
ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

05
39

9v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

ta
t-

m
ec

h]
  8

 J
un

 2
02

4

High-precision simulation of finite-size thermalizing

systems at long times

Yichen Huang (黄溢辰)∗

Department of Physics, Harvard University, Cambridge, Massachusetts
02138, USA

June 11, 2024

Abstract

To simulate thermalizing systems at long times, the most straightforward approach
is to calculate the thermal properties at the corresponding energy. In a quantum many-
body system of size N , for local observables and many initial states, this approach has
an error of O(1/N), which is reminiscent of the finite-size error of the equivalence of
ensembles. In this paper, we propose a simple and efficient numerical method so that
the simulation error is of higher order in 1/N . This finite-size error scaling is proved
by assuming the eigenstate thermalization hypothesis.

1 Introduction

Thermalization is one of the most remarkable phenomena in nature. Consider an isolated
quantum many-body system governed by the Hamiltonian H and initialized in a pure state
|ψ(0)〉. Let S be a small subsystem and S̄ be its complement (rest of the system). Let

|ψ(t)〉 = e−iHt|ψ(0)〉, ψ(t)S := trS̄ |ψ(t)〉〈ψ(t)| (1)

be the state and its reduced density matrix of S at time t ∈ R. Let

ρ = e−βH/ tr(e−βH) (2)

be a thermal state at the same energy, i.e., the inverse temperature β is determined from

Eψ := 〈ψ(0)|H|ψ(0)〉 = tr(ρH). (3)

Thermalization means [1] that at long times,
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• ψ(t)S becomes almost independent of time, i.e., its temporal fluctuation vanishes in
the thermodynamic limit. This is known as equilibration.

• ‖ψ∞
S − ρS‖1 vanishes in the thermodynamic limit, where ψ∞

S is the equilibrated ψ(t)S,
and ρS := trS̄ ρ is the reduced density matrix of the thermal state (2).

Despite the existence of counterexamples, it is generally believed that thermalization usually
occurs.

Our goal is to compute ψ∞
S in thermalizing systems. To this end, the baseline is to

compute ρS. For one-dimensional systems, this can be done very efficiently on a (classical)
computer [2–4]. While it is (numerically) exact in the thermodynamic limit, this baseline has
a finite-size error: In a system of size N , for many initial states (e.g., states with exponential
decay of correlations),

‖ψ∞
S − ρS‖1 = O(1/N). (4)

Note that the prefactor hidden in the big-O notation is generically nonzero (although in
fine-tuned cases, ‖ψ∞

S − ρS‖1 can be of higher order in 1/N).
The scaling (4) can be understood as the finite-size error of the equivalence of ensembles

(here we only explain the intuition; a quantitative argument is given later in this paper).
Let ρmc be the uniform classical mixture of eigenstates in a small energy window such that

tr(ρmcH) = tr(ρH), (5)

i.e., ρmc represents the microcanonical ensemble at the same energy. Let ρmc
S := trS̄ ρ

mc. It
is well known that

‖ρmc
S − ρS‖1 ∼ 1/N. (6)

Let {|j〉}j=1,2,... be a complete set of eigenstates of H . We write the initial state as a
superposition of eigenstates

|ψ(0)〉 =
∑

j

cj|j〉. (7)

Under mild assumptions (e.g., the spectrum of H has non-degenerate gaps), equilibration
and dephasing can be proved [5, 6] so that ψ∞

S = trS̄ ψ
∞, where

ψ∞ :=
∑

j

p′j|j〉〈j|, p′j := |cj|2 (8)

is the so-called diagonal ensemble [7]. While the microcanonical and diagonal ensembles are
different, it is unsurprising that their finite-size error scaling with respect to the canonical
ensemble is the same.

For a moderate system size, say, N = 50 spins, Eq. (4) predicts a finite-size error of
≃ 0.02, which may not be small enough for practical purposes. Unfortunately, Eq. (4), as a
physical scaling relation, cannot be improved. In this paper, we computationally overcome
the limitation suggested by Eq. (4). We propose a simple and efficient numerical method
that constructs an approximation to ψ∞

S from ρ (rather than directly outputs ρS) such that
the approximation error is of higher order in 1/N .

The eigenstate thermalization hypothesis (ETH) [7–11] provides an explanation for the
emergence of statistical mechanics from the unitary evolution of quantum systems. Although
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not all thermalizing systems satisfy the ETH [12], almost all of them do. The ETH says
that the eigenstate expectation values are a smooth function of energy density. It implies
the equivalence of ensembles with the finite-size error scaling (4), (6) [13]. We show that in
the thermodynamic limit, not only the scaling of ‖ψ∞

S − ρS‖1 but also the leading term of
ψ∞
S − ρS can be calculated using the ETH. Adding this term to ρS, the error is reduced to

higher order in 1/N .

2 Results

Consider a chain of N spins so that the dimension of the Hilbert space is d = dNloc, where dloc
(a constant) is the local dimension of each spin. The system is governed by a translation-
invariant local Hamiltonian H with periodic boundary conditions. (We impose translational
invariance and periodic boundary conditions for simplicity. Neither is absolutely necessary
for our argument below.) Let T be the (unitary) lattice translation operator, which acts on
the computational basis states as

T(|x1〉 ⊗ |x2〉 ⊗ · · · ⊗ |xN〉) = |x2〉 ⊗ |x3〉 ⊗ · · · ⊗ |xN 〉 ⊗ |x1〉 (9)

with xl ∈ {0, 1, . . . , dloc − 1} for l = 1, 2, . . . , N . We write the Hamiltonian as

H =

N−1
∑

l=0

Hl, Hl = T
−lhTl, (10)

where h is a Hermitian operator acting on spins at positions 1, 2, . . . , k for some constant k.
Assume without loss of generality that trh = 0 (traceless) and ‖h‖ = 1 (unit operator norm).
Let {|j〉}dj=1 be a complete set of translation-invariant eigenstates of H with corresponding
energies {Ej}.

Suppose that the initial state |ψ(0)〉 has exponential decay of correlations. This includes
all product states (each spin is disentangled from all other spins), whose correlation length
is zero. Note that |ψ(0)〉 may not be translationally invariant.

If we measure the energy density of |ψ(0)〉, we obtain Ej/N with probability p′j. Expo-
nential decay of correlations implies that this probability distribution is concentrated around
the energy density eψ := Eψ/N of |ψ(0)〉 [14]. Thus, only a neighborhood of eψ is relevant.
We assume the ETH in such a neighborhood.

Assumption 1 (eigenstate thermalization hypothesis). Let ǫ be an arbitrarily small positive
constant. For any local operator A with ‖A‖ = O(1), there is a sequence of functions
{fN : [eψ − ǫ, eψ + ǫ] → {z ∈ C : |z| = O(1)}} (one for each system size N) such that

∣

∣〈j|A|j〉 − fN (Ej/N)
∣

∣ ≤ 1/poly(N) (11)

for all j with |Ej/N−eψ| ≤ ǫ, where poly(N) denotes a polynomial of sufficiently high degree
in N . We assume that each fN (x) is smooth in the sense of having a Taylor expansion to
some low order around x = eψ:

fN (eψ + δ) = fN(eψ) + f ′
N(eψ)δ + f ′′

N(eψ)δ
2/2 + f ′′′

N (eψ)δ
3/6 +O(δ4), ∀|δ| ≤ ǫ. (12)
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In quantum chaotic systems, it was proposed analytically [13] and supported by numerical
simulations [15] that the left-hand side of (11) is exponentially small in N . For our purposes,
however, a (much weaker) inverse polynomial upper bound suffices.

We are ready to present our main result. Suppose Eψ is not too close to the edges of the
spectrum such that β, determined from Eq. (3), is O(1). For notational simplicity, let

G := H − Eψ, g := h− eψ. (13)

Theorem 1. For any local operator A with ‖A‖ = O(1), Assumption 1 implies that

tr(ψ∞A) = tr(ρA) +O(1/N2)

+
1

2N tr(ρGg)

(

1− 〈ψ(0)|G2|ψ(0)〉
N tr(ρGg)

)(

tr(ρG2g) tr(ρGA)

tr(ρGg)
+ tr

(

ρG2
(

tr(ρA)− A
))

)

. (14)

The second line of Eq. (14) is O(1/N) and can be calculated from the thermal properties
of the system at energy density eβ.

In the language of reduced density matrices, Eq. (14) can be stated as1

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2N tr(ρGg)

(

1− 〈ψ(0)|G2|ψ(0)〉
N tr(ρGg)

)(

tr(ρG2g) trS̄(ρG)

tr(ρGg)
+ tr(ρG2)ρS − trS̄(ρG

2)

)

+ ρS − ψ∞
S

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

= O(1/N2). (15)

Thus, we obtain an approximation to ψ∞
S such that the finite-size error is O(1/N2).

3 Proofs

If we measure the energy density of either ψ∞ or ρ, we obtain a probability distribution
concentrated around eψ. Thus, it suffices to study fN (eψ), f

′
N(eψ), f

′′
N(eψ), . . ., which char-

acterize f(x) near x = eψ. Our proof consists of two steps. First, Lemma 3 expresses
fN(eψ), f

′
N(eψ), f

′′
N(eψ) with ρ, whose properties can be computed efficiently. Then, we use

this information to calculate tr(ψ∞A). Both steps make heavy use of the Taylor expansion
(12). Similar methods were used in Refs. [10, 13, 16–18]. Our main technical contribution is
a rigorous calculation of the finite-size error, especially in the finite-temperature case. Both
our intermediate and final results (Theorem 1, Lemma 3, Corollary 1) are new.

The support of an operator is the set of spins it acts non-trivially on. Let dist(A1, A2) be
the distance between the supports of two operators A1, A2. In one-dimensional translation-
invariant systems, the thermal state ρ at any inverse temperature β = O(1) has exponential
decay of correlations [2, 4]

| tr(ρA1A2)− tr(ρA1) tr(ρA2)| = ‖A1‖‖A2‖O(e−dist(A1,A2)/ξ), (16)

where the correlation length ξ is a constant that depends on β.

1I thank Soonwon Choi for pointing out that Eq. (14) can be stated as Eq. (15).
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Let

pj := e−βEj
/

d
∑

j=1

e−βEj , Fj := Ej − Eψ, Gl := Hl − eψ (17)

so that F1, F2, . . . , Fd are the eigenvalues of G.

Lemma 1 (moments).

d
∑

j=1

pjFj = tr(ρG) = 0, (18)

d
∑

j=1

pjF
2
j = tr(ρG2) = N tr(ρGg) = Θ(N), (19)

d
∑

j=1

pjF
3
j = tr(ρG3) = N tr(ρG2g) = O(N), (20)

d
∑

j=1

pjF
4
j = tr(ρG4) = 3 tr2(ρG2) +O(N) = 3N2 tr2(ρGg) +O(N), (21)

d
∑

j=1

pjF
5
j = tr(ρG5) = O(N2), (22)

d
∑

j=1

pjF
6
j = tr(ρG6) = O(N3). (23)

Proof of Eq. (19). The second equality is due to the translational invariance of G and ρ.
− tr(ρG2) is the heat capacity with respect to the inverse temperature β. Exponential decay
of correlations (16) implies that it is extensive.

Proof of Eqs. (20), (22), (23). Equation (23) is a special case of Lemma 4.1 in Ref. [14]. To
prove Eq. (20), we improve the proof of Lemma 4.1 in Ref. [14]. Let

D(l1, l2) := min{|l1 − l2|, N − |l1 − l2|} (24)

be the distance between Gl1 and Gl2 . For any tuple (l1, l2, . . . , ln), let

D(l1, l2, . . . , ln) := max
i∈{1,2,...,n}

min
j 6=i

D(li, lj) (25)

so that
|{(l1, l2, l3) ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}3 : D(l1, l2, l3) = r}| = NO(r + 1). (26)

Since tr(ρGj) = 0 for all j, exponential decay of correlations (16) implies that

tr(ρGl1Gl2Gl3) = O(e−D(l1,l2,l3)/ξ). (27)
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Therefore,

tr(ρG3) =

N−1
∑

l1,l2,l3=0

tr(ρGl1Gl2Gl3) =
∑

r≥0

∑

l1,l2,l3:D(l1,l2,l3)=r

tr(ρGl1Gl2Gl3)

≤
∑

r≥0

NO(r + 1)e−r/ξ = O(N). (28)

Equation (22) can be proved in the same way as Eq. (20).

Proof of Eq. (21). Let

Tr := {(l1, l2, l3, l4) ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}4 : D(l1, l2, l3, l4) = r}, (29)

T ′
r,1 :=

{

(l1, l2, l3, l4) ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}4 : max{D(l1, l2), D(l3, l4)} = r
}

, (30)

T ′
r,2 :=

{

(l1, l2, l3, l4) ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}4 : max{D(l1, l3), D(l2, l4)} = r
}

, (31)

T ′
r,3 :=

{

(l1, l2, l3, l4) ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}4 : max{D(l1, l4), D(l2, l3)} = r
}

, (32)

Tr,i = Tr ∩ T ′
r,i, i = 1, 2, 3 (33)

so that

Tr = Tr,1 ∪ Tr,2 ∪ Tr,3, |Tr,1 ∩ Tr,2| = NO(r + 1), |T ′
r,i \ Tr,i| = NO(r2). (34)

Exponential decay of correlations (16) implies that

tr(ρGl1Gl2Gl3Gl4) = O(e−D(l1,l2,l3,l4)/ξ), tr(ρGl1Gl2) = O(e−D(l1,l2)/ξ). (35)

Therefore,

tr(ρG4) =

N−1
∑

l1,l2,l3,l4=0

tr(ρGl1Gl2Gl3Gl4) =
∑

r≥0

∑

(l1,l2,l3,l4)∈Tr

tr(ρGl1Gl2Gl3Gl4)

≈
3

∑

i=1

∑

r≥0

∑

(l1,l2,l3,l4)∈Tr,i

tr(ρGl1Gl2Gl3Gl4), (36)

where the approximation error is upper bounded by

∑

r≥0

NO(r + 1)e−r/ξ = O(N). (37)

Since min{tr(ρGl1Gl2), tr(ρGl3Gl4)} = O(e−r/ξ) for (l1, l2, l3, l4) ∈ T ′
r,1,

tr2(ρG2) =
∑

r≥0

∑

(l1,l2,l3,l4)∈T ′

r,1

tr(ρGl1Gl2) tr(ρGl3Gl4)

≈
∑

r≥0

∑

(l1,l2,l3,l4)∈Tr,1

tr(ρGl1Gl2) tr(ρGl3Gl4), (38)
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where the approximation error is upper bounded by
∑

r≥0

NO(r2)e−r/ξ = O(N). (39)

Since
∑

(l1,l2,l3,l4)∈Tr,1
dist(Gl1

Gl2
,Gl3

Gl4
)≤r

| tr(ρGl1Gl2Gl3Gl4)− tr(ρGl1Gl2) tr(ρGl3Gl4)| = NO(r2 + 1)e−r/ξ, (40)

∑

(l1,l2,l3,l4)∈Tr,1
dist(Gl1

Gl2
,Gl3

Gl4
)>r

| tr(ρGl1Gl2Gl3Gl4)− tr(ρGl1Gl2) tr(ρGl3Gl4)|

=
∑

r′>r

∑

(l1,l2,l3,l4)∈Tr,1
dist(Gl1

Gl2
,Gl3

Gl4
)=r′

O(e−r
′/ξ) =

∑

r′>r

NO(r + 1)e−r
′/ξ = NO(r + 1)e−r/ξ, (41)

we obtain
∑

r≥0

∑

(l1,l2,l3,l4)∈Tr,1

| tr(ρGl1Gl2Gl3Gl4)− tr(ρGl1Gl2) tr(ρGl3Gl4)| = O(N). (42)

Similarly,
∑

r≥0

∑

(l1,l2,l3,l4)∈Tr,2

| tr(ρGl1Gl2Gl3Gl4)− tr(ρGl1Gl3) tr(ρGl2Gl4)| = O(N). (43)

We complete the proof by combining the equations above.

If we measure the energy of the thermal state ρ, the measurement results are concentrated.

Lemma 2 ([14]). For any ǫ > 0,
∑

j:|Fj|≥Nǫ
pj = O(e−Ω(ǫ

√
N)). (44)

This lemma allows us to upper bound the total contribution of all eigenstates away from
Eψ. Let C = O(1) be a sufficiently large constant such that

∑

j:|Fj|≥Λ

pj|Fj|m ≤ q, Λ := C
√
N logN, q := 1/poly(N) (45)

for m = 0, 1, 2, where poly(N) denotes a polynomial of sufficiently high degree in N .

For notational simplicity, let x
δ
= y denote |x− y| ≤ δ.

Lemma 3. For any local operator A with ‖A‖ = O(1), Assumption 1 implies that

fN(eψ) = tr(ρA) +
tr(ρG2g) tr(ρGA)

2N tr2(ρGg)
+

tr(ρG2(tr(ρA)− A))

2N tr(ρGg)
+O(1/N2), (46)

f ′
N(eψ) = tr(ρGA)/ tr(ρGg) +O(1/N), (47)

f ′′
N(eψ) =

tr(ρG2(A− tr(ρA)))

tr2(ρGg)
− tr(ρG2g) tr(ρGA)

tr3(ρGg)
+O(1/N). (48)
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Proof. We have

tr(ρA) =

d
∑

j=1

pj〈j|A|j〉
O(q)
=

∑

j:|Fj|<Λ

pj〈j|A|j〉
1/poly(N)

=
∑

j:|Fj|<Λ

pjfN (Ej/N)

=
∑

j:|Fj|<Λ

pj

(

fN(eψ) +
f ′
N(eψ)Fj
N

+
f ′′
N(eψ)F

2
j

2N2
+
f ′′′
N (eψ)F

3
j

6N3
+O(F 4

j /N
4)

)

O(q)
=

d
∑

j=1

pj

(

fN(eψ) +
f ′
N (eψ)Fj
N

+
f ′′
N(eψ)F

2
j

2N2
+
f ′′′
N (eψ)F

3
j

6N3
+O(F 4

j /N
4)

)

= fN(eψ) +
f ′′
N(eψ) tr(ρGg)

2N
+
f ′′′
N (eψ) tr(ρG

2g)

6N2
+O(1/N2)

= fN(eψ) +
f ′′
N(eψ) tr(ρGg)

2N
+O(1/N2), (49)

where we used inequality (45), the ETH (11), and the Taylor expansion

fN(Ej/N) = fN(eψ)+f
′
N(eψ)Fj/N+f ′′

N(eψ)F
2
j /(2N

2)+f ′′′
N (eψ)F

3
j /(6N

3)+O(F 4
j /N

4) (50)

in the steps marked with “O(q),” “1/poly(N),” and from the first to the second line, respec-
tively. Similarly,

tr(ρGA) =

d
∑

j=1

pjFj〈j|A|j〉
O(q)
=

∑

j:|Fj|<Λ

pjFj〈j|A|j〉
1/poly(N)

=
∑

j:|Fj|<Λ

pjFjfN (Ej/N)

=
∑

j:|Fj|<Λ

pj

(

fN(eψ)Fj +
f ′
N(eψ)F

2
j

N
+
f ′′
N (eψ)F

3
j

2N2
+O(F 4

j /N
3)

)

O(q)
=

d
∑

j=1

pj

(

fN (eψ)Fj +
f ′
N(eψ)F

2
j

N
+
f ′′
N (eψ)F

3
j

2N2
+O(F 4

j /N
3)

)

= f ′(eψ) tr(ρGg) +
f ′′(eψ) tr(ρG

2g)

2N
+O(1/N) = f ′(eψ) tr(ρGg) +O(1/N). (51)

Thus, we obtain Eq. (47). Furthermore,

tr(ρG2A) =

d
∑

j=1

pjF
2
j 〈j|A|j〉

O(q)
=

∑

j:|Fj|<Λ

pjF
2
j 〈j|A|j〉

1/poly(N)
=

∑

j:|Fj|<Λ

pjF
2
j fN(Ej/N)

=
∑

j:|Fj|<Λ

pj

(

fN(eψ)F
2
j +

f ′
N(eψ)F

3
j

N
+
f ′′
N (eψ)F

4
j

2N2
+
f ′′′
N (eψ)F

5
j

6N3
+O(F 6

j /N
4)

)

O(q)
=

d
∑

j=1

pj

(

fN(eψ)F
2
j +

f ′
N (eψ)F

3
j

N
+
f ′′
N(eψ)F

4
j

2N2
+
f ′′′
N (eψ)F

5
j

6N3
+O(F 6

j /N
4)

)

= fN(eψ) tr(ρG
2) + f ′

N(eψ) tr(ρG
2g) +

f ′′
N (eψ) tr(ρG

4)

2N2
+
f ′′′
N (eψ) tr(ρG

5)

6N3
+O(1/N)

= fN(eψ)N tr(ρGg) +
tr(ρG2g) tr(ρGA)

tr(ρGg)
+

3f ′′
N(eψ) tr

2(ρGg)

2
+O(1/N). (52)

8



We complete the proof of the lemma by solving (49) and (52).

Equation (46) shows the difference between the eigenstate and thermal expectation val-
ues.

Corollary 1. Let |j〉 be an eigenstate whose energy Ej is (very close to) zero. For any
traceless local operator A with ‖A‖ = 1, Assumption 1 implies that

〈j|A|j〉 = tr(H2h) tr(HA)− tr(Hh) tr(H2A)

2N tr2(Hh)
+O(1/N2). (53)

There always exists [18] a traceless local operator A such that the coefficient of the 1/N
term on the right-hand side of Eq. (53) is non-zero.

In the language of reduced density matrices, Eq. (46) can be stated as2

∥

∥

∥

∥

ρS +
tr(ρG2g) trS̄(ρG)

2N tr2(ρGg)
+

tr(ρG2)ρS − trS̄(ρG
2)

2N tr(ρGg)
− trS̄ |j〉〈j|

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

= O(1/N2), (54)

where ρ is the thermal state whose energy is Ej .

Lemma 4. Recall the definition (8) of p′j.

d
∑

j=1

p′jFj = 〈ψ(0)|G|ψ(0)〉 = 0,
d

∑

j=1

p′jF
2
j = 〈ψ(0)|G2|ψ(0)〉 = O(N), (55)

d
∑

j=1

p′jF
3
j = 〈ψ(0)|G3|ψ(0)〉 = O(N),

d
∑

j=1

p′jF
4
j = 〈ψ(0)|G4|ψ(0)〉 = O(N2). (56)

Proof. Let G′
l := Hl − 〈ψ(0)|Hl|ψ(0)〉 so that

G =

N−1
∑

l=0

G′
l, 〈ψ(0)|G′

l|ψ(0)〉 = 0. (57)

Since |ψ(0)〉 has exponential decay of correlations, the lemma can be proved by expanding
G2, G3, G4 using Eq. (57).

Since |ψ(0)〉 has exponential decay of correlations, Lemma 2 and Eq. (45) remain valid
upon replacing pj by p

′
j .

2Again I thank Soonwon Choi for pointing out that Eq. (46) can be stated as Eq. (54).
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Proof of Theorem 1.

tr(ψ∞A) =
d

∑

j=1

p′j〈j|A|j〉
O(q)
=

∑

j:|Fj|<Λ

p′j〈j|A|j〉
1/poly(N)

=
∑

j:|Fj|<Λ

p′jfN(Ej/N)

=
∑

j:|Fj|<Λ

p′j

(

fN(eψ) +
f ′
N(eψ)Fj
N

+
f ′′
N(eψ)F

2
j

2N2
+
f ′′′
N (eψ)F

3
j

6N3
+O(F 4

j /N
4)

)

O(q)
=

d
∑

j=1

p′j

(

fN(eψ) +
f ′
N (eψ)Fj
N

+
f ′′
N(eψ)F

2
j

2N2
+
f ′′′
N (eψ)F

3
j

6N3
+O(F 4

j /N
4)

)

= fN(eψ) +
f ′′
N(eψ)〈ψ(0)|G2|ψ(0)〉

2N2
+O(1/N2). (58)

We complete the proof by using Lemma 3.

Notes

Recently, I became aware of a related work [19]. It studies a different problem, but there is
some overlap between the intermediate technical aspects of their work and mine.
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