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In order to bypass the local measurement as an intermediate quantity in the proof of the eigenstate
thermalization hypothesis (ETH), we have proposed a measurement-independent distinguishability
measure. In this paper, we establish the connection between this measure and several other ETH
measures in a more unified way. We first prove a universal trade-off relation for the diagonal and
off-diagonal elements of the measure. Then we extend it to the discussion of eigenstate typicality
and the average observable. In the trade-off relationship, the exponential increase of off-diagonal
elements will directly suppress the value of off-diagonal elements, and the diagonal elements will
also be suppressed indirectly. This relationship gives another perspective to understand the physical
mechanism behind ETH. Finally, by numerically calculating one-dimensional Ising spin chain, we
examine several trade-off relationships and strong and weak ETH.

I. INTRODUCTION

The equilibration and the thermalization of an isolated
quantum system are fundamental for understanding the
emergence of quantum statistical mechanics from uni-
tary quantum mechanics. The eigenstate thermalization
hypothesis (ETH) [1, 2], that the expectation values of
quantum observables in an energy eigenstate should ap-
proximately coincide with the thermal expectation val-
ues, provides a possible mechanism for the thermalization
of an isolated quantum system. In the original proposal
by Deutsch and Srednicki [3–5], a random perturbation
is added to a closed quantum system, and the ETH holds
if the perturbed system becomes chaotic. This random-
ness makes it difficult to understand its physical origin
and mathematical description.

In many studies of the ETH, for example, [6–14], one
does not presume the random energy perturbations, or
simply the random Hamiltonians, but tries to derive
the statistical properties solely from quantum proper-
ties. They are dedicated to proving the so called“strong
(weak) ETH”, which states all (almost all) energy eigen-
states have thermal properties when considering local ob-
servables. The strong ETH postulates that the local dis-
tinguishability between the eigenstate and some universal
density matrix decreases exponentially with system size.
And it is generally believed that it does not apply to in-
tegrable systems and many-body localized systems. The
weak ETH focuses on eigenstate typicality, which pos-
tulates that the average distinguishability between the
eigenstate and canonical ensemble decreases algebraically
with system size. And it can be proved for generic trans-
lationally invariant systems including integrable systems
[9, 11, 12].

In many ETH mathematical proof articles such as

∗ hzq@wipm.ac.cn

[11, 12, 15], they usually first define a distinguishabil-
ity measure defined by an arbitrary observable, and then
prove that the distinguishability between the eigenstate
and canonical ensemble tends to zero in the thermody-
namic limit, independent of the specific form of observ-
able. This inspires us to directly construct a distinguisha-
bility measure that is independent of measurement. The
trace norm used in [14] is such a measure, but this mea-
sure is not easy to transform and is not very convenient
for further theoretical analysis. In our previous work [17],
we tried to discuss ETH using Belavkin-Staszewski rela-
tive entropy and the variance V (ρB , O

B1
ij ). But in that

work, we did not realize the significance of some formu-
las, nor did we perform numerical calculations on spe-
cific models, so we came to conclusions similar to weak
ETH. In this paper, we continue to explore the properties
of V (ρB , O

B1
ij ) and perform numerical verification using

specific models.

We begin in Section II with some preliminary results
about ETH, subsystem ETH, weak ETH and ETH with
average observable. We show how the distinguishability
measure V (ρB , O

B1
ij ) is related to commonly used mea-

sures and show how to extend it to the average observ-
able. In Section III, we prove that there exists a universal
trade-off equation for the diagonal and off-diagonal ele-
ments of V (ρB , O

B1
ij ). This trade off relationship can be

extended to the discussion of eigenstate typicality and
the average observable. In Section IV, we examine the
trade-off relation and the strong (weak) ETH by numer-
ically simulating an Ising spin chain with a transverse
and longitudinal magnetic field. In the final Section V
we conclude this paper and discuss some related issues.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recollect the basics of ETH and sub-
system ETH, the weak ETH with eigenstate typicality in

ar
X

iv
:2

40
7.

08
29

7v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 1
1 

Ju
l 2

02
4

mailto:hzq@wipm.ac.cn


2

the sense of [6, 7, 10, 11] and the eigenstate thermaliza-
tion with macroscopic observable the sense of [11, 12].

A. ETH and subsystem ETH

Consider an isolated or closed quantum system B with
Hamiltonian H. Suppose the size of the system is N
and H has eigenvectors |Ei⟩ , i = 1, 2, ..., DN with energy
eigenvalues Ei, i.e. H |Ei⟩ = Ei |Ei⟩. For a few-body
observable AB1 , the measure

d(1)(Πij
B , ρB ;A

B1) := |Tr[AB1(|Ei⟩ ⟨Ej | − ρBδij)]| (1)

can measure the local (in)distinguishability between the
energy eigenstates and the ρB . With this measure, the
local ETH can be formulated as d(1)(Πij

B , ρ
ens;AB1) ⩽

O(e−S/2), where ρens is some universal density matrix.
In the measure (1), the distinguishability is

measurement-dependent. If a measurement-independent
measure is needed, then the most straightforward one is
to consider the measure

d(2)(ρB1
ij , ρB1) := ∥ρB1

ij − ρB1δij∥, (2)

where ρB1
ij = TrB̄1

|Ei⟩ ⟨Ej | is the reduced density ma-

trix of the subsystem B1 and the trace distance ∥O∥ =
1
2Tr

√
O†O. The measure (2) is used to study subsystem

ETH, which proposes d(2)(ρB1
ij , ρB1) ∼ O(e−S/2). The

subsystem ETH as given by (2) is in fact stronger than
the local ETH as in (1), due to the following inequality
[14]

d(1)(Πii
B , ρB ;AB1

) ⩽
√
∥ρB1

ii − ρB1
∥1Tr[(Πii

B + ρB)A2
B1

],

(3)
where ∥·∥1 = 2∥·∥ is the Schatten 1-norm (trace norm).

Although straightforward, the measure (2) is not in a
very convenient form, and it is difficult to relate it to
other quantities. If using the Schatten 2-norm directly
instead of the trace norm, then due to ∥T∥2 ≤ ∥T∥1,
we will obtain a weaker condition, under which it is dif-
ficult to guarantee that d(1) is small. Next we intro-
duce another less direct measure. Using the rescaling
map J α

ρ (·) := ρα(·)ρα, we can transform the elements in
eq. (2) as

ρB1
ij − ρB1

δij = J 1/2
ρB1

(OB1
ij − ⟨OB1

ij ⟩), (4)

where OB1
ij := J−1/2

ρB1
(ρB1

ij ) and ⟨OB1
ij ⟩ = Tr(OB1

ij ρB) =
δij . By Hölder’s inequality, we have

2d(2)(ρB1
ij , ρB1

) = ∥J 1/2
ρB1

(OB1
ij − ⟨OB1

ij ⟩)∥1
≤ ∥(ρB1

)1/2(OB1
ij − ⟨OB1

ij ⟩)∥2∥(ρB1
)1/2∥2

=
√
Tr[(OB1

ij − ⟨OB1
ij ⟩)†ρB(OB1

ij − ⟨OB1
ij ⟩)]

=
√
V (ρB , O

B1
ij ) =: d(3)(ρB1

ij , ρB1
), (5)

where the Schatten p-norm ∥T∥p = {Tr[(T †T )p/2]}1/p
and the variance

V (ρ,A) := Tr[(A− ⟨A⟩)†ρ(A− ⟨A⟩)]. (6)

In this paper, we will focus on the measure d(3). Due
to eq. (5), it is the upper bound of the three measures.
Therefore, the ETH obtained will be the strongest one.
In addition, because the variance is very easy to trans-
form, it is easy to connect with other quantities, which
we will show later.

B. Weak ETH with eigenstate typicality

It is a strong assumption that all energy eigenstates
satisfy the ETH. People are usually concerned with the
Hilbert subspace within an ensemble. Let ρB =

∑
j pjΠ

j
B

be the state of the total system B expanded in the or-
thonormal basis {Πj

B} of rank-1 projectors. In many
studies of the “weak” ETH, they try to derive the sta-
tistical properties and consider the quantification of the
probabilistic typicality or concentration with respect to
the measure d(1) and uses [11]

∆(ρB , A) =

∫
[d(1)(Πii

B , ρB ;A
B1)]2pd, (7)

where the probability distribution pd is obtained from
the pj ’s through a Radon-Nikodym derivative. By the
Chebyshev inequality, we have that

Pρ(d
(1)(Πii

B , ρB ;A
B1) ⩾ ϵ) ⩽

∆(ρ,A)2

ϵ2
, ∀ϵ ∈ R+. (8)

Therefore, when ∆(ρ,A) is very small, the expectation of
the projectively measured observable would concentrate
on the expectation of observable calculated with respect
to the state ρB . if

∆(ρmc, AB1
) ∼ O(N−α), (9)

with 0 < α < 1, i.e. the expectations of a local observ-
able AB1 with respect to the results of local measure-
ments concentrate the expectation of AB1 with respect
to ρmc, then we know that each pure state Πii

B cannot be
distinguished from the microcanonical ρmc in the large
N limit. This is the weak ETH with eigenstate typicality
[11]. By replacing the measure d(1) with other measures,
we can get other forms of weak ETH.

C. The average observable

In a multi-body system, the states of each subsystem
fluctuate. Even for a system with translational invari-
ance of the Hamiltonian, only the translational invari-
ance of the Gibbs state (canonical ensemble) and the
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microcanonical ensemble can be guaranteed. The en-
ergy eigenstate can still fluctuate. At this time, com-
pared with the translational invariant ensemble, the fluc-
tuations in space will make the energy eigenstate more
distinguishable from the ensemble. Let us partition the
lattice of system B into C = |B|/|B1| blocks with the
same size, where |B| means the number lattice points of
in B. These C blocks are identical copies of B1. In order
to eliminate the influence of spatial fluctuations, or con-
sider the macroscopic observable [12], one can consider
the following the average observable

AB =
1

C
∑
i

ABi , (10)

where ABi is the translational copy of AB1 . Substituting
AB into eq. (1), we obtain

d(1)(Πij
B , ρ;A

B) = | 1
C
∑
k

Tr[(σij
Bk

− δijρBk
)ABk ]|

= |Tr[( 1
C
∑
k

σij,k
B1

− δijρB1
)AB1 ]|

= d(1)(
1

C
∑
k

σij,k
B1

, ρB1
;AB1), (11)

where σj,k
B1

is the translational copies of σj
Bk

, ρB =

(
∑

k T̂kρB)/C and T̂k is a translation operator that can
translate Bk to B1. According to our previous article
[17], it can also be given an upper limit by variance

d(1)(Πij
B , ρ;A)2 ⩽ V (ρ,O

B1

ij )∥AB1∥2∞, (12)

where O
B1

ij = 1
C
∑

k J
−1/2
ρB1

(σij,k
B1

) and σij,k
B1

is the transla-

tional copies of σij
Bk

.

III. TRADE-OFF BETWEEN DIAGONAL AND
OFF-DIAGONAL ELEMENTS

A. Trade-off between diagonal and off-diagonal
elements

The diagonal element V i
dg = V (ρB , O

B1
ii ) and the off-

diagonal element V ij
off = V (ρB , O

B1

i̸=j) in d(3) are not inde-

pendent. According to eq. (A5), they have the following
relationship

V i
dg +

∑
j ̸=i

V ij
off = Tr(ρ−1

B1
)− 1 (13)

The index j in this formula is taken over the full Hilbert
space, and its dimension DN grows exponentially with
the number of sites. While the right side of (13) only
depends on the local state of the ρB . It generally in-
creases with D2

B1
, but basically does not change with N .

FIG. 1. Diagonal and off-diagonal elements versus eigen-
state. The eigenstate indices are arranged from low to high
energy. In the plot, Vardg = V i

dg, Varoff =
∑

j ̸=i V
ij
off,

SNdg = ∥ρB1
ii −ρB1∥21 and SNoff =

∑
j ̸=i∥ρ

B1
ij ∥21. The measure

Vardg is very close to the measure SNdg, so it is covered by
the latter. Parameters: g = 1.05, h = 0.1, N = 12, NB1=1,
ρB =

∑
i Πi/DN .

This makes the off-diagonal measure exponentially sup-
pressed. If we consider the average of these off-diagonal
elements

V i
off =

1

DN − 1

∑
j ̸=i

V ij
off, (14)

which will decrease exponentially with N . Of course, the
exponential decrease in the average of the off-diagonal
elements does not mean that the maximum values of the
off-diagonal elements and the diagonal element will also
decrease exponentially. Although the diagonal element
are not directly suppressed, eq. (13) gives a trade-off re-
lation between the diagonal element and the off-diagonal
elements. Suppose V i

dg/V
i
off = f i(N), then we have

V i
dg =

f i(N)

f i(N) +DN
(Tr(ρ−1

B1
)− 1). (15)

On the one hand, if f i(N) does not increase exponen-
tially, or increases exponentially at a rate much slower
than DN , then in the large N limit the diagonal elements
will still be exponentially small. On the other hand, if
the diagonal element is not decreasing exponentially, then
f i(N) must be increasing exponentially. Therefore, the
exponential growth of f i(N) is a necessary condition for
the diagonal element not to decrease exponentially.
The index i in eq. (13) can be chosen arbitrarily, but

the right side of the formula is independent of i. When
the measure Vdg of a certain eigenstate is large, then the
average measure of its off-diagonal elements V i

off must be
small, and vice versa. We show this trade-off relation
in fig. 1. Since the measure d(2) and d(3) are related
by eq. (5), the trade-off between the diagonal and off-
diagonal elements will also be reflected in the measure
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d(2), although it is not an exact equation relationship
like eq. (13). We performed calculations using a specific
model, and the diagonal element and the sum of corre-
sponding off-diagonal elements of the two measures are
shown in fig. 1. From the fig. 1, we can also see that
in general, the diagonal element is much larger than the
average of the off-diagonal elements, but since there are
DN − 1 off-diagonal elements, their sum is much larger
than diagonal elements.

The formula (13) is valid for any ρB . In addition to
the usual canonical ensemble ρc = e−βH/Z(β) and micro-
canonical ensembles, even the pure states ΠB

i = |Ei⟩ ⟨Ei|
can be used. For the latter, the diagonal element in
eq. (13) will be zero, which will give∑

j ̸=i

V (ΠB
i , O

B1
ij ) = Tr(σ−1

B1
)− 1, (16)

The sum of all corresponding off-diagonal elements will
be directly determined by the local state σB1

= TrB̄1
ΠB

i .

B. Weak ETH

Here we consider using measure d(3) to study weak
ETH with eigenstate typicality, for which we need to con-
sider the “diagonal” probabilistic typicality

⟨Vdg⟩ :=
∑
i

piV
i
dg (17)

and the “off-diagonal” probabilistic typicality

⟨Voff⟩ :=
∑
i

piV
i
off. (18)

Since the relationship eq. (13) holds for each i, the fol-
lowing relationship can be obtained after averaging the
probabilities:

⟨Vdg⟩+ (DN − 1)× ⟨Voff⟩ = Tr(ρ−1
B1

)− 1. (19)

For the same reason as in the previous section, the ⟨Voff⟩
will decrease exponentially with N . The decreasing be-
havior of ⟨Vdg⟩ depends on the specific model.

C. The average observable

If we consider the distinguishability measure

V (ρB , O
B1

ij ) given by the average observable, then
according to eq. (A7), the corresponding diagonal and
off-diagonal elements also have the following trade-off
relationship

V (ρB , O
B1

ii ) +
∑
j ̸=i

V (ρB , O
B1

ij ) =
1

C
(Tr(ρ−1

B1
)− 1)

+
1

C2

∑
β,α,l,k ̸=l

p′αTr[O
Bk,†
αβ,1 ⊗OBl

αβ,1(σ
ii
BkBl

− σii
Bk

⊗ ρ1Bl
)],

(20)

where ρ1Bl
is the translational copy of ρB1

. Although for-
mula (20) is valid for any ρB , it can only be connected
to eq. (12) when ρB is used. Therefore, all quantities
related to ρB need to be replaced by ρB , which is trans-
lation invariant. In this case ρ1Bl

= ρBl
. The local term

in eq. (20) becomes Tr(ρ−1
B1

)−1 which is related to the lo-
cal state ρB1

, and there is an additional factor 1/C. The
local term decreases algebraically as C increases. The
second term on the right side of eq. (20) is related to the
spatial correlation of σii and the difference between σii

Bl

and ρBl
.

Of course, we can also consider both the average ob-
servable and eigenstate typicality. In this case, we need to
consider the following “diagonal” probabilistic typicality

⟨Vdg⟩ =
∑
i

piV (ρ,O
B1

ii ). (21)

And the “off-diagonal” probabilistic typicality

⟨Voff⟩ =
1

DN − 1

∑
i,j ̸=i

piV (ρ,O
B1

ij ). (22)

After averaging the probability of eq. (20), we can get
the trade-off relationship

⟨Vdg⟩+(DN −1)×⟨Voff⟩ =
1

C
(Tr(ρ−1

B1
)−1)+V Avg

Cor , (23)

where

V Avg
Cor :=

1

C2

∑
β,α,l,k ̸=l

p′αTr[O
Bk,†
αβ ⊗OBl

αβ(ρBkBl
−ρBk

⊗ρBl
)]

(24)
In the formula (22), except for ρBkBl

and ρBk
, all quan-

tities related to ρB need to be replaced by ρB . If ρB
is translation invariant, then ρB = ρB , and the second
term on the right side of eq. (23) is only related to the
correlation of ρB . If the spatial correlation of ρB decays
exponentially or algebraically fast enough, the right side
of eq. (23) will be algebraically decaying O(N−ϵ) [17].
Compared with eq. (19), the right side of eq. (23) is not
only related to the local state but also to the correla-
tion decay. They generally decrease algebraically with
the increase of N . This is consistent with the intuition
that that spatial averaging can smooth out and reduce
differences. Although this algebraic decay is not enough
to guarantee strong ETH, it can ensure that weak ETH
is valid even for integrable systems. This algebraic de-
cay is also the conclusion of our previous article [17],
but in this article we did not notice that eq. (23) has
DN − 1 off-diagonal elements, which will cause the aver-
age off-diagonal elements to be exponentially suppressed,
so their values can be further restricted. Since the right
side of eq. (23) decreases with N , the conclusion that
⟨Voff⟩ will decrease exponentially is still applicable. In
addition, due to the smoothing caused by the average
observable, the values of ⟨Vdg⟩ and ⟨Voff⟩ here will be
smaller than those defined in the previous section.
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FIG. 2. The correlation term V Avg
Cor versus N . Parameters:

g = 1.05, NB1 = 1.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

To illustrate the previous proof, here we numerically
simulate an Ising spin chain with a transverse and longi-
tudinal magnetic field

H =

N∑
k=1

(−σk
z ⊗ σk+1

z + gσk
x + hσk

z ). (25)

This system is nonintegrable unless one of the coupling
constants g or h is zero. We use periodic boundary con-
ditions here. Although the numerical simulation uses
a translation-invariant system, this is only for simplic-
ity and is not necessary. Almost all the derivations
in sections II and III are applicable to non-translation-
invariant systems.

We used ITensor Library [16] to solve the system by ex-
act diagonalization and perform numerical calculations.
In order to facilitate the comparison with the results of
[14], we consider the cases of g = 1.05 and h = 0 or
h = 0.1. Some basic properties of the system, such as
energy state distribution, energy-temperature curve and
mutual information of canonical ensemble are given in
appendix B.

A. The impact of energy difference and
temperature on distinguishability

Although equation (13) holds for all energy eigenstates,
the diagonal element measure V i

dg varies for different en-
ergy eigenstates. This difference is also shown in fig. 1.
According to fig. 3(a), there is some randomness in the
change of the measure V i

dg with the eigenstate, but in
general the greater the energy difference between Ei and
E(ρB), the greater the average distinguishability. In ad-
dition, integrability also has a great influence. For an
integrable system, the diagonal element V i

dg is more ran-
dom and the average distinguishability is also stronger.

Because of the reasons mentioned above, for a fixed ρB ,
it may not make sense to consider the maximum value of
the diagonal elements V i

dg for the entire energy eigenstate
space. It is more meaningful to consider the maximum
value within a certain energy shell, such as

ME,∆ = (E −∆E/2, E +∆E/2). (26)

with E = E(ρB). Moreover, when considering energy
eigenstates within ME,∆, it should be a better choice to
choose an ensemble ρB with the same energy as E. In
fig. 3(b), we have selected the canonical ensemble with
corresponding energies for different energy shells and cal-
culated the average distinguishability∑

Ei∈ME,∆

V i
dg/dM, (27)

where dM is the number of energy levels inside the energy
shell. It should be noted that this average distinguisha-
bility is not the same as the “diagonal” probabilistic typ-
icality in eq. (17). The ρB used in V i

dg may not be the
microcanonical ensemble composed of ME,∆. According
to fig. 3(b), although the average distinguishability also
changes with the energy center E, the degree of change
is much smaller than the change caused by the energy
difference showed in fig. 3(a). Besides, the average dis-
tinguishability in the integrable system is still larger than
that in the non-integrable system.

B. The ETH under the local observable

In this section, we mainly examine the strong and weak
ETH under the local observable. We calculated two en-
ergy shells M′

E=0,∆ and ME(β),∆, where ∆E = 0.2N

and E(β) = E(ρc(β = 0.1)). These two energy shells
contain both highly excited states. For the energy shell
M, we considered the canonical ensemble ρc(β = 0.1),
mirocanonical ensemble ρmc =

∑
Ei∈M Πi/dM. For

the energy shell M, we used mirocanonical ensemble
ρ′

mc
=

∑
Ei∈M′ Πi/dM′ . We calculated the average dis-

tinguishability of the eigenstates within the energy shell

V
Loc

(off-)dg =
1

dM

∑
i∈ME,∆E

V i
(off-)dg. (28)

For two microcanonical ensembles, this average is just
the “(off-)diagonal”probabilistic typicality (17-18). In
order to examine whether for all states in the energy
shell, the diagonal elements V i

dg is exponentially small,
we calculated

V Loc
dg,max = max

Ei∈M
V i
dg. (29)

We also calculated the maxima of the off-diagonal ele-
ments relative to the diagonal elements

V Loc
off,max = max

Ei∈M,j
V ij
off. (30)
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(a) (b)

FIG. 3. Parameters: g = 1.05, N = 15, NB1 = 1. (a) The local diagonal element measure V i
dg versus energy (difference). We

used ρB =
∑

i Πi/DN and E(ρB) = 0. (b) The average V i
dg under the energy shell of different energy centers E. We used

∆E = 0.2 and ρB = ρc(β), where the E(β) = E.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 4. Parameters: g = 1.05, NB1 = 1. (a) The average diagonal elements V
Loc
dg versus N . (b) The maximum diagonal

element V Loc
dg,max versus N . (c) The average off-diagonal elements V

Loc
off versus N . (d) The maximum diagonal element V Loc

off,max

versus N .
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As in eq. (13), here the index j is taken over the full
Hilbert space.

According to eqs. (13) and (19), the local state of en-
semble ρB1

is a key quantity. When N changes from 10
to 15, there is almost no change in Tr(ρ−1

B1
)−1 for several

ensmble, whether the system is integrable or not: When
h = 0, we have Tr((ρcB1

)−1)−1 = 3.04367676652±10−11,

Tr((ρmc
B1

)−1) − 1 = 3.04 ± 10−2 and Tr((ρ′
mc
B1

)−1) − 1 =

3.0005± 5 ∗ 10−4. When h = 0.1, we have Tr((ρcB1
)−1)−

1 = 3.04427703179±10−11, Tr((ρmc
B1

)−1)−1 = 3.04±10−2

and Tr((ρ′
mc
B1

)−1)− 1 = 3.0005± 5 ∗ 10−4.
As shown in fig. 4(a-b), there is a big difference be-

tween integrable and non-integrable systems in the di-
agonal elements. For the non-integrable system, the
average distinguishability of the diagonal elements de-
creases exponentially with N . Its exponential decay con-
stant is about 4

5 ln(2), which is close to the ln(2) =
d ln(1/DN )/dN in eq. (14). The exponential decay con-
stant of the maximum V i

dg is smaller, about 3
5 ln(2). For

the integrable system, its exponential decay constant of
the average distinguishability is very small, about 1

5 ln(2).

And the maximum V i
dg seems to have almost no decay

with N .
As shown in fig. 4(c-d), the difference in off-diagonal el-

ements between integrable and non-integrable systems is
small. Consistent with the prediction of eq. (14), the av-
erage of the off-diagonal elements is strictly exponentially
suppressed. Whether integrable or not, their exponential
decay constant is ln(2). The exponential decrease in the
average of the off-diagonal elements does not mean that
the maximum values of the off-diagonal elements will also
decrease exponentially. As shown in fig. 4(d), although
the maximum values of the off-diagonal elements do de-
crease with N , they do not show obvious regularity.

In addition, the average off-diagonal elements of the
non-integrable system in the fig. 4(c) are all smaller than
the average off-diagonal elements of the corresponding
integrable system, which is consistent with the trade-off
relationship between the diagonal and off-diagonal given
by eq. (19).

C. The ETH under the average observable

Now let us examine the strong and weak ETH under
the average observable. The energy shells and ensembles
are the same as in the previous section. Since the en-
sembles used here are all translation-invariant, we only

need to replace V (ρB , O
B1
ij ) with V (ρB , O

B1

ij ), and we can

get the corresponding V
Avg

(off-)dg and V Avg
(off-)dg,max from the

eqs. (28) to (30). According to eqs. (20) and (23), the lo-
cal term can be obtained by multiplying the Tr(ρ−1

B1
)− 1

in the previous section by a factor 1/C. In average ob-
servable, the influence of spatial correlation of ensemble

states V Avg
Cor also needs to be considered. As can be seen

from fig. 2, the correlation term is negative, so it will fur-
ther reduce the up bound of the average (off-)diagonal el-

ements. In addition, the correlation terms are obviously
different when the energy center is different. This is be-
cause the correlation of the ensemble ρmc with energy
close to zero is weaker. At the same time, this differ-
ence also causes the two ensembles to be more obviously
different from fig. 5(c) compared to fig. 4(c). The local-
ized states of several ensembles are very close, but the
correlation terms are different.
As shown in fig. 5(a-d), the big difference between in-

tegrable and non-integrable systems in the exponential
decay constant of diagonal elements still holds. The av-
erage of the off-diagonal elements is still exponentially
suppressed. And the maximum values of the off-diagonal
elements still show no regularity. However, the average
off-diagonal elements of the non-integrable system in the
fig. 5(c) is no longer always smaller than the average off-
diagonal elements of the corresponding integrable sys-
tem. But this is still consistent with the trade-off rela-
tionship between the diagonal and off-diagonal given by
eq. (23), since in the fig. 5(a) the average diagonal ele-
ments of the integrable system are now not always larger
than those of the non-integrable system.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we further study the measurement-
independent and easily deformable distinguishability
measure V (ρB , O

B1
ij ). We discuss how to introduce this

measure in subsystem ETH, weak ETH and extend it
to average observable. By deforming this measure, we
find that there is an accurate and universal trade-off
relationship between its diagonal and off-diagonal ele-
ments. Through numerical calculations, we can find that
this trade-off relationship also exists for other ETH mea-
sures, but it is not an equality relationship. This trade-
off relationship is not only applicable to common ensem-
bles, but also to other states ρB . The right side of the
trade-off equation is only related to the local state of
ρB , while the left side of the equation has a diagonal
element and DN − 1 off-diagonal elements. This makes
the average of the off-diagonal elements must be expo-
nentially suppressed. The diagonal element needs to be
further considered in terms of its ratio to the average
of the off-diagonal elements, which is related to whether
the system is integrable. For weak ETH and average ob-
servable, we also give the trade-off relationship between
the corresponding diagonal elements and off-diagonal el-
ements. Subsequently, we did some numerical calcula-
tions. These calculations show that the distinguishabil-
ity measure V (ρB , O

B1
ij ) can indeed be used to analyze

ETH. In addition, the numerical result that the average
off-diagonal element is strictly suppressed by the expo-
nential is also consistent with the conclusion of the trade-
off relationship.
In the numerical calculations of this paper, we use

the same ensemble to compare the eigenstates within
an energy shell. The energy of these states will devi-
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 5. Parameters: g = 1.05, NB1 = 1. (a) The average diagonal elements V
Avg
dg versus N . (b) The maximum diagonal

element V Avg
dg,max versus N . (c) The average off-diagonal elements V

Avg
off versus N . (d) The maximum diagonal element V Avg

off,max

versus N .

ate from the ensemble, and according to fig. 3(a), this
energy difference will introduce additional distinguisha-
bility. Therefore, using an ensemble with the same energy
for these energy eigenstates can further reduce the aver-
age distinguishability and the maximum distinguishabil-
ity. The difficulty lies in how to obtain the corresponding
microcanonical ensemble based on the eigenstate energy
and quickly obtain its subsystem state. When N is large,
the number of states within the energy shell is large.
Constructing a microcanonical ensemble and obtaining
the state of its subsystem is a relatively time-consuming
operation.

In addition, in this paper, we did not discuss the cases
that the size of subsystem B1 scales proportionally with
the full system NB1

/NB = p. This is because [14] has
already discussed this in detail. However, using the mea-
surement form d(3) of this paper, there are still some as-
pects worth considering. Considering local observations,
since Tr(ρ−1

B1
)− 1 generally increases with D2

B1
. If f i(N)

increases exponentially at a rate much slower than DN .

Then there will be V i
dg ∝ D2

B1
/DN . According to eq. (5),

we have d(2) ∼ DB1/D
1/2
N , which is consistent with the

results of [14]. Similar to eq. (A5), it is easy to find that

V (ρcB , O
B1
ii ) =

∑
α,β

p′β
−1|⟨β| (ρB1

ii − ρcB1
) |α⟩|2

≤
∑
α,β

p′β
−1

(|⟨β| (ρB1
ii − ρmc

B1
) |α⟩|+ |⟨β| (ρmc

B1
− ρcB1

) |α⟩|)2.

(31)

When B1 is scaled to infinity, one can do the similar semi-
classical analysis as [14], and get an approximate value

of V (ρcB , O
B1
ii ). This can give another perspective to con-

sider the local difference between the energy eigenstates
and the canonical ensemble in the thermodynamic limit.
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Appendix A: Variance relation

Here we show the detailed derivation of the most crit-
ical quantum variance relation eqs. (13) and (20) in the
main text. According to the definition

V (ρB , O
B1
ij ) = ∥(σij

B1
− δi,jρB1)ρ

−1/2
B1

∥22
= Tr(σij

B1
ρ−1
B1

σij†
B1

)− δi,j . (A1)

Suppose ρB1 =
∑

α p′αΠ
α
B1

, we can rewrite

V i
dg +

∑
j ̸=i

V ij
off =

∑
j,α,β

p′β
−1|Tr(σij

B1
Παβ

B1
)|2 − 1, (A2)

where Παβ = |α⟩ ⟨β|. Since |Tr(σij
B1

AB1)|2 =

|Tr(ΠijAB1)|2, combining it with

J−1/2
ρBk

(Παβ
Bk

) = (p′αp
′
β)

−1/2Παβ
Bk

(A3)

and using the defined

OB1

αβ = J−1/2
ρB1

(Παβ
B1

), (A4)

we can rewrite

V i
dg +

∑
j ̸=i

V ij
off =

∑
j,α,β

p′β
−1|Tr(Παβ

B1
Πij

B)|
2 − 1

=
∑
β,α

p′αTr[(O
B1

αβ)
†ΠiO

B1

αβ ]− 1

=
∑
β

p′β
−1

Tr(ρB1
OB1

ii )− 1 = Tr(ρ−1
B1

)− 1, (A5)

which is just the eq. (13).
The proof of eq. (20) is similar to eq. (A5), just replace

O with O and use

|Tr[( 1
C
∑
k

σij,k
B1

)AB1 ]|2 = |Tr[Πij(
1

C
∑
k

ABk)]|2. (A6)

Now we need to use O
B

αβ = 1
C
∑

k O
Bk

αβ,1 and OBk

αβ,1 is the

translational copies of OB1

αβ . Using these, we can rewrite

V (ρ,O
B1

ii ) +
∑
j ̸=i

V (ρ,O
B1

ij )

=
∑
β,α

p′αTr[(O
B

αβ)
†ΠiO

B

αβ ]− 1

=
1

C2

∑
β,α,k

p′αTr[(O
Bk

αβ,1)
†ΠiO

Bk

αβ,1]−
1

C

+
1

C2

∑
β,α,l,k ̸=l

p′αTr[(O
Bk

αβ,1)
†ΠiO

Bl

αβ,1]−
C − 1

C
, (A7)

where the local terms

∑
β,α

p′αTr[(O
Bk

αβ,1)
†ΠiO

Bk

αβ,1]

=
∑
β

p′β
−1

Tr(ρB1J−1/2
ρB1

(σii,k
B1

)) = Tr(ρ−1
B1

). (A8)

Combining it with

Tr[(OBk

αβ,1)
†σii

Bk
]× Tr(ρ1Bl

OBl

αβ,1) = p′α
−1

Tr[Πασ
ii
Bk

]δαβ ,

(A9)
we will get eq. (20).

Appendix B: Basic properties of the model

Here we simply illustrate the basic properties of the
model. As shown in fig. 6(a), The density of states of in-
tegrable and non-integrable systems are very close. The
density of states for non-integrable systems is smoother
and can be reasonably approximated by the binomial dis-
tribution [14]. The plot of fig. 6(c) gives the energy tem-
perature curve of the system. As shown in fig. 6(d), the
mutual information I(B1, B2) decays exponentially with
the distance between sites. The plot is for the h = 0.1
system, and the mutual information of the h = 0 system
is very close to it, so it is not plotted here.
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malization hypothesis for Wigner matrices, Commun.
Math. Phys. 388, 1005 (2021).

[16] M. Fishman, S. White, E.M. Stoudenmire, The ITensor
software library for tensor network calculations, SciPost
Physics Codebases, DOI (2022) 004.

[17] Z. Huang, X.-K. Guo, Subsystem eigenstate thermaliza-
tion hypothesis for translation invariant systems, Physi-
cal Review E, 109 (2024) 054120.

http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.09776

	The trade-off between diagonal and off-diagonal elements in the eigenstate thermalization hypothesis 
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	ETH and subsystem ETH
	Weak ETH with eigenstate typicality
	The average observable

	Trade-off between diagonal and off-diagonal elements
	Trade-off between diagonal and off-diagonal elements
	Weak ETH
	The average observable

	Numerical Results
	The impact of energy difference and temperature on distinguishability
	The ETH under the local observable
	The ETH under the average observable

	Conclusion and discussion
	Acknowledgments
	Variance relation
	Basic properties of the model
	References


