorentzian parameters and the reduced density matrix. (a) Lorentzian half-width v, . (cf. (8)) for
the two peaks of a system with 1 site in S and 15 sites in B, plotted as the sum i + 2 and the difference y1 — 2 for various
energies A,. (b) Shifts 7, (cf. (9)) for the same system, again plotted as 1 + 12 and 171 — n2. In both plots, the analytical
results are shown as solid lines, with error intervals originating from the fit error of the parameters inserted into (8) and (9).
(c) Ratio of the diagonal values p11 and pa2 of the reduced density matrix in a two-state subsystem S for different energies A,
plotted as a function of the total Hilbert space dimension IN. The dashed line represents the theoretical expectation obtained
from the inverse temperature 8, as computed from the eigenvalue density (see (12)). (d) Absolute value of the off-diagonal
element |p12| of the same reduced density matrix as in (c), plotted on a log-log scale. Linear fits to the data points show a

power law decline with an exponent around to k = —0.5, as predicted by (62).
M?t.  With the eigenbasis for the perturbed system, terministic function,
M Y,y = Ay |[thn), we write the diagonal elements G'(z) = lim ¢'(2). (26)
9 N—o0
Rl(2) = R _ 3 [uilvn)] 24)  For the Gaussi it ble, 0 = —=, G'(2)
1i(2) = (Duil RY(2) | i) = Z B (24) or the Gaussian unitary ensemble, 0. = 7, 9'(2
n " determines its own time evolution through Burgers equa-
G
and obtain the (sample) Stieltjes transformation 1ot
. ) ) (0:+G"'(2)0.) G'(2) =0 (27)
t = —_Tr t _ 2 t — a0, _ t
IO =y TRE= Y 2 50 =16, (29)

which in the limit of infinite matrices converges to a de-

or more generally the time evolution of the (statistical
expectation value of the) resolvent R'(z) = E[R!(z)]



through the Bouchaud—Potters equation [45],

(0,+G"'(2)0.) R*(2) =0 (29)
— R'(z) = R%(2—tG"(2)) . (30)

At t = 0, M! = A, and the diagonal elements of the
resolvent are given by

o] = —— @

Z = Quj

R = B[ (6l

such that (29) implies

1

t _
Ryuilz) = z—au; —tGt(z)

(32)

Casati and Girko [46], and Shlyakhtenko [47], general-
ized these results to band matrices, where o; ,; is only
required to be sufficiently smooth. They found

1

2= Opi — tQNLz(ZY

Rpi(z) = (33)

where

g/tu Z U;u I/j (34)

is the Wieltjes (short for weighted Stieltjes) transfor-
mation. The Casati—Girko formalism requires a self-
consistent solution of (33) and (34).

Using this formalism, we can easily derive a for-
mula [48-51] for the overlap of the eigenvectors of M*
vs. A. We first apply the identity

5_;% _ p@ T irs(e), (35)

where P is the principal part and 0 a positive infinites-
imal, to (24),

IR (6-10%) = = D Gulvall8e=2) - (@)

We then introduce

%()‘n+)‘n+l)
T, E/ d¢ fImRt ;(€—i0™)

| (Gpi m)|”

; (37)

m=

where we have assumed the eigenvalues of M* are ordered
such that A, < A,4+1 V n. For the statistical expectation

values of the overlaps we find

Xpin = EU<¢WWJH>‘ }

TAn+Ang1) 1
V d¢ —Tm R, (f—iOJ“)]

T(An—1+2n)

[F Fn 1}

|
&=

An—1+Ang1| 1 .
=F [2] p Im Rf”-()\nfl(fr)
1 1
= Im .~ 5 38
TN p(An) An = Qui — tgfu‘(/\n —i0%) (3)

where we have substituted (33).
eigenvalue density of M?®.

p(A) is the (normalized)

V. ANALYTICAL RESULTS

In the context of our analysis, the diagonal matrix
A = Hs + Hp with eigenvalues a,; = ¢, + E; describes
the Hamiltonian of both system S and bath B in the ab-
sence of coupling, and X! is the coupling between the
system and a small region R of the bath. For the models
we consider here, the variances for the random entities of
X! factorize into dependencies on the system and the on
the bath,

012“-7,/]- = O'ZU 7'12] (39)

If we assume that the distribution of the scattering el-
ements in the matrix of the NgNgr dimensional matrix
XSR which acts only on the part of the Hilbert space
describing S and R, is uniform in the sense that its ele-
ments are not correlated with the energies of the states
in R, 77 takes the form

b2
7_2

ij = exp
’ Np\/ps(E;i)ps(E on [

&2 (B
(10)

where pp(E) is the (normalized) eigenvalue density of the
bath, by = %ﬁAm and A is a parameter which reflects
that since X* only acts on degrees of freedom in the small
region R of the bath B, it only scatters between states
|pP) and |<;5;-B ) which are accordingly close in energy. In
Appendix D, we derive (40) for an infinitesimal coupling
between R and the remainder of the bath. We find that
Ag = 2AR, where Ay is the variance of the eigenvalue
density (D1) of the region R. Note that Tz»zj is normalized
in the large bath limit,

> 75 =Ng /dE pe(E) 3 e =L My

where we have used pp(E) = pp(FE;) e’ F~Fi). The form
(40) is consistent with our numerical work, and renders
the problem amenable to analytic analysis. The main



result, the validity of the ETH as outlined in Egs. (1)-
(4), however, does not depend on the specific form we
assume for 73 (or o7,,).

If the system S were sufficiently large such that only
a region of it was coupled to the bath, we would obtain
a form similar to (40) for afw. In most of our numer-
ical work, however, S consists only of two levels, and
we obtain O’Ew by inspection of the interaction. With

ol =

.0y = 1, the matrix variance of X* is

ZEDXM,VAQ} =t V. (42)
wi

We now assume that the overlaps (38) will have the
functional form

Xpu (@i — A — 1)
N\/P(aui - nu)p()‘n)

where p is the (normalized) eigenvalue density of M?.
The x,(x)’s describe the peaks in Fig. la, and the n,’s
are shift parameters. We will justify this Ansatz a pos-
teriori. Due to the completeness of the bases |¢,) and
|éui), X has to satisfy

; (43)

Xpin =

1= 3" i = [ A N xi
n

An—A
1
= /dx e 277y, (x) (44)

and

1= Z Xuin
ne

5 [ vomtecaa,_,

ai—a

To evaluate (45), we first relate the eigenvalue density of
the bath pp to the eigenvalue density pg of A,

pola) = 5= D pla—) = 2075, (1)

where Z5 = 3" e~ Pu is the partition sum of the unper-
turbed subsystem S. The difference between the eigen-
value densities of A and M?! may be parameterized
through a shift 7, i.e., po(a) = pla —n) = e 5" p(a).
This difference stems from the difference ¢ in the matrix
variances of A and M* [52]. Substitution of (43) and (46)
into (45) yields

1 1
L= —g ) e fmmm / dz ™27y, (2).  (47)
0 p

If the x,(z)’s are symmetric, the integral in (47) will
be normalized to unity through (44). In our numerics,
we hardly observe any asymmetry, but this could change
as we increase the coupling ¢t. In this case, the sensible

approach is to define the center of the peaks such that
the two integrals remain equal, i.e.,

1
/dx e 2Py (2) =1, (48)

which leads to adjustments in the shifts n,. Note that
(47) with (48) fixes . For later purposes, we rewrite (46)
as

pr(a) = 23 pla), (49)

where Z°5 = 2o e AlEn=m1) is the partition sum of the
subsystem S in the presence of the perturbation X?.

To calculate x,(x), we need to solve the Casati-Girko
equations (34) and (33) self-consistently. We do this it-
eratively, but operationally replace (33) by (38) and the
expectation value E[.] of (24), i.e., we do not map é;l(z)
directly into Rf“.(z), but first into x,in», and then into
R!,i(z). The benefit is that we can begin the iteration
with an Ansatz for x,(z). We then calculate the imag-
inary part of R};(§ —i0%) via (24), then the imaginary
part of g~fu (€—10™) via (34), then the real part of QLZ()\TL)
via Kramers-Kronig, and finally x,i», via (38).

Specifically, and in order to make the problem
amenable to analytic calculations, we initially take a
Gaussian for the peak function,

2
e bp

Xu(z) = Mexp(—i}) ) (50)

where b, = 18A,,. Note that (50) is normalized accord-
ing to (44) and (48). After a single iteration, we will
find that the peaks are described by Cauchy distributions
with the half-widths v, given in (8), which for small ¢ are
so narrow that, if we determine A, self consistently, it
becomes negligible (compared to Ag). It is hence suffi-
cient to assume a narrow peak for x,(z), and to carry
out a single iteration. Nothing will depend on the specific
form of the peak.

We begin by calculating the imaginary part of Rf,j for
(50) with (24) and (35),

TR (€~ 107) = SB[ (o )] 56 A0)] (51

Since limpy_s o0 |<¢l,j |n) |2 — Xvj,n due to self-averaging,
we can evaluate the Lh.s.,

An—A

Blav;—nw—§) Yol

1
=e 2 ayj =& =)
1

Vs, P {_Alg(“w—m—f+bpﬁp)2] S
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From (34) we obtain

- Im R, (€ —i0%)

ZUW’Z

_ 2 1 2
= ;O‘MV M /da exp |:_A5(a_'r]l,_§+prp)

1 -
—Im gt 10+
T

-exp[ A12((a £,)— (am—su)—boAO)Q]

1
:;UzVﬁAl exp[ A 5 (api—E—np—€uw+b1 A1 )},
(53)

where e, = (e, — nu) — (6, — my), Al = A+ A2 and
b1 = %6A1
If we substitute E[.] of (24) into (34), we see that the

real and imaginary part of C;f“(z) are related by

1Tm gt —io*
Re gt n ][df § )a (54)
where { denotes the principle part P of the in-
tegral With (53) and v = F-(\ — &),

v = A (api — An — My — €0 + b1A1), we obtain

< 1 ) e~ (utv)?
ReGli(\n) = A, ZUW][du — ()
With
—(U-ﬁ-v)2 > (20) 2m+1
(§] 2
d —v 1
][ b u Zo 2m + 1)! (m+3)

= —me ¥ erfi(v)

_ 2f<v2”+41”5...) (56)

we obtain the Wieltjes transformation
Gli(An —i0T) = fz o2, e (—erfi(v)+i).  (57)

To obtain the overlaps functions x,(z), we first sub-
stitute (38) into (43). This yields

1 1
Yul@) = =27 Im

—1
x—i—m—ktgfm()\n—iOJr)]

T
1 -
1 te2’ Im G, (A, —i0%)
. - 2 _ 2
T (wnutt ReGli(An)) + (1Tm Gl (A —i07) )
(58)
where we have defined z = ay; — A\, — 1,. There

are two important results here. The first is that since
in()\n) depends on a,; and A, only through z in

v = ﬁ(m — ) + b1, (58) justifies the validity of the as-
sumption (43). The second is that in the weak coupling
limit, x,(x) is given to a highly accurate approximation
by a Cauchy distribution,

1 v
Xu() ~ ;:L’QJr’Y/QL7

(59)

and the lowest order contributions to both «,, and 7, will
be linear in t. With (57), we can easily derive (8) and (9).
Note that the numerator of (58) effectively implements a
(Gaussian) cutoff at |z| ~ Ay, which is insignificant since
Yu < Ay for small ¢. This inequality further implies that
if we adjust the width A, of (50) to match v, of (59), we
see that the difference between A; and Ag is of O(#*/a2).

It is possible to calculate v,, and 7, to higher orders,
but since they are elaborate and hardly visible in our
numerical experiments, we will not discuss the results
here.

We now proceed to calculate the reduced density ma-
trix of the subsystem S. With (1), we write the matrix
elements

(@195 |85y =D (Duiltn) (Wnldui) . (60)

%

For the diagonal elements we obtain with (43), (49), and
(48)

E[ (65165 165) | = > i
= [da N a—c¢ X (@ = An — 1)
/ A N TR
1

— ﬁefﬂ(euf”h) . (61)

The diagonal elements hence describe a canonical ensem-
ble with shifted energy levels €, —n,. Note that the form
of the peaks (59) does not enter here. The canonical dis-
tribution follows exclusively from the validity of Ansatz
(43) for x,(x) and the equivalence of the exponentially
weighted areas (44) and (48) under x,, () for all values of
1, which in turn is due to the completeness of the basis
states. To justify (43), however, we had to solve Casati—
Girko, or more precisely, to demonstrate that gf“()\n) as
given in (57), and therefore x,(x) as given in (58), de-
pends only through the variable z on a,;, A, and 77,. The
approximation (59) with (8) and (9) illustrates this gen-
eral result and allows for comparison with our numerical
results.

For the off-diagonal elements, we approximate the
r.h.s. of (60) by a sum of uncorrelated, random numbers
in the complex plane, which is equivalent to a random
walk in 2D. For the squares of the matrix elements, we



find with (43), (49), and (59)
S| aS |45\ |2
]E|:|<¢;L‘ pn |¢V>| :| = ZXui,nXui,n
Xu(a_"]u_)\n) Xu(a_nu_f;w_)\n)

N2p(An) v/pla—n,) pla—n,—&,u)

o~ 3B(En=n)+ (1)
= Np()\n) 7S /d.%‘ X/J(x) X,,(CL‘—&‘I“,)

1
~ 3B+ —m)) |
:e S - 5 ’YHJ'_’YV . (62)
Np()\n) Z ™ 6[“/ + (’YM + fyl/)

= /da Npps(a—c,)

Since the dimension N of the Hilbert space of the bath
increases exponentially with the size of the bath, the off-
diagonal entities of 55 vanish very rapidly in the large
bath limit, (47)_, o /v~ o 1/vNs. This result is consis-
tent with our numerics (see Fig. 3d). It is also consistent
with results by Beugeling, Moessner, and Haque [53, 54],
who observed numerically that eigenstate-to-eigenstate
fluctuations of typical observables in the context of eigen-
state thermalization scale as 1/VN.

Finally, we calculate the scattering matrix elements
when we induce a transition between states |¢,,) and |¢, )
by externally perturbing the subsystem S,

Suov(w) = (Y] (\¢lsz> <¢§| ® ]lB) |thn) |)\m:/\n+w

= Wmldwi) (Duilton) |y _y 1o (63)
A calculation very similar to (62) yields

E “Sﬂ—w (w)|2} = Z X,ui,nXui,m‘Am:)\n_i_w

K2

[ g Nopn(a—e,) xula=n,—\n)
_ ol

vV p(An) p(a—ﬁu)
Xv (a*nufeuu*)\n*w)
\/p<)‘n+w) p(a_nu_guu)

o 3AE =) —m) |

Yo T W

Nv/pOw) pOmtw) 25T (w+ ) + (yu + 1)?
(64)

The individual matrix element squares vanish again with
the level spacing 1/Np(X) as we enlarge the bath, but the
integral over any given energy interval will remain unaf-
fected. The important conclusion from formula (64) is
that the peaks occur at w = —¢g,,, = (e, — M) — (ep— M),
i.e., we observe the shifted energy levels, which also enter
the Boltzmann factors in (61). This shift, as well as the
Lorentzian broadening to half-width -, + ., are observ-
able in our numerics and could conceivably be observed
in an experimental realization with cold atoms.
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VI. GENERAL APPLICABILITY OF THE
THEORY

So far, we have considered weak coupling matrices X
with random interactions between a small subsystems S
and a large bath B. The assumption of weak couplings
makes the systems amenable to analytical solution. If ¢ is
not small compared to Ag = 2AR, the iterative solution
of the Casati—Girko formalism becomes more elaborate
in several regards. First, we have to expand v, and 7,
to higher orders in t/Aj. Second, we will find devia-
tions from the Cauchy distribution (59), and the result-
ing curves can no longer be fully described by a single pa-
rameter vy,. Third, we can no longer solve Casati-Girko
reliably with a single iteration, and have to replace (50)
in subsequent iterations with the result (58) of the previ-
ous iteration. The convolution of two Gaussians in (53)
will be replaced approximately by a Voigt profile, which
can no longer be evaluated analytically.

Most importantly, however, our Ansatz (43) will still
be valid, as detailed in Appendix F. Therefore, the re-
duced density matrix of the subsystem S will still be
given the canonical distribution (61), with off-diagonal
elements (62) which vanish exponentially as the size of
the bath is increased. The central result of this work is
hence not limited to weak couplings, but generally valid.

The other assumption we have made, the assumption
of random couplings, appears more problematic. Recall
the setup for our numerical work. Suppose we have a very
strong onsite magnetic field acting on a spin &; in the re-
gion R of the bath B, which is strongly coupled (e.g. via
a Heisenberg term) to the single spin 6; of the subsystem
S, and that Hg is negligible by comparison. In this case,
the assumption of random couplings, and hence our anal-
ysis, is no longer applicable. According to the ETH, the
subsystem S will still thermalize, but the reduced density
matrix p° will be diagonal in a basis determined by the
mean field induced by the interaction rather than that of
Hg. At first sight, it appears as our theory of eigenstate
thermalization was limited to random couplings, while
the ETH is not.

We can, however, easily generalize our derivation.
Since we assume a very large bath B and local inter-
actions, our analysis will apply rigorously to any large
intermediate subsystem M, which contains S and is small
compared to B, but still sufficiently large such that the
interactions between M and B can be taken random in
the sense of self averaging due to concentration of mea-
sure. Then our analysis shows that if the entire system is
in an energy eigenstate, the reduced density matrix of M
will be thermal with the temperature fixed by (3) with
(4) (see Appendix G for an evaluation of v and 7 for a
larger subsystem with a continuous eigenvalue density).
This implies that any subsystem S of M will be in a ther-
mal state, or more precisely, be described by the thermal
density matrix (2) with this temperature.

Therefore, our theory of eigenstate thermalization val-
idates the hypothesis (1)—(4) of Deutsch and Srednicki in
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general.
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Appendix A: Nesting of the ETH

Consider a subsystem S coupled weakly to the bath
B, and place the entire system in a thermal state with
temperature 3,

) = o 3 e ) (.

n

(A1)
Now apply the ETH to each eigenstate in the sum,

1
Trp an> <1/)n‘ = m Z e Pneu |¢;SL> <¢i|7 (A2)
o

where Z5(3,) = Trg (e’ﬂ"Hs) is the partition function
of the small subsystem S and (3, = —a\,. This yields

Tra(p(8) = Y 5755

1
2 gy e e @l

(A3)

for the reduced density matrix of the small system. Con-
sistency requires this to be equivalent to a canonical en-
semble with temperature 3, i.e.,

i —BAn 1 —Bneu L —Beu
zn = mE T mme

n

ALC)

Using (11), (12), and (13), we rewrite the Lh.s. of (A4)
as

etare,

/& —re(g)” ST
o / dre Z5(—a))

1.2 e(\/ax_ﬂ)gu

1 —sz
:E/dxe S varth) (A5)

where we have substituted x = \/a(/\—i—g). As we take

the limit of a large bath, we recover the r.h.s. of (A4)
as « decreases linearly with the volume V of the bath,

1
o X 3.

Appendix B: Numerical data for the overlaps

The numerical data for the overlaps [(¢.; [on ) as
shown in Fig. 1b validate the analytical result, in that
they follow a Cauchy-Lorentz distribution close to their
peak position. In Fig. 4, we plot the same overlap data
for the 18 site system with t = 6.25 x 10™* at energy
An = —0.95789 4+ 0.000 25 on a logarithmic scale. Close
to the peak positions, the Lorentzian fits in Fig. 4 match
the data well. Small deviation arise at overlap values
three orders of magnitude smaller than the maximum
overlap value. We also notice a slight asymmetry of the
overlaps with respect to their maximum position. To ac-
count for this, we defined the center position of the over-
lap curve, such that the integral in Eq. (48) is equal to
the sum rule (completeness of the eigenbases) in Eq. (44).
Since the observed asymmetry is very small, the hereby
defined center position agrees with the analytically cal-
culated result in (9) for the shift 1, in leading order of ¢.
Corrections to this formula might apply for larger ¢ with
possibly increased asymmetry.

To find the averaged overlap curve in Fig. 1b and 4, an
average is taken over N, = 3200 full eigenstates |t,,) in
a small energy interval around A, = —0.957 89+0.000 25.
For this, we sort the overlap values for all states in terms
of equally spaced boxes and average over all data in each
box individually. In Fig. 5 we analyse the statistics of
one of the boxes further. We choose the data point
closest to the half-width position of the Lorentzian at
E;— (A, —e1+m) = —71 (marked in red in Fig. 5a) and
plot a histogram of the absolute squares of the overlap
values in the corresponding box on a logarithmic scale
in Fig. 5b. An exponential function with decay con-
stant Kk = 591.06 fits the histogram. Thus, the absolute
squares of the overlap values at each data point follow an
exponential distribution. This indicates Gaussian distri-
butions of equal variance 02 = —1/(2k) = 8.46 x 1074
for the real and imaginary part of the overlap (¢, |¥n).
Since the overlap data points scale inversely as 1/N with
the Hilbert space dimension N as a result of the com-
pleteness of the basis, the variance o2 of these data points
must scale as 1/N2. One can verify both of these state-
ments numerically.
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FIG. 4. Numerical data of the absolute squares of the overlaps [(¢,: |1 )> plotted for g = 1 (blue) and p = 2 (orange) on a
logarithmic scale. The data are the same as depicted in Fig. 1b and were obtained in an 18 site lattice with t = 6.25 x 10™*
by averaging over N,y = 3200 states |t,,) around the energy A, = —0.95789 % 0.00025. Close to their peak, the overlap data
agrees with the Lorentzian fits (black for u = 1; grey for u = 2). We observe small deviations and asymmetries far away from

the peak positions.
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FIG. 5. (a) Numerical data of the absolute squares of the overlaps [(¢:|%n ) for 4 = 1 (blue) with a Lorentzian fit (orange).
We use the data shown in Fig. 1b in blue. (b) Distribution of overlap values for one data point marked in red in (a) close to
the left-handed half-width at half-maximum (HWHM) at E; — (A, — &1+ 11) & —y1 on a logarithmic scale. An exponential fit
confirms the exponential distribution of the squares of the overlaps.

From the Lorentzian fits to the absolute squares of the
overlap data, we can extract the half-width 7, and the
shift n,. The results for a 16 site lattice in an average
over 400 eigenstates |¢),,) in energy intervals close to the
values of A, 100 samples of Hp and two samples of X for
each Hp are shown in Fig. 3a,b of the main text in terms
of their sums and differences v, 7 and n; £12. In Fig. 6,
we plot the same data for the widths v, and ~- as well
as the shifts 77; and 72 again as a function of the energy
An. The numerical data are qualitatively described by

the analytical results shown as solid lines with shaded
regions to indicate the analytical error originating from
the uncertainty in the input parameters. Both 7, and
7, scale linearly with the interaction strength ¢ (matrix
variance of the interaction matrix X ) for all 1 and small
t. This is illustrated in Fig. 7, where we plot the same
data as in Fig. 6, but as a function of ¢ instead of A,.
The linear fits through the origin match the data. This
further confirms that v, — 0 and 7, — 0 with ¢ — 0,
as expected. In Fig. 7c and d we show that the shifts
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FIG. 6. (a) Lorentzian half-widths v, , (cf. (8)) for the two peaks of a system with 1 site in S and 15 sites in B, plotted as a
function of the total energy A, (b) Shifts 1, , (cf. (9)) for the same system, again plotted as a function of A,. In both plots,
the analytical results are shown as solid lines, with error intervals originating from the fit error of the parameters inserted into
(8) and (9). In Fig. 3a and b, we present the same data in terms of the sum and differences v1 + v2 and 71 £ 72.

My occur in opposite directions for = 1 and p = 2,
due to the repulsion effect of the interaction X described
in the main text. The only exception is the data point
at A\, = —2.27, where the thermal shift proportional to
the inverse temperature 8 o A, as an equal contribution
for all u surpasses the repulsion shift, which causes both
Lorentzians to be shifted in the same direction.

Appendix C: Numerical characterization of the
interaction matrix X

One of the key assumptions in our calculation of the
overlaps E[|(¢,.; |1/)n>|2] in Sect. V is our model for 0'12“-,1,]».
It describes the variances of the matrix elements of the
perturbation X in the unperturbed eigenbasis of S and

B and factorizes in a contribution wa for the subsystem
S and a contribution Tfj for the bath, as formulated in
(39). In this section, we analyze the matrix elements
Xyiwi = (ol X |¢r;) numerically.

Consider the Lorentzian peaks shown in Fig. 1b and
described in Appendix B. The overlap data are ob-
tained in an 18 site system with ¢ = 6.25 x 10~ for
3200 states |¢,) in a narrow energy interval around
An = —0.95789 £+ 0.00025. In Fig. 8, we plot the dis-
tribution of the real part of the off-diagonal matrix ele-
ments X,; ,; obtained within boxes of equal energy width
0F; = 0.1 around the Lorentzian peaks. For each scat-
tering (p,v) in S, we choose the center of the boxes at
the bath energy positions (E;, Ej) = (A — €, An — €4).
The off-diagonal elements of the boxes are collected in
normalized histograms. In all three histograms of Fig. 8,
we observe that their real part follows a Gaussian distri-
bution (cf. the Gaussian fits in orange). The variances of

the Gaussian fits are all different, due to their different
center positions within the bath energies. This reflects
the variance structure of X in the unperturbed eigenbasis
as shown in Fig. 2a for p,v = 1 and calculated in (40).
Due to Hermiticity, the variance for (u,v) = (1,2) is
equal to that for (u,v) = (2,1).

The histograms for the imaginary part of X,,; ,,; shown
in Fig. 9 are identical to those of the real part in Fig. 8.
This supports our assumption (19), i.e., that the real and
imaginary part of the matrix elements can be modelled as
independent random numbers drawn from Gaussian dis-
tributions. Since X is a local operator, which acts only
in a small region R of the lattice, we attribute this behav-
ior to the properties of the eigenbasis of B rather than
to the interaction Hamiltonian. Since the real and imag-
inary parts of each element X,,;,; are both described
by Gaussian distributions with standard deviation o, the
absolute squares | X ILi»Vj|2 follow an exponential distribu-
tion. This is shown in Fig. 10 on a logarithmic scale and
confirmed by exponential fits. The decay constants k of
the fits given by k = —1/(20?) agrees with the values
for o as determined in Fig. 8 and Fig. 9 for each plot,
respectively.

In Fig. 11, we evaluate the histograms for the diago-
nal elements X,; ,; in the two boxes with ; = v. They
also follow Gaussian distributions with variances approx-
imately twice as large as the variances of the real and
imaginary part in the off-diagonal elements of the same
box (cf. Fig. 8a,c and Fig. 9a,c). Combining the results,
the squared boxes around the diagonal for 1 = v resem-
ble (different) Gaussian unitary ensembles within each of
the given small energy intervals. This validates the form
of the ansatz (19), where the individual variances for the
real and imaginary part of X,;,; are given by Ufm‘,Vj /2
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FIG. 7. Lorentzian half-widths (a) 71,» and (b) 72,, as well as shifts (c) n1,» and (d) 72,, plotted as functions of the

interaction strength ¢, where ¢ is the second moment of the interaction matrix X. The different colors encode different energies
An. Linear fits through the origin confirm the proportionality of all displayed values to ¢.

for yu # v and i # j, while the variance of X,; i is 07, ;-
This results in the simple relation E[|Xm,,jj|2] =00

The variance structure of the whole matrix X,; ,;
shown in Fig. 12 is resolved in terms of the indices of
the bath eigenstates ¢, j, with the four plots correspond-
ing to the four scatterings (u,v) of the eigenstates in
S. For this analysis, we consider a 13 site lattice with
t=25x 1073 and an average over 100 random sam-
ples of Hg and two random samples of X for each Hg.
The heat maps for (u,v) = (1,1),(1,2),(2,1) and (2,2)
in Fig. 12 appear identical except for an overall scaling
factor. We observe a “leaf-shaped” distribution, with the
variance decreasing in an elliptic shape for elements that
are both further away from the diagonal and further away
from the boundary of the spectrum.

Since X acts inside a small region R of B, it can change
the energy of bath eigenstates only by the small amount
available to the region R, independently of the scatter-

ing in S. As a consequence, the scattering amplitude de-
creases for states associated with a larger energy differ-
ence (i.e., along the anti-diagonal). In addition, the vari-
ance model has to fulfill the normalization property (41),
where the sum over each row or column is normalized to
one. Since the eigenvalue density is a Gaussian, the mean
energy difference between neighboring states increases to-
wards the boundary, resulting in a smaller number of
eigenstates inside the scattering width. Hence, the vari-
ance must increase towards the boundary of the spectrum
with a suppressed eigenvalue density and fewer scatter-
ing elements available, which explains the pointed ends
of the “leaf”.

When the plot is recast in terms of the bath energies
E; and Ej; instead of the indices 7 and j in Fig. 13, the
band character of the variance model becomes visible. It
shows, that the scattering width stays constant through-
out the spectrum resulting in concise energetic lines of
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FIG. 8. Analysis of the off-diagonal elements X,,;,,; of the interaction matrix X between S and B with variance t = 6.25 x 10™%
for an 18 site lattice. With eigenenergies €12 = F0.1 in S, we extract boxes of width JE; = 0.1 around the bath energies

(Eiij) = (A” - EI—HA”I -

€,) of the scattering (u,v) in S, where E; is the row and Ej; the column energy. We choose

An = —0.95789 £ 0.000 25 in correspondence with Figs. 4 and 5. This leads to boxes centered around the approximate location
of the overlap peaks of | (¢ |1n)|* at E; = A\, — &, for u = 1,2. We show the distribution of the real part of the off-diagonal
elements for the scatterings (i, v) = (a) (1,1), (b) (1,2) and (c) (2,2). Gaussian fits in orange agree well with the numerical
data, with their fitted standard deviation denoted in the legend of each plot.
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FIG. 9. Distribution of the imaginary part of the off-diagonal elements for the scatterings shown in Fig. 8. The fitted standard
deviations denoted in the legend of each plot are equal to the standard deviations of the real part shown there.

constant scattering amplitude. This suggests that the
variances are a function of the bath energies E; and E;.
Furthermore, we find a “quasi-periodicity” of the scat-
tering in the bulk of the spectrum where the variance is,
up to a normalization factor, determined by a function
of the energy difference E; — E;.

To discern the functional dependence of the variance
model on the energy difference E; — E;, we extract the
variance for a line along the anti-diagonal direction of the
matrix for all scattering sectors (p,v) in Fig. 14. The
figure suggests that the variance Tfj in B corresponds
roughly to a Gaussian with an additional peak at zero,
which we attribute to finite-size effects. Due to the con-
struction of the Hamiltonian in (15), with twice as many
off-diagonal scattering terms (61 or 62 acting on site 1)
of X in S as diagonal ones (63 acting on site 1), the vari-
ances for (p,v) = (1,1) and (p,v) = (2,2) are smaller

than the variances in (u,v) = (1,2). Specifically, we ex-
pect 0f, = 035 = 1/3 and 07, = 03, = 2/3. This
is numerically confirmed in Fig. 14d, where 2 x U%Mj
and 2 x 05i72j agree with J%i,2j' The results additionally

verify that the scattering of X in S and B is indepen-
dent, resulting in a factorization of the variance through
0% = 00, Tiy as described in (39).

Fig. 15 shows the variance of Xy;; with p,v =1 1in
S for three different cross-sections parallel to the anti-
diagonal line in the matrix. We observe that the vari-
ance increases by a scaling prefactor as we move towards
the boundary of the spectrum, while its overall shape re-
mains the same. This is best seen in Fig. 15d, where
the variance along the three cross-sections is normalized
such that their maximum value is equal to one. The re-
sults confirm the “quasi-periodicity” in X,; ,;, with the
variance 7’% in B depending solely on the bath energy dif-
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FIG. 11. Analysis of the diagonal elements of the interaction matrix X we analyzed in Fig. 8 and 9. We again extract boxes
of width § E; = 0.1 around the bath energies (E;, E;) = (An — €4, An — €,) for g = 1,2. This leads to the boxes centered around
the approximate location of the overlap peaks of |(¢m|wn)|2 at By = A\, — ¢, for p = 1,2. We show the distribution of the
diagonal elements in the boxes for (a) p =1 and (b) u = 2. Gaussian fits in orange agree well with the numerical data, while
their fitted standard deviation denoted in the legends is v/2 times the standard deviation of the real part for the corresponding

plots with p = v in Fig. 8.

ference E; — E; and an energy-dependent overall scaling
factor, as reflected in (40).

72

To determine the scaling factor in 7;;, we plot the in-
verse of the off-diagonal variance of the matrix X,; ,;
along its diagonal direction in Fig. 16 for different values
of p,v. In this plot, we see again that Tfj is twice as
large for u # v as compared to u = v. When normalized
such that the maximum value is one in Fig. 16d, the data
agrees with the density of states of the bath pg(E), being
normalized in the same way. Thus, we conclude that the
scaling factor is inversely proportional to the eigenvalue
density. To symmetrize the result in the indices 7 and
4, we incorporate the square root of the product of the
eigenvalue density at I; and E; in the variance model

(cf. Eq. (40)). The numerical results validate our Ansatz
for Jii’yj.

Finally, note that the figures 14 or 15 are also used to
obtain the value of the scattering width Ag, which is an
input parameter in the analytical expressions for v, and
7, given in (8) and (9). For this, we perform a Gaussian
fit as shown in Fig. 2b.

Tfj of the elements in X

Appendix D: Variances
We now derive (40) under the following assumptions.
First, there is no correlation between the scattering ele-
ments in the small matrix XS® which acts only on the
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X with t = 2.5 x 1073, obtained in boxes of size (25 x 25) matrix elements in a 13 site lattice and plotted with respect to the
matrix indices. The variance is averaged over 100 random samples of Hg and two samples of X for each Hg and plotted on a
logarithmic color scale. The matrix is separated into four blocks, where the substructure describes the scattering of eigenstates
with energies (E;, E;) in B. Each block corresponds to a scattering of eigenstates in S with (u,v) = (a) (1,1), (b) (1,2), (c)
(2,1) and (d) (2,2). We observe a “leaf”-shaped distribution due to the suppressed eigenvalue density towards the boundary

of the spectrum.

part of the Hilbert space describing S and R, and the
energy of the states in R. Second, the eigenvalue density
of the region R is given by a Gaussian,

1 g2
(e = e~ A%) o
Third, the coupling between R and the remainder of the
bath B\ R is infinitesimal.

For this calculation, we use the notation of the main
text but with the system S now representing the region
R, the bath B the region B \ R, and the entire system
S U B the bath B. In this language, we are interested in
the matrix elements

Yom = (¥nl YS@1P® [¥m) (D2)

of an perturbation Y® with unit matrix variance acting
only on S, or more precisely, in the variances of these
elements,

2 = B[] V5 @ 1% [th) (| V5 @ 1% )] . (D3)

Since we assume that the matrix ele-
ments Y5, = (¢}|Y¥[¢]) are uncorrelated,
E[YNSVYVS/ “,] = O O S 2,, with  normalization

> s, = Ng, we may rewrite (D3) as
Tim =2 S
n%
> B Gpi) (i m) (| bus) (Spi|n)]

ij

(D4)
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Heat map representation with Grioud shading type of the off-diagonal variance 0;2“»7,,]' of X for the eigenstate
), (c) (2,1) and (d) (2,2) for the 13 site system of Fig. 12. The variance is again

obtained in boxes with (25 x 25) elements and plotted as a function of the mean bath energies E; and E;. The variance along
the diagonal direction of the matrix increases towards the edges, and falls off in the perpendicular direction. The band character
of the matrix X with a well-defined, energy-independent scattering width Ay is visible.

Since the phases of the overlaps are only correlated for
i = 7, we obtain

2 2
Tom = E Suv g XpinXvi,m-
ng [

For the last sum, we refer to (64). Since we assume
an infinitesimal coupling ¢, we take 7,,v, — 0, such
that the Cauchy distribution turns into §(w+e,—¢,) with
w = Ay — Ap. With (13) and bg = ;8Ag,

7% = Ngexp(33°A}) = Ng e (D6)

Replacing the sums over p and v by integrals, we obtain

(D5)

7_2 _ NS 678b§
nm
N/ p(An) p(Am)
1 /
'/ds de’ pr(e)pr(e) (e, e') e 2P+ §(wre—c').

(D7)

Due to our assumption that the variances of VS are not
correlated with the energies of the states in R they scat-
ter, we may replace ¢2(¢,&’) — 1/Ns in the integral. With

(D1),
1
pr(c) e 2% = pp (e+3BA) €2 |
such that
RN e N [ on@ )
nm — R R
Nv/p(An) p(Am)

_41,2 w2
()

With 7, = 755, N = NB, p = pB, M\ = B, Ay = Ej,
w — E; — E;, and Agr — %Ao, br — %bo, we recover
(40).
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of X in a 13 site lattice with ¢ = 2.5 x 1072 for the eigenstate scattering (u,v) = (a)

(1,1), (b) (1,2) and (c) (2,2). We plot the variance for a cross-section along the anti-diagonal of the matrix from the data
of Fig. 13 as a function of the bath energy difference E; — E;. In (d), we plot (a-c) on top of each other with the variances
for 4 = v scaled by a factor of two. The variance in all four blocks is identical except for a global prefactor, confirming the
factorization o7,; ,; = o7, 77; assumed in (39) with o7, = 03, = 1/3 and of, = 03; = 2/3.

If the coupling tr between the region R and the re-
mainder of the bath B\ R is not small, we need to replace
the d-function in (D7) by a Lorentzian with half-width
Yu + Vv, and no analytic solution is possible. An approx-
imate way to account for the coupling is to devide the
matrix variance tg equally between R and B\ R, i.e., to
replace A% — A% + $tg in (D8).

Appendix E: Numerical results for the reduced
density matrix

With our analytical results on the eigenvector over-
laps, we derived the canonical ensemble within the sub-
system S by considering the reduced density matrix in
S, obtained from the density matrix of a single quantum
state. In the main text, we have shown that the diag-
onal entries of the reduced density matrix describing S

follow a Boltzmann distribution with shifted energy lev-
els, while its off-diagonal entries scale with 1/ V/N, and
hence decrease exponentially with the system size of the
bath. In this section, we present numerical evidence and
confirmation.

The diagonal elements of the reduced den-
sity matrix are shown in Fig. 17 for a sys-
tem with a total of {10,11,12,13,14,15,16}
lattice sites and interaction strengths
t = {5.92,5.08,4.44,4.10,3.77,3.36,3.13} x 1073.
We take an average over N, = {50,

100, 200, 400, 800, 1600, 3200} states [¢,) in narrow
intervals around the desired energy A,, as well as an
additional average over 100 samples of Hp and two
samples of X for each Hg. The averaged energy intervals
around A, are held approximately constant independent
of the system size. In Fig. 17a, we plot the ratio p11/pao
with respect to the Hilbert space dimension N, as in
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Wi, vj

We extract the variance along three different cross-sections in the anti-diagonal direction in the matrix with an offset of (a) 0%,
(b) 24% and (c) 61% from the blue anti-diagonal line, as shown in the inset of (d). (d) Variance along the cross-sections in
(a-c), normalized such that the maximum value of each data set is equal to one. The numerical data confirm that the variance
along these directions is identical except for an energy dependent prefactor, and hence only dependent on the energy difference

Ei — E;.

Fig. 3c in the main text. The ratio stays constant with
system size and agrees with the theoretical prediction of
Boltzmann factors, with 8 computed from the eigenvalue
density of width Ay = 1.065, with small deviations at
Ap = —1.72 due to the suppressed eigenvalue density at
the spectral boundary.

From the diagonal of the reduced density matrix in
subsystem S, we can compute the inverse temperature
B by fitting the corresponding Boltzmann distribution.
The results are shown in Fig. 17b. The solid lines in
Fig. 17b represent the theoretical expectation according
to B = —An/A2, and matches the numerical results.
This confirms the thermal behavior of subsystem S in
the quantum system at an exact eigenstate with the in-
verse temperate computed as the energy derivative of the
entropy S(E) x —In(p(E)).

In addition to the average values of the reduced density

matrix, we have evaluated their variance as a function of
the total Hilbert space size N. The results are shown
in Fig. 18 in a double-logarithmic plot. The variance
of both the diagonal elements p1; (Fig. 18a) and the off-
diagonals p12 (Fig. 18b) follow a power law in the Hilbert
space dimension N, which corresponds to an exponential
decrease with the system size L. In contrast to the aver-
ages of |p12|, which fall off as 1/\/N, the variances of p11
and p1o decrease approximately as 1/N, as one can see
from the fitted exponents k = 1.

Finally, we consider a quantum system with three sites
in S and 13 sites in B. For this system, Fig. 19 displays
the thermal occupations p,,, of the numerically obtained
reduced density matrix. The 8 states in S follow roughly
an exponential distribution for all state energies \,,, as
demonstrated by the exponential fits. The decay con-
stant 8 corresponds to the inverse temperature.
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of X in a 13 site lattice with ¢ = 2.5 x 1072 for the eigenstate scattering (u,v) = (a)

(1,1), (b) (1,2) and (c) (2,2). We plot the off-diagonal variance along the diagonal direction of the matrix from the same
data as shown in Fig. 13 as a function of the mean bath energy E;, which is equal to E;. (d) Plot of (a-c) together with the
eigenvalue density ps(F) of the bath, normalized such that the maximum position is one for each curve. The variance in all
four blocks is identical except for a global prefactor. This confirms the factorization (39) as well as the energy dependence of

the prefactor in (40).

Appendix F: Validity of Ansatz (43) for strong
coupling

In Sect. V, we found that the canonical ensemble for
subsystem S, and in particular the diagonal entities for
the reduced density matrix (61), does not depend on
the details of the solution of the Casati-Girko formal-
ism, but only on the validity of Ansatz (43) for the over-
lap functions. As we obtained the analytic solution for
weak coupling matrices X*, we found that G, (A, —i0%),
and hence x,(z), depends on a,; and A, only through
T =G — Ap — Ny NV = ﬁ(w — &) + b1 (see (57) and
(58)), as asserted in (43). In this Appendix, we will show
that this dependence, and hence the canonical ensemble,
prevails even if the coupling is strong, and the problem
not amenable to analytic solution.

The only assumption we need to make is that the

variances of the scattering elements 77 depend, apart
form the normalization prefactors related to the eigen-
value densities pg(F;) and pg(E;), only on the difference
Ei - Ej, i.e.,

T Ny Vre(E:)ps(E;)’

where the peak function f(w) has be symmetric and con-
sistent with the normalization (41), which now reads

A very reasonable choice for f(w) is the Gaussian of (40)
we derived in D, but no specific choice is required for the
argument.



23

(@ 16 (b) 2.0 20
’ e 1,=-172 e 1,=-043 e 2,=057 ° ®  inverse temp.
. ® 2,=-091 ® 1,=0.06 ® 2,=110 1.51 A temperature T |15
§~ —— theoretical 8
é 141 ® ® L] ° ° ° % 1.0 —— theoretical T -} 10
=~ 5 e =
g 2 051 s 5
on — =
= & =
O e S ——— g 00 0 £
g e Bl - g
= Q =
% ' ik Sk’ bk Jeibb Sk Skl o % —0.51 =5 8
8 :
° 107 c&cccecccce=c—e= == ===e====e- = —1.01 L—10
?é [ il -1.51 r—15
_.____.’____..___..____..___..____...
081 — —~ 2.0 : : -20
10 10 -1 0 1
Hilbert space dimension N [log scale] full energy A,

FIG. 17. (a) Ratio of the diagonal values p11 and paa of the reduced density matrix in a two-state subsystem S plotted as
a function of the total Hilbert space dimension N (scaled logarithmically) and for different energies A,. An average is taken
over 100 samples of Hg and two samples of X for each Hg. The dashed line represents the theoretical expectation obtained
from the inverse temperature §, as computed from the density of states with Ao = 1.065. We use the data of Fig. 3c. (b)
Inverse temperature 8 and temperature T as computed from the data in (a). The color coding of the data points matches that
of (a). The theoretical expectation represented as a solid line computed with 8 = —\,/AZ, from the density of states with
Aot = 1.065 shows sufficient agreement with the data.
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FIG. 18. Variance of the entries pi11 and |pi2| of the reduced density matrix for a two-state subsystem S plotted as a function
of the total Hilbert space dimension N in a double-logarithmic plot. The variance is computed for the data of Figs. 3c, 3d,
and 17 by taking into account the matrix elements for states |1,) in narrow intervals around the desired energy A,, for all 100
samples of fIB, and 200 samples of X. Fits with exponent k confirm a power law behavior with an exponent close to —1, i.e.,
a scaling o< 1/N.

With this assumption, we now show that if we start we will obtain an overlap function x,(au; —An—7,) which
the Casati—Girko iteration with an Ansatz for the overlap likewise depends only on the combination a,; — Ap, — 7.
function of the form (58), Using (51), we find

N Xif(am’ = An = 1)
M N p(aws — 1) p(n)

1 1 -
—ImRy, (6 —107) = ¢ 27T i ay; — € —ny).

; (F3) (F4)
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FIG. 19. Diagonal entries p,, of the reduced density matrix in a system with three sites in S and 13 sites in B on a logarithmic
scale. Exponential fits, from which the inverse temperature g is extracted, are in good agreement with the data, confirming
the Boltzmann distribution of the diagonal elements of the reduced density matrix.

Substitution into (53) yields

1. 1
—Im G-ty => o2, > 3 - ImR!, (¢ —i0")
v J

= ngw /da e+%’3((“*5v)*(aure“))
) 3 —= in
(a2~ (ai=2) 2 P - €~ )

= Z U;Qw gV(a’ui_g_n/A_Euu) ) (F5)
where €, = (€, —nu) — (v — ) and

6,() = e"27¢ / dw f(@)XP(@+C).  (F6)

Using the Kramers—Kronig relation (54), we obtain
5 gv(u'+0")
ReGl,(\) = 302, ][du’ LA ()

where we have defined v’ = X\, =&, v/ = api—An—1—€ -
Combining (F5) and (F7), we obtain the Wieltjes trans-
formation

Glidn —i107) =) 02, (][du’ W + iwgy(v’)).
" (F8)

As we substitute (F8) into (58), we see that x,(z)
depends on a,; and A, only through the combination
T=ay — A — 1y (using v’ =z —¢g,,).

Appendix G: Lorentzian half-width «(¢) and shift
n(e) for a large subsystem S

We now assume that the system S is still small com-
pared to B, but large enough that its eigenvalue density
is given by a Gaussian with variance A%, and that X
scatters only degrees of freedom in a small region Q of S.
The variances o7, will take a form similar to (40) for 7.
The difference is that we need O’Zu for all energies, and
hence all temperatures, of the finite system S, while we
could assume an infinite bath B, and hence a constant

temperature 8, when we evaluated 7. in Appendix D.
To calculate Ufw, we hence redo the calculation, but
now assume Gaussian eigenvalue densities (D1) not only
with variance A(ZQ for the region Q, but also for B and
the entire system, with respective variances A% and AZ ;.
We make the same three assumptions as in Appendix D,
and again use the notation of the main text, but with the
system S now representing the region Q, the bath B the
region S\ Q, and the entire system S U B the system S.
In this language, we find again (D5),

2 E 2 §
Tnm - guz/ X}Li,nxui,mv
nv i

but this time,

(G1)

we have to evaluate the sum over

i using a Gaussian eigenvalue density. With
Xpin = 0(aui—An)/Np(A,), we obtain
1 pe(An—cp)
i,nXvi,m — O(we —&v),
2 XuimXrim = R S0 o) O o)

(G2)



> Ns
" Np(An) p(Am)

~—| = ~—

Np(An) p(Am

Substituting Gaussians with variances AQQ, A%, and

Az, = A%+ A%Q for the eigenvalue densities pq, pg,
and p, we obtain

) 1 1 1 & ’
T = N VR, P Ay (“’“”Azm) /
(G4)
where
A2
A6:2AQ1/1—K?M. (G5)

Note that since A = —8AZ | (see (12)), in the large bath

limit Agor > Aq, G4 becomes
1 B 2\’
———— w—"A
Ay® <w 47" > ] 7

(G6)

T2 = 71 71 ex
" NpOn) VT Dy T

which is equivalent to (D8) with Ag = 2Ag.
With 7, — ou, N — Ns, p = ps, \n — €p,
Am = €v, W — €, — €, and Ayoy — Ag, we obtain

1 1
ol =

1 2
W= Neps(en) vrdy O F [_%2 (ev—eu(1-9))
(G7)

)

where ¢ = 4%/A2 denotes the ratio between the variances
of the region Q and the system S, and

Af=20qg/1 - 3q.

(G8)

5[4 patelrate+ ) mmir—e).
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where w = A, — A,,. This yields

/da de’ pq(e)pq(e’) (e, €') pp(An—e) 6 (wte—e')

(

To calculate y(¢) and n(e) to first order in ¢, we sub-
stitute (G7) into (53) with A, =0,

1 5 .
;Im g;i(g —i0™)

1 1 2
- m /ds exp [_Aéf(g —e,(1—4q)) }
1
. exp {N(amgnysﬁHbOAO)ﬂ
0

1 1 )

= m exp [—Ag(am—ﬁ—nu—aﬂﬁbvo) } , (G9)
where A2 = A)® + A2 = 4A8 (1—3q) +4A3. Fol-
lowing the same steps as from (53) to (57), the Wieltjes
transformation becomes

G = g e (—erfi(9)+)

2

(G10)

where © = z- (@i —An =1y —€,q+b0Ao) = a7 (T +10, =10
—Euq+ boAo).
To first order in ¢, we hence obtain

N

~v(e) = tA—ze (G11)

and
(G12)

where € = Aiz(sq—bOAo).
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