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The investigation of ergodicity or lack thereof in isolated quantum many-body systems has con-
ventionally focused on the description of the reduced density matrices of local subsystems in the
contexts of thermalization, integrability, and localization. Recent experimental capabilities to mea-
sure the full distribution of quantum states in Hilbert space and the emergence of specific state
ensembles have extended this to questions of deep thermalization, by introducing the notion of the
projected ensemble – ensembles of pure states of a subsystem obtained by projective measurements
on its complement. While previous work examined chaotic unitary circuits, Hamiltonian evolution,
and systems with global conserved charges, we study the projected ensemble in systems where there
are an extensive number of conserved charges all of which have (quasi)local support. We employ
a strongly disordered quantum spin chain which shows many-body localized dynamics over long
timescales as well as the ℓ-bit model, a phenomenological archetype of a many-body localized sys-
tem, with the charges being 1-local in the latter. In particular, we discuss the dependence of the
projected ensemble on the measurement basis. Starting with random direct product states, we find
that the projected ensemble constructed from time-evolved states converges to a Scrooge ensemble
at late times and in the large system limit except when the measurement operator is close to the
conserved charges. This is in contrast to systems with global conserved charges where the ensemble
varies continuously with the measurement basis. We relate these observations to the emergence of
Porter-Thomas distribution in the probability distribution of bitstring measurement probabilities.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of dynamics of local observables in generic
isolated quantum many-body systems show that their ex-
pectation values equilibrate to a thermal value due to en-
tanglement between subsystems and their complements.
The Eigenstate Thermalization Hypothesis (ETH) [1–4]
formalizes this and relates this to the nature of eigen-
states of generic Hamiltonians - reduced density matri-
ces of local subsystems in the eigenstates match thermal
ensembles determined by the eigenstate’s energy density.

While conventional experiments are able to measure
expectation values of local observables, modern quan-
tum devices can make projective measurements of mul-
tiple degrees of freedom simultaneously through tech-
niques like single-atom resolved fluorescence [5] blurring
the system-bath distinction [6, 7]. In such settings, the
configuration of the entire system (e.g. an array of Ry-
dberg atoms [8]/superconducting qubits [9]) is read out
as a classical bitstring, thus capturing information at the
level of individual degrees of freedom of the many body
system [10–13]. Statistical information of such repeated
measurements enable investigation beyond simple expec-
tation values of local observables described by subsystem
density matrices.

These modern experimental capabilities have moti-
vated the notion of a projected ensemble [6, 14] – ensem-
ble of pure states on a local subsystem obtained from the
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outcome of projective measurements on its complement
with the latter associating Born rule probabilities to the
members of the ensemble. This defines a natural one
among all purifications [15] of the subsystem’s reduced
density matrix. More explicitly, given multiple copies of
a pure state |ψAB⟩ of a system partitioned into A and B,
the projected ensemble (PE) denoted as

EPE(ψAB) ≡ {p(bi), |ψA(bi)⟩}bi∈SB
, (1)

is generated by complete set of projective measurements
in B on the copies, each yielding a pure state |ψA(bi)⟩
on subsystem A with a probability given as p(bi) ≡
⟨ψAB |(IA⊗|bi⟩⟨bi)|ψAB⟩ where SB is the set of all possi-
ble measurement outcomes in B (for example, bi can be
a bitstring for a system of qubits) and IA is the identity
operator acting on subsystem A.
Conventionally, the ensemble can be characterized by

its density matrix

ρA =
∑
i

pi |ψA(bi)⟩ ⟨ψA(bi)| ≡
∑
i

piρA(bi) . (2)

and contains all information about EPE(ψAB) that an
external agent can possibly infer by measuring the pure
states in the ensemble. The expectation value in the
ensemble of a local observable OA is the first moment of
the expectation values of OA in the states in the ensemble
(1), or equivalently ⟨OA⟩ =

∑
i pi ⟨OA⟩ψA(bi)

and is fully

determined by the density matrix.
Ensembles on the other hand contain more informa-

tion in terms of the distributions of the states |ψA(bi)⟩
in the Hilbert space and can be characterized by higher
moments of the distribution of states beyond the first mo-
ment. In PEs, the external agent can estimate the higher
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moments if the states ψA(bi) are supplemented with the
measurement outcome data bi.

This has given rise to the concept of deep thermaliza-
tion [14, 16] which is a statement not just about ρA but
regarding the entire ensemble (1) (and therefore arbitrary
moments of it) approaching universal ensembles under
generic quantum dynamics at late times. For example,
in systems without any conservation laws, the PE ap-
proaches the Haar ensemble [17, 18] as has been demon-
strated in experiments [6]. In systems with global charge
conserving dynamics, starting from an atypical state such
as a direct product state, the PE relaxes to various limit-
ing ensembles at late time [19]. These limiting ensembles
maximize the entropy in the state distribution over the
accessible Hilbert space while respecting the conserved
charges and constraints of the dynamics, suggesting a
generalization of the second law of thermodynamics.

For example, under Hamiltonian dynamics (with en-
ergy conservation manifest) the PE approaches the Haar
ensemble only when the initial state is at efffective in-
finite temperature whereas for finite temperatures it
approaches the so-called Scrooge ensemble [20, 21] if
the measurements in B are uncorrelated with the con-
served charges. Correlation of measurement basis with
the conserved charges changes the limiting ensemble
from Scrooge [20, 21] to a generalized Scrooge ensem-
ble (GSE) [22] which is a convex combination of multiple
Scrooge ensembles.

PE and related ideas have been studied in a variety
of systems. The non-interacting free-fermion system was
found to approach an ensemble determined by just the
conserved charges of initial state [23]. A U(1) charge
conserving random unitary circuit was also investigated
with focus on the effect of measurement basis [22]. Stud-
ies have been carried out in constrained systems [24] as
well. In these cases too, it is expected that the general
ensemble should be described by a maximum-entropy en-
semble on the accessible Hilbert space satisfying the con-
ditions imposed by the conserved charges in the initial
state and the effective constraints on dynamics, thus de-
scribing a quantum Hilbert space ergodicity. Determin-
istic driving was also found to lead to the Haar ensem-
ble [25]. In few specific cases such as the random unitary
and dual-unitary circuits, PEs are analytically tractable
with replica method [26, 27].

While much of the work in this context so far has been
on systems with no conservation laws or with global con-
served charges, in this work, we focus on a system where
the conserved charges have local support. And yet, for
the late time ensemble of states to be described by uni-
versal ensembles, a necessary ingredient is that the sys-
tems should equilibrate, albeit to non-thermal ensembles.
Many-body localized (MBL) systems [28–31] represent a
class of models which satisfy both the above requirements
as they posses an extensive number of locally conserved
charges [32–35] and yet the dynamics shows dephasing
resulting in approach to equilibrium [36–38].

We study the limiting ensembles and their dependence

on measurement basis for initial states with finite values
of local conserved charges. We observe that in this case,
based on the first three moments of the distributions, PEs
approach a Scrooge ensemble for any measurement basis
in thermodynamic limit except when the measurement
basis has a large overlap with the conserved charges.
In chaotic systems, the emergence of the universal en-

sembles (such as Haar or Scrooge) as the limiting cases
for the projected ensembles are intimately connected
to universal probability distributions of measurement-
outcome probabilities, such as the Porter-Thomas distri-
bution for the Haar ensemble. In our case also, we relate
the measurement-basis dependence of the projected en-
semble to the probability distribution of measurement-
outcome probabilities and their deviations from the
Porter-Thomas distribution.
This article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we give

a brief review of projected ensemble and its construction.
We also introduce Scrooge ensemble in this section. We
numerically demonstrate the convergence of projected
ensemble to Scrooge ensemble for a Floquet MBL model
in Sec. III. The phenomenological ℓ-bit model and PE
constructed under time-evolved states generated with it
is described in Sec. IV where numerical results for the
convergence of the PE to the Scrooge ensemble is also
presented. The emergence of Porter-Thomas distribu-
tion in temporal ensemble is investigated in Sec. V. Sub-
sequently, we derive an expression for moments of the PE
constructed with time-evolved states under ℓ-bit Hamil-
tonian in Sec. VI. We conclude our discussion in Sec. VII
commenting on possible extensions of our result.

II. PROJECTED ENSEMBLE AND DEEP
THERMALIZATION

Let |ψAB⟩ ∈ HA ⊗ HB be a pure state of a com-
posite system of L = LA + LB qubits (local Hilbert
space dimension of 2). Given many copies of |ψAB⟩,
one can perform projective measurements on partition
B in a complete orthogonal basis {bh}h∈[1,2LB ] which
can be implemented using projectors of the form Πbh =
IA ⊗ |bh⟩⟨bh|. Each measurement will produce a post-
measurement pure state labeled by the measurement out-
come bh in B:

|ψbh⟩ = 1√
p(bh)

ΠbhψAB =
1√
p(bh)

|ψA(bh)⟩ ⊗ |bh⟩ (3)

where p(bh) = ⟨ψAB |Πbh |ψAB⟩ is the probability of ob-
taining measurement outcome bh in B and |ψA(bh)⟩ is
the conditional state in A given the outcome bh. In this
work, we will consider the set of states {bh} to be the
joint eigenbasis of local spin operators σ⃗.n̂ on each site
along some arbitrary direction n̂.

The projected ensemble is constructed with the pure
states obtained from measurements and their correspond-
ing probabilities, EPE = {p(bh), |ψA(bh)⟩}, as in Eq. 1.
An external agent, if provided with the closely related
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ensemble Ẽ = {p(bh), |ψbh⟩}, can estimate the distribu-
tion of states in EPE from expectation values of non-local
observables in Ẽ . The protocol for the construction of
the ensemble ensures that in the ensemble, two differ-
ent states in A are not associated with the same bh i.e.
ψA(bh) ̸= ψA(b

′
h) implies bh ̸= b′h. The label bh then

allows locating repeated occurrances of the same state
|ψA(bh)⟩ and makes it possible to estimate conditional

expectation values ⟨Ô⟩ψA(bi) of observables for each state
in the ensemble. The k -th moment of the distribution of
expectation values of Ô is

∑
i p(bi)⟨Ô⟩k

ψ
bi
A

. Moments of

all observables are directly related to k -th moment of the
ensemble defined as follows.

ρ
(k)
A =

∑
bi∈SB

p(bi)(|ψA(bi)⟩⟨ψA(bi)|)⊗k (4)

These moments can be used to characterize and compare
distribution of states in different ensembles.

For a random state in the Hilbert space, the PE will
converge to a Haar ensemble in the A subsystem. This
holds true even when ψAB is obtained by time evolution
of an effectively infinite temperature state of a chaotic
Hamiltonian[14]. The proximity of two ensembles can
be gauged by the trace distance between their k-th mo-
ments,

∆(k)(E , E ′) =
1

2
Tr

[√(
ρ
(k)
E − ρ

(k)
E′

)† (
ρ
(k)
E − ρ

(k)
E′

)]
.

(5)

The Haar distribution for A can be written as a mea-
sure over normalized quantum states |ψ⟩ as below,

PHaar(ψ) =

∫ ∞

−∞
δ

(
ψ − Ψ̃

∥Ψ̃∥

)
D∏
i=1

D

π
exp[−D|Ψ̃i|2]d2Ψ̃i

(6)
where D is the Hilbert space dimension of A.
For systems with global conserved charges {Q},

the reduced density matrix ρA equilibrates to
exp[−∑Q λQQA] and the the limiting ensemble for the

PE is found to approach the Scrooge ensemble[14, 22]
if the measurement basis {bh} does not reveal any
information about the density of conserved charges (e.g.
energy) in B i.e have 0 overlap with the the eigenstates
of conserved charges (energy). The measurement in the
joint eigenbasis of {σxi }i∈B for a system with a globally

conserved U(1) charge Q =
∑L
i=1 σ

z
i , would be such an

example.
Scrooge ensemble (EScrooge) can be constructed as a

distortion of the Haar ensemble such that it reproduces
a given density matrix ρ as its first moment. Formally,
we can represent it as the following,

EScrooge(ρ) =
{
D⟨ψ|ρ|ψ⟩,

√
ρ|ψ⟩√

⟨ψ|ρ|ψ⟩

}
ψ∈EHaar

(7)

Given a ρ, the Scrooge ensemble [20, 21] is the unique
ensemble such that it has the minimum accessible infor-
mation as shown in Ref. [20], thus manifesting a maximal
entropy principle[19] in the full Hilbert space. The mo-
ments of the Scrooge ensemble are given by

ρ
(k)
Scr =

∫
dψ

(√
ρ|ψ⟩⟨ψ|√ρ
|√ρ|ψ⟩|2

)⊗k

⟨ψ|ρ|ψ⟩PHaar(ψ) (8)

If the measurement basis reveals partial information
about the conserved charges in B, it is conjectured that
the PE at late times, converges to a weighted sum of
Scrooge ensembles, referred to as the generalized Scrooge
ensemble (GSE) [19, 22]. Consider a global conserved
charge and a measurement operator on each site that
has a finite overlap with conserved charge. There is a
probability of obtaining any given outcome bh which we
denote as pd(bh) and an associated reduced density ma-
trix ρA(bh). The charge in A and therefore its density
matrix is constrained by the charge in B which is in turn
constrained by the measurement outcome bh. The k-th
moment of the GSE is then given,

ρ
(k)
GSE =

∑
bh

pd(bh)ρ
(k),bh
Scr , (9)

where ρ
(k),bh
Scr is the k-th moment of the Scrooge ensem-

ble corresponding to the density matrix ρA(bh). For the
special case where the outcome bh reveals no information
about the conserved charge in B(and therefore no in-
formation about the conserved charge in A), the steady
state density matrix ρA(bh) is independent of bh, result-
ing in Eq. 9 reducing to a single Scrooge ensemble.

If the independent set of conserved charges, instead,
are locally supported, information about those in sub-
system B reveal no information about the charges in A.
As a result, the steady state density matrix in A condi-
tional on the measured outcome in B is independent of
measured outcome. One expects that the projected en-
semble of states in A approaches, at late times, the same
maximum entropy ensemble irrespective of the outcome
in B, and therefore by the same arguments as above the
unconditioned distribution approaches the Scrooge en-
semble EScrooge(ρA,∞) (see Eq. 7) with ρA,∞ being the
steady state reduced density of matrix of A as t → ∞.
In the following we numerically demonstrate and semi-
analytically prove for a specific model, that this is indeed
the case – this constitutes the central result of this work.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS FOR A
DISORDERED FLOQUET SPIN CHAIN

In this section, we establish numerically the phe-
nomenology using a disordered Floquet spin-1/2 chain
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described by the Floquet unitary UF given by

UF = exp[−iτHX ] exp[−iτHZ ] with ,

HX = gΓ

L∑
i=1

σxi ,

HZ =

L−1∑
i=1

σzi σ
z
i+1 +

L∑
i=1

(h+ g
√
1− Γ2ϵi)σ

z
i ] ,

(10)

where {σµi } is the set of Pauli matrices representing the
spins-1/2 and ϵi ∼ N (0, 1) are independent random num-
bers drawn from a standard Normal distribution. The ra-
tionale behind choosing this model is twofold. First, the
model has been shown [39] to exhibit MBL-like dynam-
ics for numerically accessible system sizes over very long
timescales, robustly, in the sense that the MBL regime
has a finite extent in the parameter space. In particular
for the choice of parameters, g = 0.9045, h = 0.809, and
τ = 0.8, there is a putative many-body localization tran-
sition at Γc ≈ 0.3 with the model in an ergodic phase for
Γ > Γc and in a MBL regime for Γ < Γc. Second, the
model has no global symmetries and in the MBL regime,
the only conserved charges are the emergent local inte-
grals of motion [32–35]. The model therefore allows us to
understand cleanly the fate of the PE in the presence of
locally supported conserved charges without any global
conservation laws contaminating the results.

We consider initial states of a direct product form

|ψ0⟩ =
L⊗
i=1

(
cos

θi
2
|↑⟩i + eıϕi sin

θi
2
|↓⟩i
)
, (11)

where |↑⟩i(|↓⟩i) denote the state of the spin at site i po-
larized along the positive(negative) z-axis. The form in
Eq. 11 implies that initially the states of the individ-
ual spins are picked uniformly from the Bloch sphere
with θ and ϕ (denoting the polar and azimuthal an-
gles) are sampled accordingly. Each initial state is there-
fore parameterized by a vector θ ≡ {θ1, θ2, ..., θL} and
ϕ ≡ {ϕ1, ϕ2, ..., ϕL}. We consider the subsystem A to be
the first LA sites of the chain.
As the explicit form of the locally conserved charge

operators are unavailable, we directly construct the mo-
ments of the Scrooge ensemble as follows. For a given
initial state the reduced density matrix of subsystem A
in the limit of infinite time is given by

ρA,∞ =
∑
ω

[TrB |ω⟩ ⟨ω|] | ⟨ψ0|ω⟩ |2 , (12)

where {|ω⟩} denotes the set of eigenstates of the Floquet
unitary UF in Eq. 10. With the ρA,∞ at hand, and its
eigenvectors and eigenvalues denoted as {λm, |m⟩}, one
can obtain the k-th moment of the corresponding Scrooge
ensemble as [19]

ρ
(k)
Scr =

∑
m

∑
σ∈Sk

ρ
(k)
Scr,m |m⟩ ⟨σ(m)| , (13)

102 105 108 1011

t

10 1

(2
)

t

LA = 1
L = 8
L = 9
L = 10
L = 11
L = 12

102 105 108 1011

t

LA = 2

8 10 12
L

10 1

3 × 10 2
4 × 10 2

6 × 10 2

8 10 12
L

10 1

2 × 10 1

3 × 10 1

FIG. 1. Distance between the second moments of the Scrooge
ensemble and the PE (see Eq. 16 for definition) for the disor-
dered Floquet spin chain (described by Eq. 10) in the MBL
regime with Γ = 0.15. The left and right panels correspond
to LA = 1 and 2 respectively. The insets show the exponen-

tial decay of ∆
(k)
t with L in the limit of t → ∞. The trace

distances are averaged over 500 disorder realizations and over
10 random initial states for each realization.

where |m⟩ = |m1,m2, · · · ,mk⟩ is a state in the k-
replicated Hilbert space, |σ(m)⟩ is permutation of |m⟩,
and the matrix element

ρ
(k)
Scr,m =

(∏
m

1

λm

)
∂kΛk

∂µm1
· · · ∂µmk

∣∣∣∣
µi=λ

−1
i

, (14)

where

Λk(µ1, · · · ) =
∑
j

µk−2
j lnµj∏

i ̸=j(µj − µi)
. (15)

We compare the so-obtained kth moments of the
Scrooge ensemble with the kth moments of the projected
ensemble, EPE(ψt) obtained from the time-evolved state
|ψt⟩ = U tF |ψ0⟩. In particular, we compute the trace dis-
tance defined in Eq. 5,

∆
(k)
t ≡ ∆(k) (EScrooge(ρA,∞), EPE(ψt)) , (16)

and study its behavior with t and L for fixed LA. The
results for k = 2 are shown in Fig. 1 where the measure-
ment operators on B are the σxi operators. Note how-
ever, that the qualitative features of the results in this
case are expected to remain the same for any generic
set of single-site projective measurements on B as the
local conserved charges on B can point along arbitrary
directions and can have a support with size greater than
1 depending on the specific disorder realization of UF .

The results in Fig. 1 show that ∆
(2)
t decays with t and

saturates to a values which decays exponentially in L.
This provides strong hints towards the fact in the limit
of L→ ∞ and t→ ∞, the PE is the same as the Scrooge
ensemble corresponding to ρA,∞. In the following sec-
tions, we show analytically that this is indeed the case
using a phenomenological model of MBL.
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IV. PHENOMENOLOGICAL MBL MODEL

As an effective, phenomenological model of MBL at
strong disorder we consider the ℓ-bit model [32–35]. The
Hamiltonian for the model is given by

Hℓ-bit =
∑
i

Jiσ
z
i +

∑
i<j

Jijσ
z
i σ

z
j +

∑
i<j<k

Jijkσ
z
i σ

z
jσ

z
k ,

(17)

with the couplings taken as random and decaying expo-
nentially between the spins in their support as

Ji=ui, Jij=uije
−(j−i)/ξ, Jijk=uijke

−(k−i)/ξ , (18)

where u’s are picked from uniform distribution over
[−W,W ], and ξ is an effective localization length scale.
Throughout this work we take W = 1 and time is al-
ways in units of W−1, and ξ is taken to be 2 in our
work. The model has strictly 1-local conserved charges
{σzi |1 ≤ i ≤ L}. In this case also we consider initial
states of the form in Eq. 11.

A. Approach of the projected ensemble to the
Scrooge ensemble in time

At long times, dephasing due to the interaction terms
takes the reduced density matrix ρA to a diagonal form in
the energy eigenbasis which for the ℓ-bit model (Eq. 17)
is just the σz-product state basis,

ρA,∞ →
LA⊗
i=1

ρ∞i with ρ∞i = diag[cos2
θi
2
, sin2

θi
2
] . (19)

To construct the PE, as in the previous section, we
time-evolve the initial state with the ℓ-bit Hamiltonian
(Eq. 17), |ψt⟩ = e−ıHℓ-bitt |ψ0⟩ and perform measure-
ments in B subsystem of observable ⊗Li=LA+1σ

n
i where

σni ≡ σi · n̂ is the Pauli spin operator on site i in the
direction n̂. The latter is parametrized by the polar an-
gle α ∈ [0, π] that n̂ makes with the z-axis. The results
are independent of the azimuthal angle defining n̂ and
therefore we choose it to be 0 throughout. The bitstrings
bh ∈ (0, 1)⊗LB obtained from the measurement at an an-
gle α correspond to states (in terms of the computational
basis states |↑⟩ and |↓⟩ on each site),

|0⟩ ≡ cos
α

2
|↑⟩+sin

α

2
|↓⟩ ,

|1⟩ ≡ sin
α

2
|↑⟩− cos

α

2
|↓⟩ .

(20)

Note that the limit of α = 0 is pathological as in that
case the measurements coincide completely with the con-
served charges. For much of what we discuss below we
consider α ̸= 0.
From the infinite-time reduced density matrix of A in

Eq. 19, the moments of the Scrooge ensemble can also be

10 2

10 1

100

(2
)

t

= 0.125

10 15
L

10 1

= 0.5

10 15
L

10 1

100 102 104

t

10 2

10 1

100

(3
)

t

= 0.125

10 15
L

10 1

100 102 104

t

= 0.5

10 15
L

10 1

L = 10
L = 12

L = 14
L = 16

L = 18

FIG. 2. Distance between the second and third moments of
the PE, ⟨∆(2)

t ⟩ (top) and ⟨∆(3)
t ⟩ (bottom), from those of the

Scrooge ensemble for two measurement angles, α = π/8 (left)
and α = π/2 (right) for the ℓ-bit Hamiltonian (Eq. 17). For

both cases, at long time, ⟨∆(k)
t ⟩ saturates to an asymptotic

value which goes down exponentially with increasing L (see
insets). For these plots, LA = 2 and the trace distances are
averaged over 500 disorder realizations and over 10 random
initial states for each realization.

constructed directly as in the previous section and the
distance of the PE from the Scrooge ensemble as a func-

tion of time can be studied using ∆
(k)
t defined in Eq. 16,

as shown in Fig. 2 for k = 2 and k = 3. The results are
qualitatively similar to those of the disordered Floquet
Ising spin chain (see Fig. 1) – the trace distance of the
moments of the PE and the Scrooge ensemble decay as a
power-law in t, and for a finite L saturate to a value which
itself decays exponentially with L. The power law expo-

nent for decay of ⟨∆(3)
t ⟩ with time remains same as that

of ⟨∆(2)
t ⟩ (within errorbar) and depends on α. For the

coupling strength we studied here,⟨∆(2)
t ⟩ ∝ t−0.33±0.06

for α = π/2 and ⟨∆(2)
t ⟩ ∝ t−0.24±0.05 for α = π/8.

B. Dependence of the projected ensemble on the
measurement angle

In Fig. 2, the results were shown only for two mea-
surement angles α. We next show results for how the
moments of the PE depend on α.
α dependence of the matrix elements: First, we look

at the asymptotic values of matrix elements in the mo-
ments of PE as a function of measurement angle α.
Representative results for matrix elements are shown in
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FIG. 3. Time averaged matrix elements of higher mo-
ments for different system sizes. (Top) Left panel shows

⟨0, 0|ρ(2)LA=1|0, 0⟩ and right panels shows ⟨0, 0, 0|ρ(3)LA=1|0, 0, 0⟩
where ρ

(2)
LA=1, ρ

(3)
LA=1 are moments for LA=1. (Bottom)

Left panel shows ⟨00, 00|ρ(2)LA=2|00, 00⟩ and right panel shows

⟨00, 00, 00|ρ(3)LA=2|00, 00, 00⟩ where ρ
(2)
LA=2, ρ

(3)
LA=2 are moments

for LA=2. The red dotted lines are the corresponding Scrooge
values. The initial state is a direct product state (Eq. 11)
with θ1 = 2π/5 and θ2 = π/5 (for LA = 2). To reduce fluctu-
ation about mean value, we average the moments calculated
at 90 different times at regular intervals in the time window
Wt = 8000 to 10000. Legend shows the L value correspond-
ing to different colors.

Fig. 3, for both LA = 1 and 2. The results show that in-
dividual matrix elements approach the Scrooge distribu-
tion’s moments (red dotted lines) with increasing L if the
measurement is not aligned with the conserved charges.
This qualitative trend appears to hold for all such matrix
elements, which suggests that the PE approaches asymp-
totically the Scrooge ensemble in the limit of LB → ∞
for α ≳ 0.1π. These results on finite size effects and α
dependence are in consonance with further independent
numerical results in Sec. V. For α = 0, that is when
the measurement is perfectly aligned with the conserved
charges, the PE does not converge to Scrooge ensemble
and shows no system size dependence.

α dependence of the trace distance: Finally, in Fig. 4,
we present the asymptotic trace distance as a function
of L. For α ≳ π/8, the trace distance (for both ∆(2)

and ∆(3)) between PE and Scrooge ensemble decays ex-
ponentially with L as ∼ exp(−λL) with λ ≈ 0.23. Inter-
estingly, the same exponential decay rate was also found
in the Floquet MBL model (Fig. 1). For α close to 0,
the decay is slower and deviates from exponential form
for the range of L studied. This is consistent with the
deviation of the matrix elements of the PE from those of
the Scrooge ensemble for the available system sizes.

To summarize, the numerical results presented in this

8 10 12 14 16
LB

3.5

3.0

2.5

2.0

1.5

1.0

lo
g

(2
)

t

0.00 0.25 0.50
/

0.15

0.20

0.25

= 0.05 = 0.1 = 0.2 = 0.3 = 0.4 = 0.5

8 10 12 14 16
LB

lo
g

(3
)

t

0.00 0.25 0.50
/

0.15

0.20

0.25

FIG. 4. Asymptotic trace distance between Scrooge ensemble
and PE as a function of L for LA = 2. Different colors de-
note different measurement angles α between 0.05π and π/2
(legend). The two panels show the trace distances for sec-
ond (left) and third (right) moments. Insets shows the decay
rate λ (estimated by fitting the trace distance to e−λL) as a
function of measurement angles. The slope (λ) obtained from
exponential fit for α > 0.1π. For other values of α, the trend
deviates substantially from an exponential within the range
of L studied. The trace distances are averaged over 500 dis-
order realizations and over 10 random initial states at time
Wt = 10000.

section point towards the fact that for the ℓ-bit model
also, the PE at long times and large system sizes ap-
proaches the Scrooge ensemble unless the measurement
basis closely aligns with the conserved charges. For
α ≳ 0.1π, scaling of the numerically obtained moments
in the finite systems suggest that the trace distance van-
ish in the thermodynamic limit. In the following we will
demonstrate this by showing semi-analytically, using em-
pirical results from the probabilities of measuring bit-
strings, that the matrix elements of the kth moment of
the PE at L, t→ ∞ are identical to those of the Scrooge
ensemble.

V. TEMPORAL ENSEMBLE AND
PROBABILITY DISTRIBUTION OF THE
PROBABILITIES (PoP) OF BITSTRINGS

A key observation that helps in computing the matrix
elements of the higher-moments of the PE at late times
is that they approach steady values with small tempo-
ral fluctuations that, crucially, decrease with increasing
LB . Representative numerical evidence for this is shown
in Fig. 5 where it is seen that the matrix element of

ρ
(2)
A (t) fluctuate less around their steady-state values for

larger systems sizes. Other matrix elements of ρ
(2)
A (t)

and also matrix elements for other values of k and α that
we studied show similar qualitative behavior. This key
empirical observation suggests that we can understand
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the steady-state values by performing an average of the
matrix elements over time. This motivates the definition
of a temporal ensemble of states consisting of the states
sampled from the time-evolution trajectory of an initial
state under a given Hamiltonian. Of particular signifi-
cance will be understanding the probability distribution
of the probabilities (PoP) of measuring individual bit-
strings b ∈ {bh} of the entire system in the temporal
ensemble of late-time states.

0.45
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0.48

0.49

0.50

〈0
,0
|ρ

(2
)

L A
=

1|0
,0
〉
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L = 20
Asymptotic value

10−1 100 101 102 103 104

t
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0.41

0.42

〈0
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00
|ρ

(2
)

L A
=

2|0
0,

00
〉

FIG. 5. The matrix elements in second moments of PE
saturate at long timescale to their asymptotic value at mea-
surement along an axis with (α) = π/4 for both LA = 1 (Top)
and 2 (Bottom). The fluctuation about the asymptotic value
(red dotted line) gets suppressed with increasing L. The ini-
tial state is a direct product state (eq. 11) with θ1 = 2π/5
and θ2 = π/5 (for LA = 2).

The temporal ensemble is defined as the collection of
states {|ψt⟩} occurring in the quantum trajectory of the
initial direct product state |ψ0⟩ (taken as in Eq. 11) over
a suitably large temporal window at late times. Func-
tionally, this can be taken to be the ensemble formed by
sampling the states at times t ∈ [τ1, τ2] at regular inter-
vals of length δt:

Etemp =

{
δt

τ2 − τ1
, e−ıHt |ψ0⟩

}
t∈[τ1,τ2]

. (21)

Upon measuring {σni }i=1...L at every site of the sys-
tem, (recall σni = σi · n̂ and n̂ is parametrized by the po-
lar angle α ) on the state |ψt⟩, the probability of getting
a bitstring b is p(b) = | ⟨ψt|b⟩ |2. Over the ensemble of
states in the temporal ensemble (Eq. 21) there is a prob-
ability distribution of the probability p(b), and hence the
name probability of probability (PoP). We denote the
PoP of bitstring b as PoPb. This is also the distribution

0 5
p(b)/ (b)

105

104

103

102

101

100

Po
P b

b = |1000111001000010

= 0.125
= 0.25
= 0.5

0 5
p(b)/ (b)

b = |0100011001100110

FIG. 6. Distribution of probabilities of measurement bit-
strings in the temporal ensemble, Etemp, defined in Eq. 21.
Etemp is constructed with 10000 states sampled in the time
interval, 8000−10000 (in unit of W−1) with uniform spacing.
Results are shown for three different measurement angles, α,
and the dotted lines show the Porter-Thomas distributions
(defined in Eq. 22) with the means obtained using Eq. 23.
The two panels show two representative bitstrings (written
above the figure) for a system with L = 16.

of expectation values of the projector into a bitstring b
for states in the temporal ensemble.
Figure 6 shows PoPb over the temporal ensemble for

two specific bitstrings (which are taken as representative
examples) for three different values of α, for a fixed initial
state and disorder realization.
We find that the PoPb is well-described by the Porter-

Thomas distribution1

PTb(p) =
1

µb
e
− p

µb , (22)

where µb is the average of p(b) over the temporal ensem-
ble. In Fig. 6, the PoPs are shown by the solid lines
whereas the Porter Thomas distributions with the corre-
sponding means are depicted by the dashed lines, with
the two showing good agreement between each other.
The agreement is worse for α close to zero, which we
will argue shortly is due to finite-size effects.

1 Comparison of PoP with Porter-Thomas distribution is mean-
ingful only for α ̸= 0. For the pathological case of α = 0, |b⟩ are
σz-product states and therefore coincide with the eigenstates of
the ℓ-bit Hamiltonian. As a result p(b) for a given b is a constant
over the temporal ensemble, given by | ⟨ψ0|b⟩ |2, and the PoP is
δ-function ditributed, PoPb(p) = δ(p− | ⟨ψ0|b⟩ |2).
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FIG. 7. The distribution of KL divergence between the
Porter-Thomas distribution and PoP (DKL(PoPb||PTb))
across all b (see Eq. 24 for definition). Different panels corre-
spond to different α and in all cases the distributions get more
concentrated around 0 with increasing L. Number of bins to
obtain the histogram is kept same across all system sizes. The
PoPb is obtained in a temporal ensemble with 10000 states
sampled with equal spacing in time interval 8000 − 10000 in
unit of W−1.

The mean µb depends on the bitstring b, the initial
state, the angle α parameterizing the measurement basis
as

µb(α,ψ0) =
∑
zν

|⟨ψ0|zν⟩|2|⟨b|zν⟩|2 , (23)

where {|zν⟩} are the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian,
which for the ℓ-bit Hamiltonian (Eq. 17) are also σz-
product states. For α = π/2, the bitstrings |b⟩ are σx-
product states such that | ⟨b|zν⟩ |2 = D−1, with D = 2L

the Hilbert-space dimension, for all b and zν . In this
limit, µb = 1/D is independent of the bitstring b as
well as of initial state and the measurement angle α.
For generic α ̸= π/2, the PoP continues to be Porter-
Thomas distributed but with the appropriate mean given
in Eq. 23.

While the results in Fig. 6 show the Porter-Thomas dis-
tribution for the PoP for two representative bitstrings, to
ascertain the agreement between PTb and PoPb for ar-
bitrary b, we look at their difference quantified by the
Kullback–Leibler (KL) divergence. For a particular bit-
string b, the KL divergence between PTb and PoPb, is

defined as

DKL(PoPb||PTb) =
∫
dp PoPb(p) ln

(
PoPb(p)

PTb(p)

)
.

(24)

In the results presented, the integral in Eq. 24 is cal-
culated by discretization and using the estimated PoPb
obtained by binning.

In Fig. 7, we present the distribution over b of
DKL(PoPb||PTb) for different measurement angles α.
The distributions are strongly concentrated near 0.
This indicates that for most measurement bitstrings,
the PoPb(p) closely matches with PTb(p). For the
smaller values of α, close to zero, the distributions of
DKL(PoPb||PTb) develop a tail indicating deviations of
the PoPb from the PTb for some b – this can also be
seen in Fig. 6 for the smallest values of α presented. The
finite-time effect behind the appearance of the tail at
small α can be ruled out as the temporal ensemble is
constructed with states sampled at sufficiently late-time
(see Appendix B). However, these tails are suppressed
with system size suggesting in the thermodynamic limit,
PoPb is indistinguishable from PTb for all b except when
α close to 0.

As another evidence for the PoPb being indistinguish-
able from PTb, we also look at the distribution PoP ′

of probabilities of bitstring outcomes across all bitstrings
but calculated for a single state in the temporal ensemble.
In other words, this is the distribution of p(b) = | ⟨ψt|b⟩ |2
computed for a fixed |ψt⟩ across all b. Figure 8 shows this
distribution (gray lines) for two different values of α, π/4
and π/2. For both these cases, the distribution fits to
a sum of Porter-Thomas distributions corresponding to
individual bitstrings (with means µ(b) given by Eq. 23),

PoP′(p) =
1

2L

∑
b

PTb(p) . (25)

The black lines in Fig. 8 show these fits. Note that for
α = π/2, µb = 1/D ∀ b such that PoP′ is also a Porter-
Thomas distribution with mean 1/D [40]; this is evident
in the right panel of Fig. 8.

It is known that for general bitstring measurements,
the PoPs are expected to be Porter-Thomas distributed
with a mean of 1/D for random states [10]. Such ran-
dom states are characterized by a Page value for the von
Neumann entropy of bipartite entanglement [41]. On the
other hand, for α = π/2, (σx-measurements) we find the
PoPs to be a Porter-Thomas distribution with mean 1/D
even though the states have much lower bipartite entan-
glement entropy than the Page value [37, 38] indicating
that they are far from a random state.
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FIG. 8. The PoP′ distribution of measurement bitstrings for
a single state at Wt = 10000 following time evolution of an
initial random direct product state under the ℓ-bit Hamilto-
nian in Eq. 17. The orange line denotes the sum of Porter-
Thomas distributions shown in Eq. 25. Data for L = 20. For
α = π/2 (right panel), all the Porter-Thomas distributions
are with the same mean 1/D such that the PoP′ is also a
Porter-Thomas distribution.

VI. MATRIX ELEMENTS OF PROJECTED
ENSEMBLE AND SCROOGE ENSEMBLE FOR

ℓ-BIT HAMILTONIAN

In this section, we use the results for the PoP obtained
in Sec. V to show that the projected ensemble approaches
the Scrooge ensemble in the limit of LB , t → ∞. In
Sec. VIA we derive the expressions for the matrix ele-
ments of the kth moments of the PE and in Sec. VIB we
derive the same for the Scrooge ensemble, and show that
they are identical.

Before proceeding, it will be useful to define some
notation. The set of bitstrings corresponding to the
σz-product states in subsystem A, B, and the en-
tire system are denoted by ZA, ZB , and ZAB re-
spectively. The bitstrings in A are denoted as zA ≡
(zA,1, zA,2, . . . , zA,LA

) ∈ ZA where zA,i = 0, 1 denotes the
bit at site i. Similarly, the bitstrings in B are denoted
as zB ≡ (zB,LA+1, zB,LA+2, . . . , zB,L) ∈ ZB . The bit-
strings in the entire system are the concatenation of the
bitstrings zA and zB such that zAB ≡ (zA, zB) ∈ ZAB .
Since we will be interested in arbitrary moments of the
PE and the Scrooge ensemble, we denote the basis states
in the k-replicated Hilbert space of A as

|ZA⟩ ≡ |z(1)A , z
(2)
A , · · · , z(k)A ⟩ = ⊗ki=1 |z(i)A ⟩ . (26)

Finally, for a given initial state of the form Eq. 11,
parametrized by (θ,ϕ) we define tensors [M ]i,s on each
site i with

Mi,0 = cos(θi/2) , Mi,1 = eıϕi sin(θi/2) , (27)

and we also define

MzAB
=MzAMzB =

(
LA∏
i=1

Mi,zA,i

) L∏
j=LA+1

Mj,zB,j

 .

(28)

With this notation, the initial state (Eq. 11) can be
rewritten as

|ψ0⟩ =
∑

zAB∈ZAB

MzAB
|zAB⟩ , (29)

and the reduced density matrix of A at infinite-time
(Eq. 19) can be rewritten as

ρA,∞ =
∑

zA∈ZA

p(zA) |zA⟩ ⟨zA| ; p(zA) = |MzA |2 . (30)

A. Matrix elements of the projected ensemble

We will first express the matrix elements of the kth

moment of the PE at an arbitrary time t and an arbitrary
measurement basis (α) on B and then take the limit of
t→ ∞ for which we will average the matrix elements over
the temporal ensemble defined in Sec. V. Since the states
{|zAB⟩} are also the eigenstates of the ℓ-bit Hamiltonian
(Eq. 17), with eigenvalues {EzAB

}, the state at time t
can be written as

|ψt⟩ =
∑

zAB∈ZAB

e−ıtEzABMzAB
|zAB⟩ . (31)

If the measurement on B produces a bitstring b, then the
unnormalized conditional state on A is given by

|ψ̃t,A(b)⟩ =
∑

zA∈ZA

MzAφt(b|zA) |zA⟩ , (32)

where

φt(b|zA) =
∑

zB∈ZB

MzBe
−ıtEzAB ⟨b|zB⟩ , (33)

and the normalized version of the state in Eq. 32 is given
by

|ψt,A(b)⟩ =
|ψ̃t,A(b)⟩√

pt(b)
; pt(b) = ⟨ψ̃t,A(b)|ψ̃t,A(b)⟩ . (34)

The quantity pt(b|zA) ≡ |φt(b|zA)|2 defined via Eq. 33
has the physical meaning that it is the probability of
obtaining the bitstring b upon measurements (at angle
α) on B at time t given the σz-bitstring in A is zA. The
probability of obtaining the bitstring b in B due to the
measurement on the state |ψt⟩ in Eq. 31 is therefore

pt(b) =
∑

zA∈ZA

pt(b|zA)p(zA) =
∑

zA∈ZA

|φt(b|zA)|2p(zA) ,

(35)
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with p(zA), given in Eq. 30, the probability of measuring
the bitstring zA in A which remains constant with t. Us-
ing Eq. 34 and Eq. 35, an arbitrary matrix element of the
kth moment of the PE (defined in Eq. 4) can be written
as

⟨Z ′
A|ρ(k)A,t|ZA⟩ =

k∏
i=1

M∗
z
′(i)
A

M
z
(i)
A

×

∑
b

∏k
i=1 φ

∗
t (b|z′(i)A )φt(b|z(i)A )

[pt(b)]k−1
.

(36)

To estimate the matrix elements at late times, it is use-
ful to introduce the kth no-resonance condition [19]. The
spectrum of a Hamiltonian satisfies satisfies this condi-
tion if for any two different size-k sets of energy eigen-
values, their sums are different. We expect the ℓ-bit
Hamiltonian to satisfy this condition due to the ran-
dom interactions between the spins. Under this assump-
tion and noting the time-dependence of φt in Eq. 33,
we expect any matrix element in Eq. 36 to have an
oscillatory component and therefore evaluate to zero,
unless |ZA⟩ and |Z ′

A⟩ are equal up to a permutation,

(z
(1)
A , · · · , z(k)A ) = σ(z

′(1)
A , · · · , z′(k)A ) for some permuta-

tion operator σ ∈ Sk with Sk the permutation group
of k elements. More over note that the matrix elements
are invariant under the permutations of the replicas. The
kth moment of the PE can therefore be expressed as

ρ
(k)
A =

∑
ZA

∑
σ∈Sk

|ZA⟩ ⟨σ(ZA)| ϱ(k)ZA
, (37)

where |ZA| is the number of unique zA bitstrings among
the k-replicas, and the matrix element is given by

ϱ
(k)
ZA

=
∑
b

∏k
i=1 p(z

(i)
A )pt(b|z(i)A )

[
∑
zA∈ZA p(zA)pt(b|zA)]k−1

. (38)

We will now use the observation made in Sec. V that the
matrix elements of ρ

(k)
A,t saturate to steady-state values

at long times with temporal fluctuations that decay to
zero with system size (see Fig. 5). This allows us to ap-
proximate the matrix elements in Eq. 36 at late-times as
their temporal average which can be implemented by av-
eraging the matrix elements over the temporal ensemble,
Etemp, defined in Eq. 21.

Before averaging the matrix element over the temporal
ensemble, we note two points about the distribution of
pt(b|zA) in Etemp. Firstly, φt(b|zA) in Eq. 33 is a sum
over zB of phases eıEzAB

t that depend on zA, resulting
in pt(b|zA) = |φt(b|zA)|2 for different zA being uncorre-
lated in the temporal ensemble at late times except when
α → 0. In the latter case, pt(b|zA) is independent of zA
and causes, large deviation of the point at α = 0 in Fig. 3
from the Scrooge ensemble arises from this correlation.
Secondly, φt(b|zA) can be interpreted as the amplitude of
a bitstring b in a time-evolved state with a modified ℓ-bit
Hamiltonian HB which is obtained from H (Eq. 17) by

setting the degrees of freedom in A to classical values de-
termined by zA. We therefore expect the probability dis-
tribution of pt(b|zA) to be described by a Porter-Thomas
distribution (22) (as discussed in Sec. V) with a mean
given by

µ(b) =
∑

zB∈ZB

|MzB |2|⟨b|zB⟩|2 . (39)

The matrix element in Eq. 38 upon averaging over the
temporal ensemble can thus be expressed as

ϱ
(k)
ZA

=
∑
b

∫ (∏
zA

dp(b|zA)
µ(b)

e−
p(b|zA)

µ(b)

)
×

∏k
i=1 p(z

(i)
A )pt(b|z(i)A )

[
∑
zA∈ZA p(zA)pt(b|zA)]k−1

. (40)

Though p(b|zAA) ∈ [0, 1], since µ(b) is typically much
smaller than 1 and the integrand decays exponentially
with p(b|zA)/µ(b), we can extend the upper limit of in-
tegration over p(b|zA) from 1 to ∞. Performing a vari-

able transformation p(b|zA)
µ(b) p(zA) → YzA and noting that∑

b µ(b) = 1 , we obtain for the matrix element

ϱ
(k)
ZA

=

∫ (∏
zA

dYzA
p(zA)

e
−

YzA
p(zA)

) k∏
i=1

Y
z
(i)
A(∑

zA

YzA

)k−1
. (41)

We will next compute the corresponding matrix elements
of the Scrooge ensemble and show that they are identical
to the result obtained above in Eq. 41.

B. Matrix elements of the Scrooge ensemble

In order to derive the matrix elements of the Scrooge
ensemble, corresponding to ρA,∞, we will use the fact
that it can be viewed as a distortion of the Haar ensemble
as in Eq. 7 and its kth moment, following Eq. 8 is given
by

ρ
(k)
A,Scr = DA

∫
dψ PHaar(ψ)

(
√
ρA,∞|ψ⟩⟨ψ|√ρA,∞)⊗k

⟨ψ|ρA,∞|ψ⟩k−1
,

(42)

where DA = 2LA is the Hilbert-space dimension of A and
the integral is over Haar-random states in A. Note from
Eq. 30 that ρA,∞ is diagonal in the σz-product state basis
with eigenvalues p(zA), such that the matrix element can
be written as

⟨Z ′
A|ρ(k)A,Scr|ZA⟩ = DA

∫
dψ PHaar(ψ)×∏k

i=1

√
p(z

(i)
A )p(z

′(i)
A )ψ

z
(i)
A

ψ∗
z
′(i)
A

[
∑
zA
p(zA)|ψzA |2]k−1

.

(43)
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where ψzA = ⟨zA|ψ⟩. Due to the Haar averaging the
product of the amplitudes ψ

z
(i)
A

ψ
z
′(i)
A

in the numerator

of the above equation, the matrix elements vanishes un-
less |ZA⟩ and |Z ′

A⟩ are equal upto a permutation, exactly
analogous to the PE at late times. The kth moment of
the Scrooge ensemble therefore has the form identical to
that in Eq. 37 but with the corresponding matrix element
given by

ϱ
(k)
Scr,ZA

= DA

∫
dψ PHaar(ψ)

∏k
i=1 p(z

(i)
A )|ψ

z
(i)
A

|2

[
∑
zA
p(zA)|ψzA |2]k−1

.

(44)

The integral over the Haar random states can be per-
formed using standard techniques (see Appendix A for
details) which yields

ϱ
(k)
Scr,ZA

=

∫ (∏
zA

dXzA

p(zA)
e
−

XzA
p(zA)

) k∏
i=1

X
z
(i)
A(∑

zA

XzA

)k−1
, (45)

for the matrix element ϱ
(k)
Scr,ZA

. Comparing the expres-
sion for the Scrooge ensemble in Eq. 45 with that ob-
tained for the PE in Eq. 41, it is straightforward to see
that they are identical with the identification of the inte-
gration variables XzA ↔ YzA . This concludes our proof
of the statement that if PoP of bitstrings approach uncor-
related PT distributions, the PE at late times approaches
the Scrooge ensemble corresponding to ρA,∞.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this work, we investigated the projected ensemble
obtained by single site measurements of all qubits out-
side a small subsystem of a unitarily evolving system
with has (quasi)locally conserved charges. In particu-
lar, we numerically studied a strongly disordered Floquet
spin-chain known to exhibit MBL dynamics for very long
timescales as well as an ℓ-bit model, a phenomenological
model which is manifestly MBL and has an extensive
number of 1-local conserved charges, {σzi }. Our analy-
sis suggests that for generic measurement bases not very
close to the conserved charges, the PE converges to the
Scrooge ensemble (in the limit of large number of mea-
sured qubits). Specifically for the ℓ-bit model, the pro-
jected ensemble converges to a Scrooge ensemble if the
qubits are measured along angles (α that parametrize the
polar angle of the direction n̂ for the Pauli observables
σ · n̂ that are measured on each site) that are not close
to the direction of the conserved charges (α=0 for σzi ).
Numerical tests on first three moments confirm that the
the PE indeed approaches a k=3-design of the Scrooge
ensemble. For α near 0, the bitstring measurement prob-
abilities develop correlations that cause a deviation from
Scrooge ensemble moments. It is unclear how these corre-
lations scale with system size. Numerical results within

available system sizes show exponential decay of trace
distances of the moments from the Scrooge values for all
α ≳ 0.1π.

This behavior is in contrast to cases with global con-
served charges where the PE converges to a angle de-
pendent convex mixture of Scrooge ensembles, called the
generalized Scrooge ensemble [19, 22]. In this case, rev-
elation of partial information about the charges in sub-
system B due to measurements also reveals partial infor-
mation about the charges in subsystem A as the two are
related via the global constraint.

On the other hand, in the case with locally conserved
charges, even though measurements reveal information
(even if partial) about the charges local to B, they do
not reveal anything about the charges in the subsystem
A. The PE should then approach the ensemble that
maximizes the entropy subject to the constraints of the
charges in A; this is nothing but the Scrooge ensem-
ble constructed out of ρA,∞. In the pathological case
of α = 0, when the measurements basis perfectly coin-
cides with the conserved charges and the asymptotic PE
is different from the Scrooge ensemble. The asymptotic
PE of states in A obtained by σz-measurements on B has
a trivial form (see Appendix C).

The convergence to the Scrooge ensemble can be re-
lated to the fact that the probability distribution PoP
of the expectation values of Πb (projectors into specific
bitstring states for the measured observables) in the tem-
poral ensemble (made of states sampled from the time
evolution trajectory) approach the Porter-Thomas distri-
bution in the long time limit. We find, numerically, that
the distribution indeed approaches the Porter-Thomas
distribution. This empirical result, which is expected in
the PoP of chaotically evolving systems, is surprising here
given that the ℓ-bit Hamiltonian has a large number of
local conserved charges. Though, we have not been able
to prove these empirical results, we believe that this may
be related to ergodicity in the unitary group U(2L) of
the trajectories of all unitaries of the form UxUt where
Ut is the unitary time evolution operator and Ux are all
elements of the stabilizer group of the bitstring states.

Though the results presented are for the ℓ-bit Hamil-
tonian with finite interaction range (taken to be ξ = 2
here), the results regarding the limiting distributions are
valid even for longer range interacting systems with the
same 1-local-conserved charges. The latter will approach
the same limiting ensembles faster. A question for the im-
mediate future is to understand the the mechanism that
produces the power-law in time behavior in the approach
to the Scrooge ensemble. In particular, it will be inter-
esting to understand if this power-law decay is related to
the power-law decay of temporal fluctuations of local ob-
servables in the MBL phase [36] or the power-law decay
of bipartite purity (equivalent to logarithmic growth of
bipartite entanglement) [37, 38] in MBL systems.

Finally, note that while the local conserved charges
in the ℓ-bit Hamiltonian were manifestly built-in, in a
genuine MBL systems, they are expected to be emergent
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at strong disorder. It remains a question as to whether
the PE and its higher moments can shed deeper insights
and lead to better understanding of the MBL regime that
goes beyond the breakdown of conventional ETH.
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Appendix A: Calculation of matrix elements for kth moments of the Scrooge ensemble

In this appendix, we provide some details of the derivation of the matrix elements of the moments of the Scrooge
ensemble, in particular, the steps involved in obtaining the result in Eq. 45 from Eq. 44. The steps follow closely the
derivation of the Scrooge ensemble in Ref. [19].

The integration over the Haar measure can be explicitly performed using

PHaar(ψ)dψ =
(DA − 1)!

πDA
δ(1−

∑
zA

|ψzA |2)
∏
zA

d2ψzA . (A1)

However, since the integrand in Eq. 44 depends only on {|ψzA |2} the integral over the phases in ψzA can be done
trivially. Defining a new variable XzA = p(zA)|ψzA |2, Eq. 44 on using Eq. A1 takes the form

ϱ
(k)
Scr,ZA

= (DA!)

∫ (∏
zA

dXzA

p(zA)

)
δ

(
1−

∑
zA

XzA

p(zA)

) ∏k
i=1Xz

(i)
A

[
∑
zA
XzA ]

k−1
. (A2)

The δ-function can be removed using a Laplace transform trick. We define

f
(k)
ZA

(t) = (DA!)

∫ (∏
zA

dXzA

p(zA)

)
δ

(
t−

∑
zA

XzA

p(zA)

) ∏k
i=1Xz

(i)
A

[
∑
zA
XzA ]

k−1
, (A3)

with the identification that ϱ
(k)
Scr,ZA

= f
(k)
ZA

(t = 1). The Laplace transform of Eq. A3 gives

f̃
(k)
ZA

(s) =

∫ ∞

0

dt e−stf
(k)
ZA

(t) = (DA!)

∫ (∏
zA

dXzA

p(zA)

) ∏k
i=1Xz

(i)
A

[
∑
zA
XzA ]

k−1
exp

(
−s
∑
zA

XzA

p(zA)

)
(A4)

=
(DA!)

sDA+1

∫ (∏
zA

dXzA

p(zA)
e
−

XzA
p(zA)

) ∏k
i=1Xz

(i)
A

[
∑
zA
XzA ]

k−1
, (A5)

where in the second line we performed a change of variables XzA → XzA/s. Since the inverse Laplace transform of
DA!/s

DA+1 is simply tDA , we have

ϱ
(k)
Scr,ZA

= f
(k)
ZA

(t = 1) =

∫ (∏
zA

dXzA

p(zA))
e
−

XzA
p(zA)

) ∏k
i=1Xz

(i)
A

[
∑
zA
XzA ]

k−1
, (A6)

which is exactly the result in Eq. 45.
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Appendix B: Comparison of Etemp with random phase ensemble
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FIG. 9. The random phase ensemble (dotted lines) is compared with the Etemp (solid lines) for α = π/8. For all L values, the
distribution of DKL with PT for both ensembles match closely.

Here, we further investigate the appearance of long tail in distribution of DKL for states in Etemp. We construct
the random phase ensemble (Erandom-phase)which is proposed to be the limiting ensemble of Etemp if the hamiltonian
H satisfies the k-th no-resonance condition and the initial state has finite overlap with all energy eigenstates[19].

Erandom-phase =


D∑
j=1

cje
−ıϕj |zj⟩

 . (B1)

where cj = ⟨ψ0|Ej⟩ where Ej are energy eigenstates ( |zj⟩ for ℓ-bit Hamiltonian) and ϕjs are uniformly sampled from
[0, 2π]. We keep equal number of states in Erandom-phase and Etemp. In Fig. 9, the distribution of DKL is almost
identical for both the ensembles. This rules out any finite-time effect for the appearance of the log-tail. It can be
attributed purely to the effect of measurement basis.

Appendix C: Projected ensemble with σz-measurements

In this section, we derive the kth moment of the PE for the case of σz-measurements (α = 0) and show that they
are different from the Scrooge ensemble. Using the notation in Sec. VI, the state at time t is given by

|ψt⟩ =
∑

zA∈ZA

∑
zB∈ZB

MzAMzBe
−ıtEzAzB |zAzB⟩ , (C1)

such that a σz-measurement on B yields the bitstring zB with probability p(zB) = |MzB |2 and the corresponding
state on A is

|ψA,t(zB)⟩ =
∑

zA∈ZA

MzAe
−ıtEzAzB |zA⟩ . (C2)

Denoting |MzA/B
|2 = p(zA/B), the k

th moment of the PE therefore has matrix elements

⟨Z ′
A|ρ(k)A,t|ZA⟩ =

∑
zB∈ZB

p(zB)

k∏
i=1

M∗
z
′(i)
A

M
z
(i)
A

exp
[
−ıt

(
E
z
(i)
A zB

− E
z
′(i)
A zB

)]
. (C3)
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In the limit of t→ ∞, the kth no-resonance condition again implies that the matrix element above is non-zero only if
|Z ′
A⟩ is a permutation of |ZA⟩ such that

ρ
(k)
A =

∑
ZA

∑
σ∈Sk

|ZA⟩ ⟨σ(ZA)| ϱ(k)ZA
, (C4)

and the matrix element is given by

ϱ
(k)
ZA

=

k∏
i=1

p(z
(i)
A ) . (C5)

Note the structure of the kth moment of the PE here is same as the Scrooge ensemble - location of the non-zero matrix
elements are the same. However the matrix element for the Scrooge ensemble in Eq. 45 can be written as

ϱ
(k)
Scr,ZA

=

k∏
i=1

p(z
(i)
A ) ×

∫ (∏
zA

dxzA e−xzA

) ∏k
i=1 xz(i)A

(
∑
zA
xzAp(zA))

k−1
. (C6)

Note that the expressions in Eq. C5 and Eq. C6 are obviously different in general from each other for general {p(zA)}zA ,
which are set by the initial state, as the integral in the RHS of the above equation does not evaluate to unity in general.
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