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The thermalization of quark gluon plasma created in relativistic heavy-ion collisions is a crucial
theoretical question in understanding the onset of hydrodynamics, and in a broad sense, a key
step to the exploration of thermalization in isolated quantum systems. Addressing this problem
theoretically, in a first principle manner, requires a real-time, non-perturbative method. To this
end, we carry out a fully quantum simulation on a classical hardware, of a massive Schwinger
model, which well mimics QCD as it shares the important properties such as confinement and
chiral symmetry breaking. We focus on the real-time evolution of the Wigner function, namely, the
two-point correlation function, which approximates quark momentum distribution. In the context
of the eigenstate thermalization hypothesis and the evolution of entropy, our solution reveals the
emergence of quantum thermalization in quark-gluon plasma with a strong coupling constant, while
thermalization fails progressively as a consequence of the gradually increased significance of quantum
many-body scar states in a more weakly coupled system. More importantly, we observe the non-
trivial role of the topological vacuum in thermalization, as the thermalization properties differ
dramatically in the parity-even and parity-odd components of the Wigner function.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quark-gluon plasma, a novel state of matter associated
with quantum chromodynamics (QCD), is the focus of
high energy nuclear physics. Through a large amount
of high-precision meansurements at Relativistic Heavy-
Ion Collider at the Brookhaven National Laboratory and
the Large Hadron Collider at CERN, quark-gluon plasma
has been identified as a perfect fluid with extremely small
dissipations [1].

Fluidity of quark-gluon plasma requires thermaliza-
tion, at least locally, which is challenging to understand
theoretically. At a classical level, expansion of quark-
gluon plasma can be dynamically characterized by vis-
cous hydrodynamics, even far from local equilibrium,
from which a universal hydrodynamic behavior emerges
at a short time scale, a phenomena known as the hy-
drodynamic attractor [2–14]. At a semi-classical level,
where parton degrees of freedom dominate, thermaliza-
tion of quark-gluon plasma can be achieved via scat-
terings among quarks and gluons, with respect to the
Boltzmann equation description [15–22]. Albeit with a
weak coupling, Boltzmann equation gives rise to analo-
gous attractor behavior as in hydrodynamics, which as
well supports the swift onset of hydrodynamics in quark-
gluon plasma after initial nucleus-nucleus collisions [23–
29]. At a quantum mechanical level [30], however, ther-
malization of quark-gluon plasma corresponds to a rather
fundamental question that remains unresolved in gen-
eral: in a high-energy collision process preserving uni-
tarity, how a pure state formed by two incident nuclei
evolves and generates a highly excited and isolated many-
body quantum system that thermalizes rapidly? Some
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recent reviews on the out-of-equilibrium hydrodynamics
and thermalization of quark-gluon plasma can be found
in Refs. [28, 29, 31–33].

Classical thermalization can be understood through er-
godicity, where the phase-space trajectory of a system
fills an isoenergetic hypersurface. This ensures that, in
the long-time limit, the system’s evolution is effectively
equivalent to a statistical ensemble average. In the quan-
tum realm, where evolution is governed by unitary op-
erators preserving time-reversal symmetry, ergodicity is
expected to manifest in the Hilbert space—or at least
within a small subset corresponding to a given energy.
The concept of quantum ergodicity is closely related to
the Eigenstate Thermalization Hypothesis (ETH) [34–
36], which has been discussed for a variety of interact-
ing quantum systems, including condensed matter [37–
39] and cold atoms [36]. ETH states that for the iso-
lated non-integrable quantum systems and few-body op-
erators, the finitely excited energy eigenstates can be
treated thermal, in the way that the operator expectation
with respect to energy eigenstates approximates a micro-
canonical ensemble average, up to corrections that are
suppressed with respect to the dimension of the Hilbert
space. Given ETH, quantum thermalization is under-
stood as a direct consequence of the equivalence between
the long-time average of the operator expectation and
thermal ensemble average, regardless of initial conditions.

Although ETH successfully bridges the gap between
the isolated many-body quantum system and thermal
statistical ensemble, violation of the ETH condition, and
correspondingly the absence of thermalization in an iso-
lated quantum system, cannot be generically determined
a prior. Obviously, ETH does not apply in general to all
possible observables, and it has also been noticed that
ETH may be valid only for a fraction of the energy eigen-
states, known as the weak ETH scenario [38, 40]. Beyond
the apparent violation of ETH expected in integrable sys-
tems, ETH is also known to break down in the presence of
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quantum many-body localization (QMBL) [41], both of
the effects prevent the ergodicity of local quantum states.
In contrast to the thermal states assumption in ETH,
there could also be athermal eigenstates generically gen-
erated that break weakly the quantum ergodicity, such as
the quantum many-body scar (QMBS) [42–44]. We refer
the readers to the following references for recent reviews
of ETH [45, 46], QMBL [47, 48], and QMBS [49, 50].

As an isolated many-body quantum system, quark-
gluon plasma created in heavy-ion collisions is the highly
excited state of QCD matter. Given further the fact that
QCD is non-linear and non-integrable, one expects ETH
generically applicable to the quantum thermalization of
quark-gluon plasma. In principle, verification of ETH
in the context of quark-gluon plasma requires the diag-
onalization of QCD Hamiltonian, which however is no-
toriously difficult owing to not only the complexity in
QCD dynamics, but also the limitation of computational
resources. As a proxy of QCD, in the present work we
focus instead on the Schwinger model [51], which is also
known as the quantum electrodynamics in 1+1 dimen-
sions. Schwinger model shares many essential features
of QCD, in particular the quark confinement and chiral
symmetry breaking in vacuum [52–60]. In the massless
limit, the Schwinger model is solvable because it is equiv-
alent to a non-interacting bosonic theory [51], while the
integrability is broken by a finite fermion mass. Recently,
there have been remarkable progresses in the study of
the massive Schwinger model on a lattice, using quan-
tum simulations (see [61, 62] for recent reviews) on quan-
tum [63–65] or classical [66–79] devices, as well as other
field theories in general (see e.g., [80–93]). Particularly,
ETH of plaquette and electric energy operators [85, 86]
and scar states [88] are found in SU(2) gauge theory.
We refer the readers to [61, 62] for recent reviews of
quantum simulation of high energy physics. Therefore, a
model analysis of the quantum thermalization of a one-
dimensional quark-gluon plasma is possible.

It is worth emphasizing that the realization of a high-
energy field theory on a lattice not only renders the the-
ory solvable within a specified energy scale, but also con-
nects high-energy physics to practical lattice systems,
such as spin chain. Given that such connections have
been effectively used to gain insights into critical phe-
nomena, universality, and phase transitions in quantum
fields (cf. [94]), it should come as no surprise that the
Schwinger model on a lattice enables the study of the
characteristics of quantum thermalization in quark-gluon
plasma.

In the classical or semi-classical approach, a natural
probe of thermalization is the single-particle phase-space
distribution. Evolution of the distribution follows ki-
netic equation, with the well-known asymptotically equi-
librium solution given by the Fermi–Dirac distribution
(for fermions), Bose–Einstein distribution (for bosons),
or Boltzmann distribution (for classical particles). In
the long wavelength limit, moments of the phase-space
distribution also determine fluid dynamical behavior in

the system, which explains fundamentally the exhibition
of hydrodynamic attractor in the kinetic theory solu-
tion [11]. For the quantum thermalization of quark-gluon
plasma, as a quantum correspondence, we are motivated
to consider the quark Wigner operators, which in princi-
ple, consists of the non-local two-body operators. More
explicitly, the equal-time Wigner operator

Ŵαβ(t, z, p) =

∫
ψ̄α(z+)U(z+, z−)ψβ(z−) e

i pyℏ dy , (1)

can be obtained as the Wigner–Weyl transform of the
gauge invariant two-point correlator of fermion field, ψ

and ψ̄, at z± ≡ z ± y
2 , with U(z+, z−) ≡ e−i

g
ℏ
∫ z+
z− A(z)dz

the gauge link ensuring gauge invariance. Note that the
momentum p is introduced as the conjugate variable to
spatial difference y. The expectation value of the Wigner
operator gives rise to the Wigner function, which in the
semi-classical limit, i.e., ℏ → 0, reduces to quark phase-
space distribution, upon an on-shell condition.
As a fermion in 1+1 dimensions, the quark Wigner

operator Ŵαβ forms a 2 × 2 matrix (with indices α and
β = 1, 2). The operator can be decomposed into different
components by Dirac gamma matrices,

Ŵ = ŵs − i ŵpγ
5 + ŵ0γ

0 + ŵ1γ
1 . (2)

Here, ŵs and ŵp are scalar and pseudo-scalar compo-
nents, while ŵ0 and ŵ1 correspond to the vector charge
and the axial vector charge components in 1+1 dimen-
sions, respectively 1. Given the unitarity condition Ŵ =
γ0Ŵ †γ0, the Wigner function wi’s [wi ≡ ⟨Ψ(t)| ŵi |Ψ(t)⟩
is the expectation of Wigner operator measured at a
time-evolving pure state, and i ∈ {s, p, 0, 1}] are real
functions of t, z, and p by construction. Particularly,
w0 is the Fourier transformation of the two-point corre-
lator ψ†(z+)ψ(z−) and measures the difference between
fermion and antifermion population, whereas ws corre-
sponds to ψ̄(z+)ψ(z−) and measures the sum of pop-
ulation of fermions and antifermions. Meanwhile, the
momentum integration of w0 is the space-time depen-
dent net charge density. Therefore, (ws + w0)/2 and
(ws −w0)/2 respectively correspond to the quantum de-
scriptions of the single-particle phase-space distribution
functions of fermion and antifermion. Analogously, w1 is
the Wigner transformation of ψ†(z+)γ

1ψ(z−) and corre-
sponds to the phase-space distribution of chirality charge,
and wp measures the difference between chirality charge
carried by fermions and those carried by antifermions.

As a preliminary study of the quantum thermalization
of quark-gluon plasma, the current work focuses on the
global equilibration in a finite and uniform system, hence
we are allowed to average over the spatial coordinates,
i.e., for system of size L, wi(t, p) ≡

∫
wi(t, z, p)

dz
L .

1 Particularly in 1+1 dimensions, ŵ0 and ŵ1 can be interpreted
as well as the axial vector current and the vector current com-
ponents.



3

Unlike solving the phase-space distribution in kinetic
theory, evolution of the Wigner function is purely quan-
tum mechanical. It does not rely on a weak-coupling
assumption or a hierarchy that truncates the quan-
tum equation of motion for the two-point correlation.
Moreover, in the context of quantum simulation of the
Schwinger model, the Wigner function is approachable ir-
respective of coupling strength. In fact, we are allowed to
vary the coupling in our simulations, from weak to strong,
and the nature of quantum thermalization in quark-gluon
plasma differs dramatically. It is not our purpose in this
current study to resolve the fundamental aspects of ETH,
on whether and how it may or may not apply to a sys-
tem, an operator, etc. It is our purpose to investigate,
in the context of ETH, how QGP as a complex quantum
many-body system emerges as a thermal system with fi-
nite system size and finite degrees of freedom (in terms
of particle numbers).

The paper is organized as follows. After presenting
the formulation of quantum simulation of the Schwinger
model in Sect. II, we discuss the Wigner function ther-
malization in Sect. III. With respect to ETH, the
quantum thermalization of the Wigner function is re-
interpreted in Sect. IV. In particular, we also explore
the production of entropy, which is beyond the ETH ap-
proach (Sect. V). Summary and discussion are given in
Sect. VI.

εN-1

ε0

ε1

χN-1

χN

χ1

χ 2

…

…

w
s(
x,
p)x

…

…

FIG. 1. Illustration of the setup of a lattice Schwinger model
with periodic boundary condition: filled and open symbols
represent respectively the quark and anti-quark, which are
linked by the electric field. Wigner operator defined with
spacing is shown as well.

II. QUANTUM SIMULATION OF THE
SCHWINGER MODEL

The Schwinger model characterizes interactions among
fermion, anti-fermion, and an Abelian gauge field with a
non-trivial topological vacuum solution characterized by

a θ-term, in 1+1 dimensions. In its action,

S =

∫ (
ψ̄(γµ(i∂µ+g Aµ)−m)ψ−F

µνFµν
4

+
gθ

4π
ϵµνFµν

)
d2x,

(3)
ψ and ψ̄ are fermion field operators, Fµν = ∂µAν−∂νAµ
gives the field strength, m is the fermion (bare) mass
and g the coupling constant. Upon a chiral transforma-

tion that ψ → ei
θ
2 γ

5

ψ and ψ̄ → ψ̄ ei
θ
2 γ

5

, the θ-term can
be canceled due to anomaly, leading equivalently to the
Hamiltonian

Ĥ =

∫ (
ψ̄
(
γ1(−i∂z − g A1) +meiθγ

5)
ψ +

1

2
E2
)
dz .

(4)

In Eq. (4), A1 is the gauge field potential which gives
rise to the electric field E = ∂0A1. Throughout our dis-
cussion, to mimic the feature of quark-gluon plasma, we
will consider these fermions as one-flavor quarks, and the
coupling g as the strong coupling constant. Since what
we discuss is purely quantum mechanical, for the remain-
der of the paper we do not distinguish quantum effects
from the classical ones, and we employ the natural unit
that ℏ = c = kB = 1.
In numerical simulations of quantum field theory, a

finite volume must be used, with coordinate space dis-
cretized. Here, we consider a finite interval z ∈ [0, L]
with periodic boundary conditions [ψ(L) = ψ(0) and
E(L) = E(0) = Ebnd] to maintain translational invari-
ance, which is essential for defining a discrete Wigner
function consistently.
The z-direction is discretized into a lattice with N

grid points and spacing a = L/N . In 1+1 dimen-
sions, the Dirac matrices γµ are 2 × 2 matrices, and
the field ψ has two degrees of freedom. On the lat-
tice, we employ staggered fermions as introduced by
Kogut and Susskind [95, 96], with χ2n = a

1
2ψ↑(2na) and

χ2n+1 = a
1
2ψ↓(2na+a). Using the Jordan-Wigner trans-

formation [97], the staggered fermions can be represented
by Pauli matrices, ensuring the proper anticommutation
relations. The Hamiltonian’s gauge invariance is main-
tained by implementing Gauss’ law, ∂zE = g ψ̄γ0ψ, which
constrains the gauge field operators at most lattice sites.
The only remaining independent degree of freedom is the
electric field at the boundary. We introduce dimension-

less operators, ε = g−1Ebnd and U = e−i g
∫ L
0
A1(z) dz,

to represent the electric and gauge fields, respectively.
These operators satisfy the commutation relation [ε, U ] =
−U . For an approximate matrix representation of ε and
U , refer to [98]. An illustration of the staggered fermions
and gauge fields on grids with period boundary condition
is given in Figure 1.
In a system withN staggered fermion grids and electric

field truncation being Λ, we expand the quantum states
by the Fock states |e; s1, s2, · · · , sN ⟩, in which si ∈ {0, 1}
depending on whether or not the fermion/antifermion on
the ith site is occupied; and e ∈ {−Λ, · · · ,Λ−1,Λ} is the



4

truncated eigenvalues of the boundary electric field op-
erator (ε). The Fock states therefore span a (2Λ + 1)2N

dimensional Hilbert space, and all operators are repre-
sented by (2Λ + 1)2N -by-(2Λ + 1)2N dimensional matri-
ces. Particularly, due to the Pauli exclusion principle,
such a system has at most N/2 fermions and N/2 an-
tifermions, whereas the number of gauge particles can be
large.

Adopting the convention for gamma matrices in 1 + 1
dimensions to be γ0 = Z, γ1 = iY , and γ5 = γ0γ1 = X,
with X, Y , and Z being the Pauli matrices, the lattice
Schwinger Hamiltonian reads,

Ĥlat =
i

2

N−1∑
n=1

(
(−1)nm sin θ − 1

a

)(
χ†
nχn+1 − χ†

n+1χn

)
+
i

2

(
m sin θ − 1

a

)(
χ†
NU

†χ1 − χ†
1UχN

)
+

N∑
n=1

(
(−1)nm cos θ χ†

nχn +
a g2

2
ε2n

)
.

(5)

with the electric field given by

εn = ε+

n∑
m=1

(
χ†
mχm − 1− (−1)m

2

)
. (6)

While the Hamiltonian (5) is ready to be simulated
on quantum devices, our real-time simulations require
a large quantum circuit depth that exceeds the cur-
rent capabilities. In this work, we simulate the evo-
lution of quantum states on classical hardwares, i.e.,
solve the time-dependent state vector governed by the
Hamiltonian matrix. A detailed derivation of the lattice
Schwinger Hamiltonian, including its explicit gate repre-
sentation, is provided in Appendix A.

In 1+1 dimensions, the coupling constant g has the
dimension of energy, just as the quark mass m. In a
lattice theory, from the grid size one has 1/a and 1/(Na)
respectively the ultraviolet (UV) and infrared (IR) cut-
off of the energy scale. In this paper, we always scale the
dimensionful quantities in units of g.
Unless otherwise specified, we will focus on the case of

θ = 0 in what follows. The lattice Schwinger model (5)
describes a fermion system inside a staggered external
field (terms ∝ (−1)nm) with hopping between adjacent
fermion and antifermion (terms ∝ 1/2a), while addition-
ally a gauge field link (∝ ag2/2) applies inducing con-
finement and vacuum chiral condensate. With respect to
the Jordan–Wigner transformation, the lattice Schwinger
Hamiltonian is dual to a 1-dimensional spin chain2, for
which the properties of ETH have been studied quite ex-
tensively.

2 Note that the surface gauge field with proper truncation is dual
to a site with high spin.

In principle, one would expect the mass term
in the Hamiltonian suppresses local fluctuations of
fermion/antifermion occupation from the bare vacuum,
i.e., the Néel state. In addition, although the electric field
energy formally contains all-to-all connections3, it disfa-
vors configurations with electric field link that is strong
in intensity or long in distance. Thus, the long-range cor-
relations are suppressed by the electric field energy term.
In contrast, the hopping terms, which are summation
of creation/annihilation operators of nearest pairs, bring
the ground state away from the trivial bare vacuum. It
has been found, in the absence of the mass term, that a
strong enough hopping (corresponding to sufficiently fine
grids) is essential for breaking the localization induced
by the electric field energy [99]. Nonetheless, the effec-
tive electric localization is avoided in cases of finer lattice
spacing, which corresponds to a higher energy scale that
we are considering. In our numerical simulation, unless
specified, we take the largest lattice grid4 allowed by the
computation resource, N = 20, with spacing a = 1/(2g)
and electric field cut-off Λ = 2. They correspond to en-
ergy cut-off scales ΛUV = 2g and ΛIR = g/10.
It is interesting to notice that the system size of the

lattice Na = 10/g = 18M−1
meson

5, is comparable with
the typical system size in a heavy-ion collision, which
is ∼ 10 fm = 15M−1

π (Mπ = 135 MeV/c2 is the neu-
tral pion mass). Additionally, with such lattice spacing,
thermalization has been observed in the entanglement
spectrum in jet production [72, 78] as well as entangle-
ment entropy and chiral condensate under the presence
of random external electric charges [99], and consistency
with the continuum limit has been examined [72, 78].
We then explore various values of fermion mass be-

tween 0 and ΛUV = 2g to study whether or how the sys-
tem approaches thermal equilibrium. Note that although
the massless Schwinger model in the continuum limit is
exactly solvable, its discrete version is not integrable re-
gardless of m. This can be understood intuitively from
the perturbative calculation of mass renormalization, and
it is found that a finite lattice effect of Schwinger model
induces a correction δm = a g2/8 in the bare mass [100].
Thus, instead of being a massless fermion system, the
m = 0 case should be treated as a strongly coupled sce-
nario that has large ratio of g/meff . Correspondingly,
while hitting the UV cut-off, the m = 2g limit can also
be viewed as a weakly coupled scenario that g/m = 1/2.

3 One may find χ†
mχmχ†

nχn with arbitrary m and n when expand-
ing

∑
n ε2n.

4 The quantum states span a Hilbert space with dimension D =
(2Λ + 1)2N = 5× 220 ≈ 5.2× 106. Noting that the total charge
operator commutes with the Hamiltonian and Wigner operators,
we focus on the neutral sector which reduces the dimension by
a factor ∼ 5. Thus, all operators are one-million-by-one-million
dimensional matrices.

5 The massless Schwinger model in the continuum limit is exactly
solvable, as it is dual to a free meson system with meson mass
Mmeson = g/

√
π [51].
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FIG. 2. (Top to bottom) Momentum dependence of
scalar, vector, pseudoscalar, and axialvector components of
the Wigner function. Purple dotted lines indicate initial
value, and black solid lines show the long-time averages. Gold
(red) lines correspond to the thermal expectation values us-
ing MCE (CE), with the bands are the corresponding thermal
variation.

In what follows, we refer to the m = 0 and m = 2g
settings as strong and weak coupling cases, respectively.

On a lattice, the momentum space is also discretized
to maintain the periodic boundary condition. Thus,
the Wigner operators ought to be defined at momentum
grids, ŵi,k ≡ ŵi(p =

π
N ak) with k being integer, and they

are represented by

ŵs,k =

N∑
n=1

N−1∑
m=0

ei
2mπk

N

N
(−1)n−mχ†

n+mχn−m , (7)

ŵ0,k =

N∑
n=1

N−1∑
m=0

ei
2mπk

N

N
χ†
n+mχn−m , (8)

ŵ1,k =

N∑
n=1

N−1∑
m=0

ei
(2m+1)πk

N

N
χ†
n+mχn−m−1 , (9)

ŵp,k =

N∑
n=1

N−1∑
m=0

i ei
(2m+1)πk

N

N
(−1)n+mχ†

n+mχn−m−1 .

(10)

It is obvious that ŵi(p+
π
a ) = ±ŵi(p), with positive and

negative signs taken for i ∈ {s, 0} and {p, 1}, respectively.

III. WIGNER FUNCTION THERMALIZATION

With an initial state |Ψ(0)⟩, the quantum state at time
t is given by

|Ψ(t)⟩ = e−iĤt |Ψ(0)⟩ , (11)

and the Wigner functions are the expectation val-
ues of the corresponding operators, ⟨ŵi(p)⟩t ≡
⟨Ψ(t)| ŵi(p) |Ψ(t)⟩ . We simulate the quantum state evo-
lution using a classical hardware with details provided in

the Appendix B. Eventually, quantum thermalization of
the Wigner operators can be captured by a direct com-
parison between quantum expectations ⟨ŵi(p)⟩t in the
long-time limit and the thermal ensemble averages de-
scribed as follows.
For a quantum system with a specified energy, one

generically adopts a microcanonical ensemble description
for the energy eigenstates, with the microcanonical en-
semble average given by state average within a finite en-
ergy shell,

⟨ŵi(p)⟩MCE =
1

N
∑

E′∈[E−∆E
2 ,E+∆E

2 ]

⟨E′| ŵi(p) |E′⟩ ,

(12)

where N is the number of states inside the energy shell,
E = ⟨Ψ(t)| Ĥ |Ψ(t)⟩ and (∆E)2 = ⟨Ψ(t)| Ĥ2 |Ψ(t)⟩ − E2

are respectively the mean and variance of energy6. Al-
ternatively, if the energy eigenstates are approximately
characterized by a canonical ensemble, one has the canon-
ical ensemble average through the density matrix ρ̂(T ) ∝
exp(−Ĥ/T ),

⟨ŵi(p)⟩CE =
tr[e−Ĥ/T ŵi(p)]

tr[e−Ĥ/T ]
. (13)

Here, the temperature of the canonical ensemble can be
solved according to E = ⟨Ψ(t)| Ĥ |Ψ(t)⟩ = ⟨Ĥ⟩CE.
Microcanonical and canonical ensemble averages are

respectively represented by the gold and red lines in
Fig. 2. Note that due to the neutrality condition im-
posed in the system, the ensemble average of the vec-
tor charge component w0, which corresponds to the dif-
ference between fermion and antifermion, vanishes by
construction. Consequently, the scalar component alone
characterizes the population of quarks. We also esti-
mate the strength of thermal fluctuations via the ther-
mal variance, shown in Fig. 2 as the colored bands. For
instance, instead of a static distribution in thermal equi-
librium, the equilibrium expectation of the scalar compo-
nent fluctuates around its mean within a thermal width
δMCE
s (p) = (⟨ŵs(p)2⟩MCE − ⟨ŵs(p)⟩2MCE)

1/2. Thermal
variance formulated in terms of the canonical ensemble
is similar.
Knowledge of the equilibrium distribution of the

Wigner function allows one to avoid quantum typical-
ity in the initial condition. In practice, with respect to
energy E, although initial state can be chosen arbitrarily
on a patch of a unit hypersurface, namely,

|Ψ(0)⟩ =
∑
n

cn |En⟩ ↔ ⟨Ψ(0)| Ĥ |Ψ(0)⟩ = E (14)

6 It is straightforward to see that E and ∆E are determined by
the initial state and do not evolve in time.
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FIG. 3. Time evolution of summed difference between the
scalar(red), pseudoscalar(orange), vector(green), and axial
vector(blue) components of the Wigner function and their
corresponding thermal values. The top (bottom) panel is for
m/g = 0 (2). Left and right panels show early and late time
evolution for ranges t ∈ [0, 50]/g and t ∈ [10000, 10050]/g,
respectively. A shaded band is added to indicate the thermal
fluctuation region that ∆2 ≤ 1.

with
∑
n |cn|2 = 1, we find that a certain fraction of

the unit hypersurface is quantum typical. These typi-
cal states lead to thermalization of the Wigner function
operators regardless of interaction and evolution, e.g.,
⟨Ψ(0)| ŵi(p) |Ψ(0)⟩ = ⟨ŵi(p)⟩CE. We therefore purposely
choose the initial condition of the quantum state corre-
sponds to energy level occupations far away from thermal
equilibrium, with a scheme detailed in Appendix D. One
such initial state results in expectations of initial Wigner
operators, as shown with the purple dotted lines in Fig. 2,
where deviations from the thermal ensemble averages are
obvious.
With respect to the chosen initial condition, by solving

the state (11), one obtains the evolution of the Wigner
functions. For instance, as shown in the left panel of
Fig. 2, in the strong coupling case, although with quan-
tum fluctuations, ws(p) gradually accumulates at all
momenta, reflecting the generation of quarks and anti-
quarks from gauge field. For all the four components in
the strong coupling case, we observe that the long-time
averaged expectations (black-solid lines) are consistent
with their corresponding thermal ensemble averages. On
the other hand, in the weak coupling case where quark
mass m = 2g, the long-time averaged expectations of the
scalar and the axial-vector charge components differ sig-
nificantly from thermal ensemble averages, while within
the thermal variance, w0 and wp still thermalize. We
have tested the solutions with various initial conditions.

In order to achieve a time-dependent and quantitative
measure of quantum thermalization, we further define the
relative deviation,

∆2
i (p, t) ≡

(
⟨ŵi(p)⟩t − ⟨ŵi(p)⟩MCE

δMCE
i (p)

)2

, (15)

where i ∈ {s, p, 0, 1} and δMCE
i is the thermal width in-

troduced previously. This relative deviation is a non-

negative quantity, and it vanishes only for absolute ther-
malization that Wigner function coincides with the ther-
mal ensemble average. Thermal width in the denomina-
tor takes into account the effect of thermal fluctuations,
such that thermalization can be recognized as long as
∆2
i < 1.
In Fig. 3, the evolution of ∆2

i ’s at a specified momen-
tum are shown, respectively, for the strong-coupling (top
panels) and weak-coupling (lower panels) systems. For il-
lustrative purposes, we choose the momentum separately
for each curve, such that each of them has the most signif-
icant deviation from their corresponding thermal ensem-
ble averages. In principle, Fig. 3 conveys the message
in line with Fig. 2, that all components of the Wigner
function thermalize in the strong coupling system, while
in a weak coupling system, quantum thermalization is
achieved only in wp and w0. Additionally, time depen-
dence allows one to explore the process of relaxation to-
ward thermalization. For the component that thermal-
izes, the relative deviation starts from a large value and
decay. After a relaxation time scale the relative devia-
tion becomes generally smaller than unity, even quantum
fluctuations occur occasionally and randomly bring them
back away from zero. Note that as thermalization be-
ing approached, quantum fluctuations also decay signifi-
cantly and eventually become comparable in magnitude
to the thermal widths, indicating compatibility between
quantum and thermal fluctuations. For a component that
does not thermalize — for instance, the scalar compo-
nents ws in the weak coupling system, as shown in the
lower panel of Fig. 3 — the relative deviation and the
amplitude of the quantum fluctuations do not decay in
time, with ∆2

s > 1. The evolution of the relative devia-
tion in the long time limit is investigated as well, as we
shift the time window with a delay t→ t+ 104/g.
Our observations provide strong evidence for quantum

thermalization in a strongly coupled quark-gluon system
in 1+1 dimensions, as all components of the Wigner func-
tion at different momenta converge to the thermal distri-
butions. In contrast, in a weakly coupled quark-gluon
system, quantum thermalization can be realized only in
the vector charge and the pseudo-scalar components.

IV. EIGENSTATE THERMALIZATION
HYPOTHESIS

The thermalization of the Wigner function in the
1+1 dimensional quark-gluon system can be under-
stood with respect to eigenstate thermalization hypoth-
esis (ETH) [34–36]. For the purpose of illustration, in
this section we focus on the scalar component ws and
the pseudo-scalar component wp.
For a non-integrable quantum system, if ETH applies

to an operator, denoted as Ô, the matrix elements in the
energy basis Onm ≡ ⟨En| Ô |Em⟩ can be expressed as,

Onm = O(Ē)δnm +Ω(Ē, En − Em)rnm . (16)
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FIG. 4. Expectation values of scalar Wigner function with
N = 14 and m = 0 (red) or m = 2g (blue), with other values
for mass are also shown in the lower panels. Wigner functions
at different momentum points are qualitatively similar, and
we show results at p = 0 as representives.

The diagonal elements are dominated by a smooth func-
tion O(Ē) of Ē ≡ (En + Em)/2; while the off-diagonal
elements, in addition to the random noise of order unity,
rnm’s, are constrained by the function Ω(Ē, En−Em) ∝
exp(−S(Ē)/2), which represents the suppression with
respect to the density of microscopic states, which is
also linked with the system’s total entropy. As a di-
rect consequence of Eq. (16), given a quantum state,

the expectation Ô is determined by the mean energy
(⟨E⟩ ≡

∑
n pnEn),

⟨Ô⟩ ≡
∑
n

pnOnn = O(⟨E⟩) (1 +O(exp(−S)). (17)

Here, pn is the nth diagonal of the density matrix, namely
the occupation probability of the nth energy level. It
corresponds to the thermal weight [pn = e−βEn/Z(β)]
in a canonical ensemble, or the norm-squared of the ex-
pansion coefficient (pn = |cn|2) for a pure state tak-
ing the form as Eq. (14). Given that ETH is satisfied,
thermalization takes place since the long-time average
of the operator expectation limt→∞⟨Ô⟩t = O(⟨E⟩) (1 +
O(exp(−S)) approximates to the thermal value once
the effective temperature is determined by matching the
mean energy (⟨E⟩). Furthermore, contributions from the
off-diagonal terms are suppressed substantially by the in-
verse of density of states.

Distribution of Eigenstate spectrum. We present in
Fig. 4 the diagonal elements of the Wigner function
ws and wp at momentum p = 0, with the notation

⟨Ô⟩n ≡ ⟨En| Ô |En⟩. The off-diagonal elements of these
Wigner functions are found essentially small (see Ap-
pendix C). At all other momenta, the Wigner function
exhibits qualitatively the same, even quantitatively con-
sistent behavior. In the current section, we perform the
calculation for a smaller lattice grid with N = 14 sites in
order to check all the energy eigenstates. For the low ex-
citation states that are achievable in larger lattice grids,
we have checked that results are quantitatively consis-

tent7. In the left panel of Fig. 4, in the case of m = 0,
the diagonal elements of ws are distributed within a nar-
row band, represented by a smooth function of energy,
in accordance with the ETH condition. However, as the
quark mass increases from zero, a splitting in the distri-
bution of the diagonal elements is observed. In the case
of an extremely weakly coupled system with m = 2g,
the diagonal elements are distributed into five distinct
sub-bands, signaling a clear breakdown of the ETH con-
dition. On the other hand, the diagonal elements of the
pseudoscalar component of the Wigner function form a
smooth band, irrespective of the quark mass, as shown
in the right panel of Fig. 4.

With respect to the ETH conditions, all the properties
of the matrix elements are consistent with our previous
observation, that the thermalization of ws is dependent
on the quark mass, while the pseudoscalar component of
the Wigner function consistently thermalizes, regardless
of the quark mass.
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FIG. 5. (a) Same as Fig. 4 but for m = g. The size of
red, purple, and orange circles indicate the probability of
the corresponding energy levels in the simulations labeled as
(α), (β), and (γ), respectively. Vertical lines(bands) indicate
the mean values(standard derivations) of energy of the cor-
responding quantum state. (b) Momentum dependent scalar
Wigner functions. Dotted, solid, and dashed lines and bands
respectively represent the initial, long time averaged, and
MCE thermal averaged values and fluctuations. (c) Time evo-
lution of the scalar Wigner function with momentum p = πg.
Thin horizontal solid lines represent the long-time-averaged
values, and thick dashed lines and bands are respectively the
MCE thermal averages and fluctuations.

7 Consistency can also be seen by the system size dependence ex-
amination performed in Appendix C.
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Time evolution of the scalar component. Let us now
focus on the scalar component of the Wigner function.
Noticing that the splitting in the diagonal elements ap-
pears gradually in the low energy region, as quark mass
increases, the violation of ETH condition could be only
partial, depending on the system energy. This is the
weak-ETH scenario in a non-integrable system [38, 40].
The dependence of thermalization on the system energy
can be best demonstrated for a intermediate mass value,
such as m = g, as to some extent it is a pseudo-critical
mass in the system. At particularly low energies, only
one branch of the split bands affects, such as the energy
at line (α) in the top panel of Fig. 5 (panel (a)), the di-
agonal elements can still be regarded being distributed
as a part of a smooth function, corresponding to micro-
canonical ensemble in a smaller Hilbert space. Analogous
argument applies as well, for sufficiently large energies
where the sub-bands converge, such as the energy at line
(γ) in the top panel of Fig. 5. For both cases, one would
still expect thermalization. However, thermalization of
the scalar Wigner function should be absent for the en-
ergy at line (β), given the apparent violation of the ETH
that can be observed in the multiple sub-bands in the
distribution of the diagonal elements contribute.

If one solves the system evolution for the scalar Wigner
function at these energies, thermalization behavior re-
garding ETH can be verified, which are shown in the
lower panels of Fig. 5. In the lower left panel (panel
(b)), as energy varies, the long-time average of the scalar
Wigner function is compared to the thermal ensemble av-
erage. In the cases of (α) and (γ), starting from an out-
of-equilibrium state (dotted lines), the long-time averages
of the scalar Wigner function (solid lines) converge cor-
respondingly to their thermal ensemble averages (dashed
lines with bands). In case (β), contrastingly, thermaliza-
tion is absent. The lower right panel (panel (c)) confirms
the observation, with emphasis on time evolution. For
both (α) and (γ), ws(0) relaxes towards the thermal ex-
pectation. Note that since the relaxation time scales in-
versely to the dimension of the Hilbert space, i.e., 1/DH,
in case (α) thermalization occurs later. Nonetheless, in
case (β), where the ETH condition is violated, although
ws(0) approaches equilibration in the long time limit, it
is not thermalized.

Violation of ETH, QMBS and θ-vacuum. The vio-
lation of ETH condition in an isolated non-integrable
quantum system can be induced by the presence of
quantum many-body localization (QMBL), or the exis-
tence of quantum many-body scar (QMBS) in the en-
ergy eigenstates. Particularly, although it has been no-
ticed that the effect of disorder-free localization arises
as a consequence gauge invariance in a Schwinger-like
model [99, 101, 102] 8, the gradual breaking down of the

8 Localization in the Schwinger model with large mass is observed
as well in [76] in the context of charge propagation.
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FIG. 6. Comparison of ETH violation in the massive case
(m = 2g) with different θ angles. Upper and lower pan-
els respectively present the scalar and pseudoscalar Wigner
function at p = 0 measured at different energy eigenstates.
In each panel, blue (red) dots represent the case with θ = 0
(θ = π/2).

ETH in the scalar and the vector charge components of
the Wigner function, as quark bare mass increases from
strong to the weak coupling scenario, is largely associated
with QMBS [103].
The effect of QMBS is more transparent in the weak

coupling limit, i.e. m/g → ∞, where the influence of
gauge field is substantially suppressed and the Hamil-
tonian effectively reduces to that of a massive fermion
chain without interaction, Ĥfermion. The fermion chain
contains a set of equally spaced eigenstates. One is al-
lowed to define the operator, Q̂†

α,

Q̂†
α ≡ 1

Nperm.

∑
perm.

|A|+|B|=α

∏
j∈A

χ†
j ⊗

∏
k∈B

χk ⊗
∏

i∈A∪B

Ii

 ,

(18)
for α = 1, 2, . . .. The summation of permutations in-
cludes all possible configurations of fermion (antifermion)

creation operators χ†
j (χk) located on even (odd) lat-

tice sites, A (B) is the set of excited fermion (an-
tifermion) sites with the number of elements being |A|
(|B|). Correspondingly, the complement of their union,
A ∪ B, consists of the sites that are not occupied. Nperm

is a normalization constant. Given the property that
[Ĥfermion, Q̂

†
α] = αmQ̂†

α, with respect to the ground state
that all of the fermion/antifermion sites are unoccupied

|Φ⟩ = |1010 . . .⟩ and |Qα⟩ = Q̂†
α |Φ⟩, one has the tower of

eigen-energy spectrum,

Ĥfermion |Qα⟩ = (E0 + αm) |Qα⟩ . (19)

These eigenstates are the athermal QMBS states embed-
ding along with the thermal eigenstate spectrum. Even
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if the fermion chain is coupled to the gauge field, the
athermal subspace spanned by |Qα⟩ persists with correc-
tion of order g/m in the eigen-energy spacing, namely,

Ĥ |Qα⟩ = (E0 + αm)(1 +O(g/m)) |Qα⟩.
Importantly, the athermal subspace from |Qα⟩ is par-

ity (P)-even, hence it does not affect the thermalization
properties of P-odd operators, such as the pseudo-scalar
components of the Wigner function. For instance, since
⟨Qα| ŵp |Q′

α⟩ = 0 as a consequence of the parity condi-
tion, the ETH condition in the eigenstate components of
(ŵp)mn is not violated, in consistency with our observa-
tion. Moreover, the QMBS statement applies even if the
parity property in the Hamiltonian is altered, e.g., by se-
lecting a different θ-vacuum. We thus choose θ = π/2 in
the Schwinger Hamiltonian (4) and (5) and the mass term
becomesmψ̄γ5ψ. Accordingly, the athermal subspace as-
sociated with the QMBS becomes parity-odd. Indeed, as
observed in our numerical verification shown in Fig. 6,
the thermalization properties in ŵs and ŵp swap.

V. QUANTUM THERMALIZATION IN TERMS
OF ENTROPY PRODUCTION

10 20 30 40 50
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

t [g-1]

S ℓ
(t
)
-
S ℓ
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(N /π) sin(πℓ/N )

FIG. 7. Time evolution of entanglement entropy with the
corresponding vacuum value subtracted. In the inserted fig-
ure, their corresponding long-time limits are plotted with re-
spect to the subsystem length with finite size correction. Solid
curves and filled circles correspond to m = 0, whereas dashed
curves and open circles are for m = 2g. Different colors rep-
resent subsystem size with ℓ = 2 (purple), 4 (blue), 6 (green),
8 (orange), and 10 (red), respectively.

It is instructive to check whether and how the quark
system described by the Schwinger model approaches
thermal equilibrium in terms of entropy. In this section,
we compute the quantum entanglement entropy and clas-
sical Boltzmann entropy for the time-dependent quantum

0 10 20 30 40 50

4

6

8

t [g-1]

S
[W

(p
)]

m=0

m=2g

solid: time dependent
dashed: thermal

FIG. 8. Boltzmann entropy as function of time.

states used previously in computing the Wigner func-
tions, i.e., in Fig. 2 and 3.
For a system with N sites, one may split the sys-

tem into two parts — respectively denoted as A and
Ā and with length ℓ and N − ℓ — and express a 2N -
dimensional Hilbert space as the direct product of a 2ℓ-
dimensional subspace and a 2N−ℓ-dimensional one. For
a time evolving pure state, |Ψ(t)⟩, we compute the re-
duced density matrix ρA(t) ≡ trĀ(|Ψ(t)⟩⟨Ψ(t)|) and solve
its eigenvalues for different t, denoted as λi(t). We then
compute the entropy of the reduced density matrix as
S(t) = −

∑
i λi lnλi, which is also known as the entan-

glement entropy between A and Ā.
We check the time evolution of the entropy for various

subsystem sizes ℓ, as shown in Fig. 7. For better compar-
ison, the corresponding entropy measured for the ground
state of the Hamiltonian, Sl,vac, has been subtracted for
each curve. When m = 0, Sℓ’s increase in time9 and
saturate after t ∼ 2g−1, then they fluctuate around the
saturation value. Meanwhile, the long time limit of Sℓ —
with mean and uncertainty respectively estimated by the
average value and standard deviation in the time interval
t ∈ [10, 50]g−1 — is proportional to the subsystem length
with finite size correction, V (ℓ) ≡ (N/π) sin(πℓ/N), indi-
cating that the entanglement entropy can be interpreted
as the thermodynamic one. The volume can be intu-
itively understood by noting that V (ℓ) ≈ ℓ when ℓ≪ N ,
and V (ℓ) = V (N − ℓ) which shows the invariance of en-
tropy when swapping the subsystem and its complement.
One may refer to Ref. [104] for more details. In contrast,
the m = 2g case does not exhibit a volume dependence
or a saturation in time.

For comparison with the classical concept in the ther-
malization process, we also estimate the Boltzmann en-
tropy. Following the standard Boltzmann prescription,
we compute the quark and anti-quark distribution func-

tions from the Winger functions, fq,k(t) =
⟨ŵs,k+ŵ0,k⟩t

2

9 Except for ℓ ≤ 4 which are dominated by quantum fluctuation.
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and fq̄,k(t) =
⟨ŵs,k−ŵ0,k⟩t

2 , respectively. Accordingly, the
Boltzmann entropy is introduced as

S[W (p)] ≡ −
N∑
k=1

(
fq,k ln fq,k + (1− fq,k) ln(1− fq,k)

+ fq̄,k ln fq̄,k + (1− fq̄,k) ln(1− fq̄,k)
)
.

(20)

Note in Schwinger model, the gauge field is purely clas-
sical, there are no photon (gluon) excitations that con-
tribute to the production of Boltzmann entropy.

In a system that reaches thermal equilibrium, the clas-
sical Boltzmann entropy should correspond to a distri-
bution that approximates the canonical distribution, en-
abling the prediction of the equilibrium entropy of the
quark system based on its initial energy. In Fig. 8,
we present S[W (p)] for both the strong and the weak
coupling cases, with their corresponding thermal equi-
librium expectations indicated as the dashed lines. We
observe the raising of S[W (p)] in the strong coupling case
for t ≲ 10/g, reflecting the system’s progression toward
equilibrium, and then the entropy saturates, oscillating
around the thermal equilibrium value. In contrast, in
the weak coupling case, the Boltzmann entropy exhibits
periodic oscillations and fails to converge to the thermal
equilibrium value, indicating a lack of thermalization.

The time dependence of both the entanglement en-
tropy and the Boltzmann entropy, along with the subsys-
tem size dependence observed in the former, consistently
indicates thermalization in the strong coupling limit but
not in the weak coupling case. This behavior aligns
with the trends observed in the scalar component of the
Wigner function. However, neither the entanglement en-
tropy nor the Boltzmann entropy effectively captures the
quantum thermalization of the pseudo-scalar component,
highlighting the limitations of entropy in fully describing
the quantum thermalization dynamics of all system ob-
servables.

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we simulate the quantum thermaliza-
tion process in the quark-gluon plasma. Using a non-
perturbative approach based on the quantum compu-
tation algorithm, we solve the real-time evolution of
a strongly coupled system formulated via the lattice
Schwinger model and measure the time-dependent ex-
pectation values of the Wigner function operators. As
quantum analogues of the phase-space distribution func-
tion, the thermalization of Wigner functions is studied in
the context of time evolution and the verification of the
eigenstate thermalization hypothesis.

In the strong-coupling limit, all components of the
Wigner function successfully thermalize. In contrast,
in the weak-coupling regime, only the pseudoscalar and
axial-vector charge components of the Wigner function

approach thermal equilibrium, while the scalar and vec-
tor charge components do not. This difference in ther-
malization behavior with respect to coupling strength is
also reflected in the evolution of quantum entanglement
entropy and classical Boltzmann entropy.

Additionally, the non-thermalization of the scalar and
axial-vector components in the weak-coupling case is at-
tributed to quantum many-body scar states, linked to the
parity even mass term. A direct consequence of this is
the unique influence of the non-trivial topological vacuum
on quantum thermalization. Notably, when the system
is promoted to a parity odd configuration with θ = π/2,
we have verified that the thermalization properties of the
scalar and pseudo-scalar components are swapped. This
finding highlights the intricate interplay between cou-
pling strength, intrinsic quantum states, and topological
properties in governing the thermalization dynamics of
quark-gluon plasma systems.

Although caution should be taken when extrapolat-
ing the current study to realistic quark-gluon plas-
mas—particularly in the context of QCD in 3+1 dimen-
sions—there are several noteworthy implications that
merit discussions.

First, our setup of lattice system with N = 20 lat-
tice sites provides at most a ten fermions and ten anti-
fermions — together with unlimited amount of photons
(gluons) — quark-gluon plasma. It provides insights of
the real-time thermalization process of a small, isolated
quantum many-body system governed by strong interac-
tion. Second, although the study with varying ratio m/g
reflects the physics of strong or weak couplings, it can as
well be interpreted as the measure of quark bare mass rel-
ative to the system energy scale, as we have fixed the lat-
tice size by the coupling constant, ag = 1/2. Correspond-
ingly, for instance, the non-thermalization of the scalar
component of the Winger function in the cases of large
ratio m/g ∼ ma indicates also the lack of thermalization
of heavy quarks, such as charm quarks in a low-energy
collision. Third, in the strong-coupling limit, the first
excited state of the Hamiltonian corresponds to a meson
with massMmeson = g/

√
π [51], and it corresponds to the

lightest meson — i.e., pion with mass Mπ = 135 MeV —
in the real world. Thermalization of the Wigner function
and entropy occurs at t ∼ 2 g−1 ≈ 3M−1

meson, which cor-
responds to t ∼ 3M−1

π ≈ 4 fm/c. This is in the same
order of magnitude as the starting time (∼ 1 fm/c) of
hydrodynamic evolution determined phenomenologically
by fitting the experimental data [105–108].

Last but not least, in the weak-coupling / massive
scenario, we observe the distinct quantum thermaliza-
tion behavior between parity even and parity odd op-
erators, corresponding to the topological θ-vaccum of
the Schwinger model. Because in QCD the non-trivial
topological vacuum arises analogously in the non-Abelian
gauge field in terms of a θ-term, together with a θ param-
eter that is expected extremely small (the strong CP),
it is tempting to speculate that quantum thermaliza-
tion should be easily achieved in the parity-odd observ-
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ables, regardless of system energy scales, quark mass,
etc. Indeed, such a statement is consistent with the re-
markable success of the Statistical Hadronization Model
(SHM) [109–113]. As it applies to high-energy collisions
from e+e− to heavy ions, the final-state multiplicity dis-
tributions of pseudo-scalar meson states have been found
compatible with the thermal equilibrium predictions. A
detailed analysis of the role of the topological vacuum in
QCD in quantum thermalization will be reported in our
upcoming publication [114].
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Appendix A: Schwinger Hamiltonian in a lattice
with periodic boundary condition

In this Appendix, we provide a detailed introduction
to how a lattice Schwinger Hamiltonian, with periodic
boundary condition, is derived and represented by ma-
trices. One may find similar discussions in many litera-
ture. However, in this work we represent the Hamiltonian
with keeping the gauge field operator only at one site and
employ the Gauss’ law to fix others, which significantly
reduces the volume of quantum states and allows one
to perform simulation for larger lattices given the con-
straints of finite memory. We find it helpful to discuss
the derivation in a systematic manner. In this work, we
use X, Y , and Z to represent the Pauli matrices, the
metric convention with the temporal component being
positive, gµν = gµν = diag(+1,−1), and the gamma ma-
trices in 1 + 1D is taken to be γ0 = Z, γ1 = iY , and
γ5 = γ0γ1 = X.

We start from the Schwinger Lagrangian density in the
absence of θ term,

L = ψ̄
(
γµ(i∂µ − g Aµ)−m

)
ψ − FµνFµν

4
. (A1)

The grand-canonical momentum conjugate to the gauge
(Aµ) and spinor (ψ) fields are

E0 ≡ δL
δȦ0

= 0 , (A2)

E ≡ δL
δȦ1

= ∂tA1 − ∂zA0 , (A3)

πψ ≡ δL
δ(∂tψ)

= i ψ† , (A4)

and the Hamiltonian density becomes

H ≡ E∂0A1 + πψ∂tψ − L

= ψ̄
(
γ1(−i∂z + gA1) +m

)
ψ +

E2

2

+
(
g ψ̄γ0ψ − ∂zE

)
A0.

(A5)

In what follows, we take the Schrödinger picture that
operators does not depend on time, and the commutation
and anticommutation relations between fields and their
corresponding conjugate momenta are [A1(z), E(z′)] =
i δ(z − z) and {ψa(z), πbψ(z′)} = i δba δ(z − z′).
Under a gauge transformation,

Aµ → Aµ − g−1∂µφ, ψ → eiφψ, (A6)

we find the Lagrangian density is invariant, L → L, so
should be Hamiltonian. Nevertheless, one can find that
under (A6), H → H− (∂zE − g ψ̄γ0ψ)∂tφ, which implies
that the Gauss’ law

∂zE = g ψ̄γ0ψ (A7)

shall be explicitly implemented to maintain Gauge invari-
ance. The second line in the Hamiltonian (A5) vanishes,
and the E field at different positions shall no longer be
regarded as independent with each other. They are given
by

E(z) = Ebnd + g

∫ z

z0

ψ̄(z′)γ0ψ(z′)dz′ , (A8)

where z0 is the lower boundary in z, and Ebnd is the
electric field operator at z0. We consider the Schwinger
model defined in a finite interval z ∈ [0, L], with the pe-
riodic boundary condition that ψ(L) = ψ(0) and E(L) =
E(0) = Ebnd. The latter requires that the total charge of

the system must be vanishing, 0 =
∫ L
0
ψ̄(z)γ0ψ(z)dz.

We further perform a gauge transformation with phase
being

φ(z) = g

∫ z

0

A1(z
′)dz′, (A9)

so that ψ̄γ1(−i∂z+gA1)ψ → −iψ̄γ1∂zψ, and the bound-

ary condition becomes ψ(0) = e−i g
∫ L
0
A1(z)dzψ(L). The

Hamiltonian reads

H =

∫ L

0

(
ψ̄
(
− iγ1∂z +m

)
ψ +

1

2
E2
)
dz . (A10)

We discretize the z direction into lattice with spacing a,
fields are defined on the grids zn = na, for n = 1, · · · , N .
For fermions, we use the staggered fermion prescription
which was introduced by Kogut and Susskind [95, 96],

χ2n = a
1
2ψ↑(z2n) , χ2n+1 = a

1
2ψ↓(z2n+1) . (A11)

They follow that anticommutation relations

{χ†
n, χm} = δnm , {χ†

n, χ
†
m} = {χn, χm} = 0 . (A12)
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There is one remaining independent gauge field operator
— the one at the boundary,

ε = g−1Ebnd, U = e−i g
∫ L
0
A1(z)dz, (A13)

and they satisfy [ε, U ] = −U . With these, the lattice
Schwinger Hamiltonian reads,

Hlat = − i

2a

N−1∑
n=1

(
χ†
nχn+1 − χ†

n+1χn

)
− i

2a

(
χ†
NU

†χ1 − χ†
1UχN

)
+

N∑
n=1

(
(−1)nmχ†

nχn +
a g2

2
ε2n

)
,

(A14)

with the electric field given by

εn = ε+ : qn := ε+

n∑
m=1

(χ†
mχm − 1− (−1)m

2
) , (A15)

and :: denotes a normal product. In the presence of finite
θ term, (A14) becomes Eq. (5) in the main text.

In the lattice Schwinger Hamiltonian, χn, χ
†
n, ε and U

are operators defined by the desired commutation and/or
anti-commutation relations. The spinor operators can be
realized by the Jordan–Wigner representation [97],

χn =
Xn − iYn

2

n−1∏
m=1

(−iZm),

χ†
n =

Xn + iYn
2

n−1∏
m=1

(iZm),

(A16)

where we have used the notation Xn ≡
(∏n−1

j=1 ⊗I
)
⊗X⊗(∏N

j=n+1 ⊗I
)
and likewise for Yn and Zn. The electric-

filed operator and the link operator reads

ε =

Λ∑
ϵ=−Λ

ϵ |ϵ⟩ ⟨ϵ| , (A17)

U =

Λ−1∑
ϵ=−Λ

|ϵ⟩ ⟨ϵ+ 1| , U |−Λ⟩ = |Λ⟩ , (A18)

where |ϵ⟩’s are the eigenbasis of electric field operator ε,
and Λ is a cutoff that truncates the infinite dimensional
basis [98]. Implementing the matrices representation of

the fields, the lattice Hamiltonian (5) becomes

Hgate =
m

2
IG ⊗

N∑
n=1

(−1)n Zn

+
1

4a
IG ⊗

N−1∑
n=1

(XnXn+1 + YnYn+1)

+
1

8a

(
(U + U†)⊗ (XNX1 + YNY1)

+ i(U − U†)⊗ (XNY1 − YNX1)
)

+
a g2

2

N∑
n=1

(
ε⊗ IF + IG ⊗

n∑
j=1

Zj + (−1)j

2

)2
,

(A19)

where IG and IF are respectively the identity matrices in
the gauge and fermion fields’ Hilbert space.
Now we move on to construct the equal-time Wigner

operators in the Lattice theory. The Wigner operator’s
are 2×2-dimensional matrices, with the (a, b)-th element
given by [note that the gauge links become identity after
taking the gauge fixing (A9)]

Ŵab(z, p) ≡
∫ L

−L
ψ̄a(z+)ψb(z−) e

i p y dy , (A20)

where z± ≡ z ± y
2 . By tracing out the Dirac indices, one

may decompose them into scalar, vector, axial vector,
and pseudoscalar sectors,

ŵs ≡
tr(Ŵ )

2
=

∫
ψ̄(z+)ψ(z−) e

i p y dy

2
,

ŵp ≡
tr(iγ5Ŵ )

2
= i

∫
ψ̄(z+) γ

5ψ(z−) e
i p y dy

2
,

ŵ0 ≡ tr(γ0Ŵ )

2
=

∫
ψ†(z+)ψ(z−) e

i p y dy

2
,

ŵ1 ≡ − tr(γ1Ŵ )

2
=

∫
ψ̄(z+) γ

1ψ(z−) e
i p y dy

2
,

(A21)

so that

Ŵ = ŵs − i ŵpγ
5 + ŵ0γ

0 + ŵ1γ
1 . (A22)

On a lattice, we replace the integration by summation

over grids. That is,
∫ L
−L dyf(y) → 2a

∑N
2 −1

m=−N
2

f(2ma)

for ŵs and ŵ0,

ŵs(zn, p)

= a

N
2 −1∑

m=−N
2

e2ima p ×
(
ψ†
↑(zn+m)ψ↑(zn−m)

− ψ†
↓(zn+m)ψ↓(zn−m)

)
=

N
2 −1∑

m=−N
2

e2ima p(−1)n+mχ†
n+mχn−m ,

(A23)
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and likewise,

ŵ0(zn, p) =

N
2 −1∑

m=−N
2

e2ima pχ†
n+mχn−m . (A24)

While for ŵ1 and ŵp, the replacement should read∫ L+a
−L+a dyf(y) → 2a

∑N
2 −1

m=−N
2

f((2m+ 1)a). We find

ŵ1(zn− 1
2
, p) =

N
2 −1∑

m=−N
2

ei (2m+1) a pχ†
n+mχn−m−1 , (A25)

and

ŵp(zn− 1
2
, p)

= i

N
2 −1∑

m=−N
2

ei (2m+1) a p(−1)n+mχ†
n+mχn−m−1 .

(A26)

We note that the gauge fixing (A9) in the cur-
rent paper is equivalent to the discrete gauge trans-
formation discussed in e.g., Ref. [67]. In general
gauge, one shall keep the gauge field operators, Un ≡
e−i a g A1(z=na), and terms expressed as χ†

nχm shall re-
turn to χ†

nUn−1 · · ·Um+1Umχm when n > m, which re-
sembles the expression of Wigner function with gauge
link (1).

Noting the periodic boundary condition of the spinor
fields, the operators in the summation shall be invariant
under the translation m → m + N , which respectively
means e2iN a p = 1. Therefore, the Wigner operators
shall be computed at p = pk ≡ π

Nak. It can be shown
that operators ŵi(z, pk) always vanish when k is odd. We
therefore focus on even sites in the momentum grids. It
is also obvious to find that ŵi(z, p) = ŵi(z, p + 2N π

Na )
for all components. Meanwhile, one may further find
ŵi(z, p) = ŵi(z, p + N π

Na ) for i ∈ {s, 0} and ŵi(z, p) =
−ŵi(z, p+N π

Na ) for i ∈ {p, 1}.

Properties of the Wigner functions. — The properties
of the Wigner functions can be more clearly seen from
expressing the field operators in the coordinate space by
those in the momemtum space,

ψ(z) =

∫
dp

2π
√
2p0

(
u(p)f̂pe

ipz + v(p) ˆ̄f†pe
−ipz

)
, (A27)

ψ̄(z) =

∫
dp

2π
√
2p0

(
ū(p)f̂†pe

−ipz + v̄(p) ˆ̄fpe
ipz
)
, (A28)

with p0 =
√
p2 +m2, ˆ̄f†p ( ˆ̄fp) is the creation (annihila-

tion) operator for an antifermion with momentum p and

likewise f̂†p and f̂p are for fermions, and

u(p) =

( √
p0 +m

p/
√
p0 +m

)
, v(p) =

(
p/
√
p0 +m√
p0 +m

)
.

(A29)

The spatial averaged Wigner operators are expressed as

ŵ0(p) =
2

L

(
f̂†p f̂p − ˆ̄f†−p

ˆ̄f−p

)
,

ŵp(p) =
i

2L

(
f̂†p

ˆ̄f†−p + f̂p
ˆ̄f−p

)
,

ŵs(p) =
m

2
√
m2 + p2L

(
f̂†p f̂p +

ˆ̄f†−p
ˆ̄f−p

)
− p

2
√
m2 + p2L

(
f̂†p

ˆ̄f†−p − f̂p
ˆ̄f−p

)
,

ŵ1(p) =
p

2
√
m2 + p2L

(
f̂†p f̂p +

ˆ̄f†−p
ˆ̄f−p

)
+

m

2
√
m2 + p2L

(
f̂†p

ˆ̄f†−p − f̂p
ˆ̄f−p

)
.

(A30)

Under parity (P) and charge-conjugation (C) transfor-
mations, the annihilation operators transform as

PfpP = f−p , Pf̄pP = −f̄−p ,
CfpC = f̄p , Cf̄pC = fp ,

(A31)

and likewise for their corresponding creation operators.
Therefore, the Wigner functions follow

Pŵs(p)P = ŵs(−p) , Cŵs(p)C = ŵs(−p) ,
Pŵp(p)P = −ŵp(−p) , Cŵp(p)C = −ŵp(−p) ,
Pŵ0(p)P = ŵ0(−p) , Cŵ0(p)C = −ŵ0(−p) ,

Pŵ1(p)P = −ŵ1(−p) , Cŵ1(p)C = −ŵ1(−p) .

(A32)

Appendix B: Thermal Expectation and Time
Evolution of Observables

In this work, we computed the thermal expectation and
the time evolution of Wigner function using a numerically
efficient method. We first find the Ntrunc lowest eigen-
values of the Hamiltonian matrix and the corresponding
eigenstates,

Ĥ |En⟩ = En |En⟩ , n = 0, 1, · · · , Ntrunc − 1. (B1)

Then, for a quantum state with initial condition,

|Ψ(t = 0)⟩ =
Ntrunc−1∑
n=0

cn |En⟩ , (B2)

its time evolution is given by

|Ψ(t)⟩ =
Ntrunc−1∑
n=0

cn e
−i Ent |En⟩ , (B3)

and the expectation value of an arbitrary operator (O) is
known as

⟨Ô⟩t ≡ ⟨Ψ(t)| Ô |Ψ(t)⟩ =
Ntrunc−1∑
n,n′=0

cnc
∗
n′ei(En′−En)tOn′,n ,

(B4)
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where On′,n ≡ ⟨En′ | Ô |En⟩ is the matrix element. For a
realistic measurement with finite time resolution, what is
measured is a time-averaged effect. We therefore define
the long-time average

⟨O⟩t ≡ lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

⟨O⟩t′dt′

=

Ntrunc−1∑
n,n′=0

cnc
∗
n′δEn′ ,En

On′,n ,

(B5)

where δEn′ ,En is a Kronecker-δ symbol ensuring the sum-
mation only apply to states with En = En′ , i.e., within
the same state or between degenerated states.
The thermal equilibrium expectation can be calculated

in two scenarios. The microcanonical ensemble (MCE)
average within the energy shell En ∈ [E − ∆E

2 , E + ∆E
2 ]

is given by

⟨Ô⟩MCE(E,∆E) =

∑
n: |En−E|≤∆E

2
On,n∑

n: |En−E|≤∆E
2

1
, (B6)

with the corresponding thermal fluctuation given by

δMCE
O =

(∑
n: |En−E|≤∆E

2
O2
n,n∑

n: |En−E|≤∆E
2

1
− ⟨Ô⟩2MCE

) 1
2

. (B7)

The canonical ensemble (CE) average and variance with
temperature T is given by

⟨Ô⟩CE(T ) =

∑Ntrunc−1
n=0 On,ne

−En/T∑Ntrunc−1
n=0 e−En/T

, (B8)

δCE
O (T ) =

(∑Ntrunc−1
n=0 O2

n,ne
−En/T∑Ntrunc−1

n=0 e−En/T
− ⟨Ô⟩2CE

) 1
2

,

(B9)

where the temperature for a given quantum state shall
be given by fixing the energy,

⟨Ĥ⟩CE(T ) = ⟨Ψ| Ĥ |Ψ⟩ . (B10)

Therefore, for the observables of interest, we compute
the matrix elements On′,n, and the real-time evolution

and thermal expectation values of Ô can be obtained in
a straightforward and efficient manner.

For the parameter set up in the main text, N = 20,
Λ = 2, we considered Ntrunc = 400 states. This allows us
to study the thermal observables for systems with energy
below ENtrunc

in MCE and for those with low tempera-
ture in CE, where the partition function is dorminated
by low-energy excitations. In what follows we discuss
the upper bound of CE temperature that one may trust.
While it is computationally expensive to find all the en-
ergy eigenstates in a system with N = 20, we keep Λ = 2
and vary the lattice size to be N = 8, 10, and 12 and
diagonaize the Hamiltonian matrix completely. In the
neutral sector (i.e., total charge Q = 0), the dimensions

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

m=g/2

1 100.2 0.5 2 5 20 50

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

T [g]

m=0
N=8
N=10
N=12
N=20, Ntrunc=400

〈ψ
ψ
〉
[g
]

FIG. 9. Temperature dependence of scalar condensate ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩
from calculation in the truncated Hilbert space with Ntrunc =
400 states in N = 20(green), compared to those from cal-
culation in the full Hilbert space in small systems with
N = 8(orange dotted), 10(orange dashed), and 12(orange
solid). A vertical line located at T = 0.6g is added to in-
dicate the upper bound of temperature that results with the
truncated Hilbert space are consistent with full calculation
with full Hilbert space. Upper and lower panel correspond to
fermion mass m = g/2 and m = 0, respectively. The gauge
field truncation is taken as Λ = 2 in all curves.

of complete Hilbert space are 350, 1260, and 4620, re-
spectively. Taking into account all the quantum states,
we compute the thermal expectation of scalar conden-
sate in small system from low (T = 0.1g) to high tem-
perature T = 50g (see orange curves in Fig. 9), and then
we compared them with the corresponding results in the
truncated Hilbert space of a large system (green curve).
Calculations with full Hilbert space in small systems ex-
hibit weak size dependence, which allows one to extrap-
olate the results to a large system. By comparing the
green and orange curves, we observe that they are con-
sistent for temperature T ≲ 0.6 g. Above such a tempera-
ture, CE results are quantitatively inconsistent, although
they exhibit similar qualitative behaviors. Therefore, we
conclude that within the truncated Hilbert space with
Ntrunc = 400 states, CE results are reliable up to tem-
perature T ∼ 0.6 g.

Appendix C: More results on ETH

In this Appendix, we provide more systematic results
on the ETH test.

Other components in the Wigner function and off di-
agonal elements. — To examine to what extent the
ETH (16) is satisfied, we also check other components
of the Wigner function (Fig. 10-left) and the off-diagonal
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FIG. 10. (Left) Same as Fig. 4 in the main text but for ax-
ial charge component of Wigner function. Vector components
are not shown since ⟨ŵv⟩n’s are always vanishing for all n, p,
and m. (Right) Off-diagonal elements of the Wigner function
matrix in the energy eigenstate basis. Horizontal axis repre-
sents the energy difference between two states. We only plot
the positive energy differences as the matrix is Hermitian. We
show the scalar and pseudoscalar components at p = 0 as the
representive, but other components at different momentum
points share the same quantitative properties. The left panel
corresponds to systems with N = 14 sites, whereas the right
panel is for N = 12 owing to limitation of computation re-
sources. We have used the notation ⟨Ô⟩n ≡ ⟨En| Ô |En⟩.

elements in the Wigner function matrix (Fig. 10-right).
We only present the results at p = 0, but other momen-
tum points share the same quantitative properties. As
expected, such off-diagonal elements randomly distribute
around zero, and the variance decreases with the energy
difference between the two energy eigenstates. Keep-
ing in mind that the time dependent Wigner functions
are given by

∑
n,n′ ei(En−E′

n)t ⟨En| Ŵ |En′⟩, the energy-
difference dependence of the variance suppresses the
high-frequency oscillation, whereas the zero-mean high-
statistics samples in the small energy-difference sector
ensures the cancellation between different low-frequency
modes. Finally, the maximum width when En −En′ ap-
proaching zero is at the same order of the band width
of the diagonal component, see the red dots in Fig. 4.
Therefore, one may conclude that ETH is satisfied, in
the strong coupling limit, for both the diagonal and off-
diagonal elements of the Wigner function.

Origin of band structure. — One should have noticed
the band structure in the scalar and axial components
in the weak coupling cases, while such a structure is ab-
sent in the pseudoscalar and vector10 components. The
distinction between such two categories results in the dif-
ference in thermalization — from Figs. 2 and 3 one can
tell that in the weak coupling case (m = 2g), the vector
and pseudoscalar Wigner functions approach to thermal
equilibrium whereas the scalar and axial vector compo-
nents do not.

10 Note that ⟨ŵ0⟩n’s are always zero.
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FIG. 11. (Left) Same as Fig. 10 but for the scalar condensate.
(Right) Correlation between scalar condensate (horizontal)
and different components of the Wigner function (vertical)
measured at different energy eigenstates. Again, vector com-
ponents are always vanishing and not shown.

Noting that the momentum integral of ŵs(p) is the
scalar condensate (ψ̄ψ), and the mass term mψ̄ψ dom-
inates the Hamiltonian for large m, a natural specula-
tion is that, in the weak coupling cases, ψ̄ψ is approx-
imately conserved and cause the band structure in ws
and wa. To check this, we measure ψ̄ψ for each energy
eigenstate and present the En-versus-⟨ψ̄ψ⟩n scatter plot
in the left panel of Fig. 11 and the ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩n-versus-⟨ŵi⟩n
in the right panel. As expected, in the upper panel, the
⟨ψ̄ψ⟩n values concentrate at the levels 2/N , 4/N , · · · ,
14/N , with lattice size N = 14, corresponding to the
states with one, two, · · · , six fermion-antifermion pair(s),
respectively. In the right panel which shows the rela-
tion between ψ̄ψ and different components of the Wigner
function measured for each energy eigenstate, we observe
the strong correlation between the scalar condensate and
the scalar Wigner function in both weak and strong cou-
pling, due to the reason mentioned in the beginning of
the present paragraph. In addition, we observe the corre-
lation between ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩n and ⟨ŵ1⟩n but not for ⟨ŵp⟩n. This
is originated from the similarity in ŵ1 and ŵs operators
when expressed in momentum eigenstate operators (c.f.
Eq. A30), the correlation in ⟨ŵ1⟩n leads to its band struc-
ture in Fig. 11 and non-thermalization.
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FIG. 12. Same as Fig. 4(upper-left) but for varies lattice sizes.

Approach to continuum limit. — Finally we check the
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size dependence of the ETH behavior. We computed the
same quantities in Fig. 4(upper-left) using the same pa-
rameter setting except for varies lattice sizes, and present
them in Fig. 12. It is evident that the red dots (m = 0)
are consistent with to a smooth, narrow band, and the
band width decreases when increasingN . In contrast, the
blue dots (m = 2g) do not exhibit narrowing in width —
when increasing N , while the bands are closer to each
other, the total width does not decrease. One may ex-
trapolate that in the N → ∞ limit, the whole region be-
tween 0 and ∼ 1.5 would be filled by blue dots. Thus, we
draw the conclusion that ŵs satisfies ETH in the strong
coupling limit but not the weak coupling m = 2g case.

Appendix D: Initial state preparation

In this Appendix, we show details in the preparation
of initial state for the time evolution.

TABLE I. Iteration Procedure

I. Randomly sample an initial condition for
the coefficients cn, set maximum iterate
steps niter = 2000.

II. In each iteration, we

a. Calculate loss function L;

b. Calculate gradient ∇cnL;

c. Update coefficients per (D2);

d. Normalize the updated coefficients;

e. Let niter decrease by unity;

f. If L < 10−5 or niter < 0, go to III,
otherwise back to a.

III. Output coefficients

0 1 2 3 4

10-8
10-7
10-6
10-5
10-4
10-3
10-2
10-1

En [g]

|c
n
2

m = 0

FIG. 13. Probabilities of state occupation versus energy.
Gray line indicates the thermal equilibrium distribution ∝
e−En/Teff with the effective temperature Teff = 0.6g given by
reproducing the total energy.

We begin by expanding the initial state in the form of

superposition of energy eigenstates |Ψ(0)⟩ =
∑
n cn |En⟩,

where |En⟩’s are energy eigenstates and
∑
n |cn|2 = 1.

Since we want certain initial expectation values for the
Wigner functions so that they are as far from equilibrium
as possible, we use the gradient decent to iterate these
coefficients. The loss function is defined as

L({cn}) =
∑
p

(
|⟨ŵs(p)⟩0 − fs(p)|2 + |⟨ŵ0(p)⟩0 − f0(p)|2

+ |⟨ŵ1(p)⟩0 − f1(p)|2 + |⟨ŵp(p)⟩0 − fp(p)|2
)

+ λE
∑
n

|cn|2(En − E0)
2 , (D1)

where ⟨ŵi(p)⟩0 ≡ ⟨Ψ(0)| ŵi(p) |Ψ(0)⟩ with i = s, p, 0, 1
and fi expectation values of scalar, vector, axialvector
and pseudoscalar we are setting respectively. The last
term is a regularization term with energy weight to lo-
cate the least energetic state that satisfies the desired
initial condition. Then we can iterate the initial state
coefficients with learning rate, lr = 0.0001

c(k+1) = c(k) − lr∇cL , (D2)

and Table I lists the exact procedure we use. In the
final state, we obtained the coefficients shown in Fig. 13
for m = 0, with the corresponding thermal distribution
∝ e−E/Teff shown as the gray line. It is clear that the
coefficients are far from thermal equilibrium.
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Eigenstate thermalization in (2+1)-dimensional SU(2)
lattice gauge theory, Phys. Rev. D 109, 014504 (2024),
arXiv:2308.16202 [hep-lat].

[87] K. Ikeda, Z.-B. Kang, D. E. Kharzeev, W. Qian,
and F. Zhao, Real-time chiral dynamics at finite tem-
perature from quantum simulation, JHEP 10, 031,

arXiv:2407.21496 [hep-ph].
[88] T. Hayata and Y. Hidaka, String-net formulation of

Hamiltonian lattice Yang-Mills theories and quantum
many-body scars in a nonabelian gauge theory, JHEP
09, 126, arXiv:2305.05950 [hep-lat].

[89] T. Hayata, Y. Hidaka, and K. Nishimura, Dense
QCD2 with matrix product states, JHEP 07, 106,
arXiv:2311.11643 [hep-lat].

[90] Y. Hidaka and A. Yamamoto, Quantum circuit for Z3

lattice gauge theory at nonzero baryon density, (2024),
arXiv:2409.17349 [hep-lat].

[91] S. Wu, W. Du, X. Zhao, and J. P. Vary, Efficient and
precise quantum simulation of ultrarelativistic quark-
nucleus scattering, Phys. Rev. D 110, 056044 (2024),
arXiv:2404.00819 [quant-ph].

[92] M. Carena, H. Lamm, Y.-Y. Li, and W. Liu, Quantum
error thresholds for gauge-redundant digitizations of lat-
tice field theories, Phys. Rev. D 110, 054516 (2024),
arXiv:2402.16780 [hep-lat].

[93] W. Qian, M. Li, C. A. Salgado, and M. Kreshchuk, Ef-
ficient Quantum Simulation of QCD Jets on the Light
Front, (2024), arXiv:2411.09762 [hep-ph].

[94] K. Rajagopal and F. Wilczek, Static and dynamic criti-
cal phenomena at a second order QCD phase transition,
Nucl. Phys. B 399, 395 (1993), arXiv:hep-ph/9210253.

[95] J. B. Kogut and L. Susskind, Hamiltonian Formulation
of Wilson’s Lattice Gauge Theories, Phys. Rev. D 11,
395 (1975).

[96] L. Susskind, Lattice Fermions, Phys. Rev. D 16, 3031
(1977).

[97] P. Jordan and E. P. Wigner, About the Pauli exclusion
principle, Z. Phys. 47, 631 (1928).

[98] A. F. Shaw, P. Lougovski, J. R. Stryker, and
N. Wiebe, Quantum Algorithms for Simulating the
Lattice Schwinger Model, Quantum 4, 306 (2020),
arXiv:2002.11146 [quant-ph].

[99] M. Brenes, M. Dalmonte, M. Heyl, and A. Scardic-
chio, Many-body localization dynamics from gauge
invariance, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 030601 (2018),
arXiv:1706.05878 [cond-mat.str-el].

[100] R. Dempsey, I. R. Klebanov, S. S. Pufu, and B. Zan,
Discrete chiral symmetry and mass shift in the lattice
Hamiltonian approach to the Schwinger model, Phys.
Rev. Res. 4, 043133 (2022), arXiv:2206.05308 [hep-th].

[101] A. Smith, J. Knolle, D. Kovrizhin, and R. Moessner,
Disorder-free localization, Physical Review Letters 118,
10.1103/physrevlett.118.266601 (2017).

[102] I. Papaefstathiou, A. Smith, and J. Knolle, Disorder-free
localization in a simple U(1) lattice gauge theory, Phys.
Rev. B 102, 165132 (2020), arXiv:2003.12497 [cond-
mat.str-el].

[103] J.-Y. Desaules, D. Banerjee, A. Hudomal, Z. Papić,
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