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We consider the thermalization hypothesis of pure states in quantum Ising chain with Z2 symmetry, XXZ
chain with U(1) symmetry, and XXX chain with SU(2) symmetries. Two kinds of pure states are consid-
ered: the energy eigenstates and the typical states evolved unitarily from the random product states for a long
enough period. We further group the typical states by their expectation values of the conserved charges and
consider the fine-grained thermalization hypothesis. We compare the locally (subsystem) reduced states of typ-
ical states/eigenstates with the ones of the corresponding thermal ensemble states. Besides the usual thermal
ensembles such as the (micro-)canonical ensemble without conserved charges and the generalized Gibbs ensem-
ble (GGE) with all conserved charges included, we also consider the so-called partial-GGEs (p-GGEs), which
include only part of the conserved charges in the thermal ensemble. Moreover, in the framework of p-GGE, the
Hamiltonian and other conserved charges are on an equal footing. The introduction of p-GGEs extends quantum
thermalization to a more general scope. The validity of the subsystem thermalization hypothesis can be quanti-
fied by the smallness of the relative entropy of the reduced states obtained from the GGE/p-GGE and the typical
states/eigenstates. We examine the validity of the thermalization hypothesis by numerically studying the rela-
tive entropy demographics. We show that the thermalization hypothesis holds generically for the small enough
subsystems for various p-GGEs. Thus, our framework extends the universality of quantum thermalization.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The thermalization of a classical many-body system is dic-
tated by the second law of thermodynamics and is also deeply
related to chaos and ergodicity. For quantum systems, a long-
evolved open subsystem interacting with the environment dis-
plays similar thermalization behaviors, which can also be un-
derstood as the spreading of entanglement across the bound-
ary between the subsystem and the environment. On the other
hand, the isolated quantum system evolves unitarily, and it
seems unable to thermalize. Among them, the energy eigen-
state is stationary and should not be able to thermalize. In-
spired by von Neuman’s idea of trying to generalize the ergod-
icity theorem to quantum mechanics [1], the so-called eigen-
state thermalization hypothesis (ETH) was proposed [2–4],
which states that the expectation value of any local observable
with respect to an energy eigenstate of medium energy is ap-
proximately by the microcanonical ensemble average. Since
then, thermalization of isolated quantum systems has been in-
tensively studied in the past decades; see [5–9] and the ref-
erences therein. Surprisingly, ETH seems quite general. The
ETH implies that the reduced state in a small region of an en-
ergy eigenstate can be approximated by the (reduced) state of
some thermal ensemble state, such as the (micro-)canonical
ensemble. This can be seen as the subsystem version of ETH
[10–12], i.e., by treating a local region as a subsystem of the
whole system. The validity of (subsystem) ETH implies that
an energy eigenstate locally looks like thermal.

Energy eigenstates comprise only a tiny portion of the total
Hilbert space of an isolated many-body system. It is natural to
ask if the (subsystem) thermalization also happens to the typ-
ical states, which can be practically obtained by the long-time
evolution of some initial non-eigenstate. This was proposed
in [13] as the canonical typicality to conjecture that a typi-
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cal state is locally thermal. The subsystem thermalization of a
typical state of an isolated system may be understood by treat-
ing the subsystem as an open system surrounded by the rest.
The open system will be expected to equilibrate with the sur-
rounding environment due to their mutual interaction to grow
and spread the entanglement across the boundary. Despite
that, the equilibrium state may not be some thermal ensemble
state, but some pointer state preferred by the environment’s
einselection [14]. This is expected because the environment
here is just complementary to the subsystem of a typical state
and may not behave as a thermal bath. However, inspired by
the subsystem ETH, the reduced state to the subsystem of a
typical state can look like the reduced state of some thermal
ensemble state [15, 16].

It has been known that the above (subsystem) ETH fails1 for
the integrable systems [12, 17–22] due to the infinite number
of conserved charges prohibiting quantum chaos for thermal-
ization. One expects the ETH will hold when compared with
the reduced state of the generalized Gibbs ensemble (GGE),
including all the conserved charges [23, 24]. However, such
GGE is hard to implement due to the infinite number of con-
served charges. Similarly, we may expect that the integrable
systems’ typical states may not be thermalized if not com-
pared with GGE. This then raises the issue of the role of the
conserved charges in the thermalization of energy eigenstates
or typical states.

With the additional conserved charges other than Hamilto-
nian, there are more options when considering the thermaliza-
tion hypothesis in various aspects. Firstly, the energy eigen-
states will be classified into the superselection sectors of the
conserved charges. When considering ETH, we can choose to
restrict to the superselection sectors or not. We can also gener-
alize the concept of superselection sectors to the typical states.
Although the typical states, in general, are not the eigenstates
of energy and charges, we can still classify them into almost
superselection by their expectation values of the charges.

Secondly, we can choose different thermal ensemble states
to examine the thermalization hypothesis for either eigenstates
or typical states. A conserved quantity and its chemical po-
tential come as a conjugate pair when constructing a thermal
ensemble, i.e., we can fix either charge or chemical potential,
but not both. Or, we can ignore both. For example, when there
is no conserved quantity other than the Hamiltonian, we can
either fix energy to yield a microcanonical ensemble state or
fix (inverse) temperature to yield a canonical ensemble state.
We can adopt either to consider the thermalization hypothesis.
Thus, with more conserved quantities, we can fix either one
for each conjugate pair or ignore both to yield different ther-
mal ensembles. If we fix all the chemical potential, including
the inverse temperature, we will obtain the GGE. Otherwise,
we will obtain the so-called partial-GGE (p-GGE). Finally, as
we have the option of choosing (almost) superselection sectors
for the quantum states and the p-GGEs, we should not just ex-

1 Or, it holds only weakly (weak ETH) [12, 17–19], i.e., the distance between
two reduced states vanishes by the power law of the number of degrees of
freedom, not by the exponential decay as for the strong ETH.

amine the thermalization of a single state but shall evaluate the
thermalization hypothesis by the Demographics of the relative
entropy measures for a given set of states in some (almost) su-
perselection sector and a chosen p-GGE.

In this paper, we will study this issue by considering the
nonintegrable spin chain systems with either discrete or con-
tinuous Abelian and non-Abelian symmetries. In particu-
lar, the thermalization hypothesis for the system with non-
Abelian conserved charges has been studied recently [25–30],
among which a GGE-like state called non-Abelian thermal
state (NATS) has been proposed for ETH. In our framework
with p-GGE states, we will numerically study the subsys-
tem thermalization hypothesis of the typical states, (almost-
)superselection states, and energy eigenstates of the quantum
Ising and XXZ chains by comparing their locally reduced
states with the ones of various p-GGE thermal states. The de-
mographics of such comparisons will tell us how general the
thermalization of isolated quantum systems with conserved
charges can be.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section II,
we will sketch our framework for examining the subsystem
thermalization hypothesis and its relation with the generalized
second law of thermodynamics and our numerical implemen-
tation methodology. We then present our numerical results
of the thermalization demographics for the Ising chain with
Z2 conserved charges, the XXZ chain with U(1) charges, and
the XXX chain with SU(2) charges, in section III, IV and V,
respectively. We will see that the subsystem thermalization
hypothesis holds well for the local region of small sizes in
most cases. Finally, we conclude our paper in section VI. To
make the main text more concise, we put some typical-state
thermalization demographics for the cases of XXZ chain in
Appendix A.

II. THERMALIZATION OF QUANTUM SYSTEMS WITH
CONSERVED CHARGES

We want to consider the thermalization of typical states in a
system with conserved charges. In this section, we first review
the basics of thermalization for systems without conserved
charges and then generalize to those with conserved charges.

There are many ways to consider the thermalization of a
quantum system, and the key point is to pick up a thermal
ensemble state to compare with the given typical state on the
agreement of local observables or, more directly, the reduced
density matrices of some local regions. Take the eigenstate
thermalization hypothesis (ETH) [2, 4] as an example. One
compares a given energy eigenstate |E⟩ of energy E with some
thermal ensemble state, which can either be a micro-canonical
or canonical ensemble. It is natural to choose the energy
of the micro-canonical ensemble to center around E with a
small window ∆E ≤ E. The ETH works if the local observ-
ables’ expectation values agree well with the micro-canonical
ensemble’s thermal averages. That is

⟨E|O|E⟩ ≃ ⟨O⟩mce (1)

for a complete set of local observables {O}, where mce de-
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notes the abbreviation of micro-canonical ensemble. On the
other hand, the canonical ensemble

ρce =
e−βH

Tr e−βH
(2)

is specified by the system’s Hamiltonian H and the inverse
temperature β. The latter should be fixed by requiring the
average energy to be E, i.e.,

E = ⟨E|H|E⟩ = Tr[ρceH] . (3)

The ETH holds if the reduced density matrices for a small
local regionA (with its complement denoted byA) agree, i.e.,

S
[
TrA|E⟩⟨E|

∥∥∥TrAρce] ≃ 0 (4)

where S
[
ρ1∥ρ2

]
is the relative entropy between ρ1 and ρ2.

This is the so-called subsystem ETH [10–12]. A tighter mea-
sure than the relative entropy for the difference between ρ1
and ρ2 is the trace distance t12 := tr|ρ1 − ρ2|. However, it is
more difficult to evaluate. Despite that, by Pinsker’s inequal-
ity

t212 ≤ 2S
[
ρ1∥ρ2

]
, (5)

we can evaluate the relative entropy as the upper bound to the
trace distance.

Besides ETH, one can consider the thermalization for a typ-
ical pure state |Ψ⟩, which is not an eigenstate or a product
state. Then, the canonical ensemble or its β can be fixed by

⟨Ψ|H|Ψ⟩ = Tr[ρceH] (6)

and the typical state |Ψ⟩ behaves thermally inside A if

S
[
TrA|Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|

∥∥∥TrAρce] ≃ 0 . (7)

In [31], the above thermalization hypothesis is proposed and
termed generic ETH, which has been checked for the long-
time evolved product states. In this work, we call it the sub-
system thermalization hypothesis, a generalization of subsys-
tem ETH to include both eigenstates and typical states. For
the subsystem thermalization hypothesis to hold, the size of
A should be far smaller than the system’s. As A increases its
size to some critical one denoted byAc, one should expect the
failure of the subsystem thermalization hypothesis. Thus, Ac

can be used to characterize the robustness of the thermaliza-
tion hypothesis and should be system-dependent. For exam-
ple, one will wonder how the symmetries of the system affect
Ac.

We can generalize the above subsystem thermalization hy-
pothesis to systems with conserved charges {QI} where I
labels the charges. For simplicity, we set Q0 = H so that
[Q0, QI ̸=0] = 0. In statistical mechanics, the conserved
charge QI and its corresponding chemical potential βI form
the conjugate pair. When fixing a thermal ensemble, we can
fix either QI or βI . Denote the set of fixed charges as {Qa}
and the set of fixed chemical potentials as {βj}. These two

sets are mutually exclusive, i.e., {a} ∩ {j} = ∅. However,
there are remaining charges labeled by index γ, for which we
fix neither Qγ nor βγ . Note that {a} ∪ {j} ∪ {γ} = {I}.
With the above classification of the conserved charges, we de-
fine the so-called partial generalized Gibbs ensemble (p-GGE)
thermal state as

ρ{j} =
e−

∑
j βjQj

Tre−
∑

j βjQj
∀j . (8)

If {j} = {I}, it is just the GGE state, i.e., ρgge = ρ{I}.
After introducing the p-GGE, the subsystem thermalization

hypothesis can be extended to the systems with conserved
charges. For a given state |Ψ⟩, a chosen p-GGE ensemble
state can be fixed by requiring

⟨Ψ|Qj |Ψ⟩ = Tr
[
ρ{j}Qj

]
∀j (9)

to solve for {βj} to fix ρ{j}. The subsystem thermalization
hypothesis for the chosen p-GGE holds if

SA := S
[
TrA|Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|

∥∥∥TrAρ{j}] ≃ 0 . (10)

This scheme of subsystem thermalization hypothesis for the
systems with conserved charges is summarized in Fig. 1.

As the construction of p-GGE only involves the set of con-
served charges labeled by {j}, this leads to the following vari-
ations of the subsystem thermalization hypothesis by picking
up different sets of states {|Ψ⟩} related or unrelated to the re-
maining sets of conserved charges labeled by {a} or {γ}.

1. Typical-state thermalization. In this case, the states
{|Ψ⟩} do not belong to any superselection sector asso-
ciated with {QI}.

2. Extended ETH. In this case, we choose {Qa} to be mu-
tually commuting and examine the thermalization hy-
pothesis of their eigenstates |{qa}⟩, defined by

Qa|{qb}⟩ = qa|{qb}⟩ ∀a . (11)

3. Thermalization of the almost {Qa}-superselection
states {|Ψ{a}⟩}, defined by

⟨Ψ{a}|Qa|Ψ{a}⟩ ≃ ⟨Qa⟩ ∀a (12)

for a given set {⟨Qa⟩}. This case is the fine-grained
version of the typical-state thermalization hypothesis by
subdividing the typical states into almost superselection
sectors specified by ⟨Qa⟩.
Note that we call {|Ψ{a}⟩} the almost superselection
states to distinguish from the genuine superselection
states, i.e., the eigenstates of {Qa}. The latter cannot
be defined if {Qa} are not mutually commuting.

Besides the above choices of states to test the thermaliza-
tion hypothesis, we have some remarks to extend the scope
of the subsystem thermalization hypothesis further, which we
will consider in this paper.
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FIG. 1. Scheme of subsystem thermalization hypothesis for the systems with conserved charges by comparing the reduced states on a region
A of a typical state (or eigenstate) and a partial-GGE state.

(a) Even though the HamiltonianQ0 is a special one among
the conserved charges, it is interesting to consider the p-
GGE with Q0 excluded in the set {j}.

(b) As the p-GGE is constructed by fixing {βj} instead of
{Qj}, we can consider the p-GGE for either commuting
or non-commuting {Qj}. The latter can be applied to
systems with non-Abelian symmetry, such as the XXX
chains, and can be compared with the GGE one, which
is the NATS proposed and studied in [26–29].

(c) When considering the subsystem thermalization hy-
pothesis for the non-Abelian symmetry systems, we can
also choose the almost superselection states {|Ψ{a}⟩}
for the non-commuting {Qa}, or the eigenstates
{|{qa}⟩} for commuting {Qa}. These provide new
ways to examine the thermalization hypothesis of typi-
cal states and ETH with non-Abelian symmetries.

(d) The framework discussed so far should be applied to
systems with continuous or discrete symmetries. The
eigenvalues of charges of discrete symmetries take only
discrete values. However, the values of {⟨Qa⟩} of (12)
for the almost superselection states can also take con-
tinuous values for discrete symmetries.

(e) When considering the integrable models, it is imprac-
tical to include all the conserved charges in the hypo-
thetical thermal ensemble states. In this case, we can
form a p-GGE of a small set {a} to test the thermaliza-
tion hypothesis and ignore most integrable charges, i.e.,
a large set of γ.

(f) With the numerical implementation to check the ther-
malization hypothesis by (10), we can study the depen-
dence of S

[
TrA|Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|

∥∥∥TrAρ{j}] on the size of A.

The main goal of this paper is to study the thermaliza-
tion demographic for each possible scenario discussed above
and see if the thermalization is generic enough. The relative
entropy is adopted to characterize the thermalization demo-
graphics, and its notations used later for various scenarios are
summarized in Table I.

In summary, we will consider the subsystem thermaliza-
tion hypothesis for two types of spin-1/2 chains with con-
served charges: the quantum Ising chains and the quantum
XXZ chains. The nonintegrable Ising chains have a conserved
Z2 charge. Interestingly, as we will see, the subsystem ther-
malization hypothesis also works for the p-GGE of discrete
charge. The symmetries of XXZ chains are richer than the
Ising’s, but we will mainly focus on U(1) and SU(2). The lat-
ter is non-Abelian, and it is interesting to examine the subsys-
tem thermalization hypothesis for typical states or eigenstates
of systems with such non-Abelian symmetries by comparing
them with p-GGE.

That is, we construct an extensive set of eigenstates or typi-
cal states {Φ} labeled by {⟨Qa⟩}, and choose some chosen p-
GGE labeled by {βj}. We then present the demographic dis-

tribution of the relative entropy of S
[
TrA|Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|

∥∥∥TrAρ{j}]
as functions of {⟨Qa⟩} and {βj}. By examining these ther-
malization demographics, we can examine the validity of the
subsystem thermalization hypothesis.

Before presenting the thermalization demographics, we
have two remarks about the generality of quantum thermaliza-
tion and how to prepare the typical states numerically. Firstly,
we consider the generality of quantum thermalization by ex-
tending an argument for GGE in [32] to the cases for p-GGE.
This can provide some understanding of quantum thermaliza-
tion by the second-law-like argument. The key idea of [32] is
to define the so-called free entropy for a generic state ρ for a
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GGE p-GGE p-GGE (almost)

typical state St
A St

A Sa
A

eigenstate Se
A Se

A

TABLE I. Notations of realtive entropy SA defined in (10) and used
in different scenarios of the thermalization hypothesis. The super-
script t denotes the typical state, e is the eigenstate, and a is the al-
most superselection or just superselection state. The size of A ranges
from one site to half of the spin chain.

given set of chemical potentials {βj} as follows [32],

F̃ [ρ] =
∑
j

βjTr(ρQj)− S[ρ] (13)

where S[ρ] := −Tr
[
ρ ln ρ

]
is the von Neumann entropy of ρ.

Note that

F̃ [ρ{j}] = − lnTr e−
∑

j βjQj . (14)

It can be shown that [32]

F̃ [ρ]− F̃ [ρ{j}] = S[ρ∥ρ{j}] . (15)

Thus, p-GGE is the state of minimal free entropy because
S[ρ∥ρ{j}] ≥ 0, which can be shown to be equivalent to max-
imalizing von Neumann entropy with fixed Tr(ρQj) for all
j [32]. By (15), the thermalization condition (10) can also
be understood as the free entropy difference for the reduced
states of the region A inherited from |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ| and ρgge, respec-
tively.

One can put the above discussion in the context of the re-
source theory of quantum thermodynamics [33]. A resource
theory is determined by two key ingredients: the free states
and the free operations. Given that, one also needs a mono-
tone quantity to define the condition for state transitions. To
be specific in quantum thermodynamics, the p-GGE states de-
scribed above are the free states, and the free entropy defined
above is the monotone so that the state transition: ρ → ρ′ is
possible only if

∆F̃ := F̃ [ρ′]− F̃ [ρ] ≤ 0 . (16)

This is the statement of the second law of thermodynamics.
Given free entropy as the monotone for state transitions, the
free operations are just the evolution conserving Qj’s, e.g.,
U(t) = e−it

∑
j αjQj , which will not change the free entropy.

Otherwise, the operations are the so-called thermal operations
(TOs) [33].

Secondly, we will mention how we numerically prepare
and define the typical states. The subsystem thermaliza-
tion hypothesis can work for the systems even without tak-
ing the thermodynamic limit as long as the subsystem size
is far smaller than the system’s. We will mainly adopt the
exact diagonalization method (ED) to find the eigenstates of
the spin chain models with the size of about ten sites. We
will also use it to evolve the initial product states to prepare

0 5 10 15 20 25
T

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

S[
1]

L = 10  = 0.5   = 0.5   Q1 = sz
i

Q1 = 0.0
Q1 = 1.0
Q1 = 2.0

FIG. 2. The evolving pattern of one-site entanglement entropy S[ρ1]
of a 10-site nonintegrable XXZ chain specified by (21) and (22).
This model has a U(1) conserved charge denoted by Q1, see (23).
Each solid line represents the average of S[ρ1] over 500 states at each
time step, which are evolved from the initial product states with fixed
⟨Q1⟩. In this figure, we consider ⟨Q1⟩ = 0.0 (red), 1.0 (blue) and
2.0 (green). The dashed lines are the values of S[ρ1] of the corre-
sponding GGE states. The result shows that values of S[ρ1] saturate
to a non-thermal value around T = 25.

the typical states for checking the subsystem thermalization
hypothesis. Explicitly, we first prepare the initial entangled
state by |ψ⟩ = ⊗L

i=1

(
cos(θi/2)|0⟩+ eiϕi sin(θi/2)|1⟩

)
with

θi ∈ [0, π], ϕi ∈ [0, 2π] generated uniformly and randomly.
Then, we evolve these states with the Hamiltonian of the spin
chain model by ED for chains of 10 sites or so. Although 10-
site chains seem small, as we will see, it is enough to achieve
the subsystem thermalization at least for A = 1. One will ex-
pect Ac to increase as the system size increases. This can be
a future study by using matrix produce states (MPS) to obtain
the typical states for the longer chains. In our previous work
[34], we have shown it is possible to accurately evolve prod-
uct states or prepare thermal states using matrix product states
(MPS) for spin chains of a few hundred sites.

There is no unique definition of a typical state. In this work,
we adopt the following definition used in [31]: its entangle-
ment entropy of a single site with the rest of the spin chain,
denoted by S[ρ1], is about the maximal value given by the
time evolution of an initial product state. This will exclude
some transient states, which may not be typical regarding en-
tanglement spreading. We give an example for this construc-
tion by considering a ten-site nonintegrable XXZ spin chain
with a U(1) conserved charge Q1. We then use ED to evolve
a randomly generated product state with zero S[ρ1] but fixed
⟨Q1⟩. In Fig. 2, we show the evolving pattern of the averaged
S[ρ1] over 500 initial states. The result shows that the (aver-
aged) S[ρ1] values saturate to a maximal after T ≃ 25. How-
ever, these maximal values may differ from those given by
the corresponding GGE states. In this work, the typical states
we collect for the demographic of subsystem thermalization
hypothesis are obtained by evolving the randomly generated
product states with time duration T = 1000. This should be
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paramagneticFerromagnetic

Ferromagnetic

↑ ↑ ⋯

↓ ↓ ⋯

1 hx

hz

0.50
1.05

FIG. 3. Patterns of typical-state thermalization demographics of
St
A=1 of a 10-site Ising chain of (17) near an integrable point when

comparing with the corresponding GGE state specified by the chem-
ical potentials (β0, β1) of the conserved charges (20). The phase dia-
gram of the Ising chain is shown in the inset of the bottom subfigure,
on which a redline is a region we plot for thermalization demograph-
ics. The integrable point on the redline is hx = 1.05 and hz = 0. We
plot 10 demographics from hz = 0 to hz = 0.1. At the integrable
point, the GGE state is just a p-GGE one, as all the conserved charges
other than Q1 are ignored. The results show that the thermalization
hypothesis breaks down badly near the integrable point but gradually
holds better as moving away from the integrable point.

long enough to ensure the typicality. Based on this, we will
prepare the typical states by choosing T = 1000.

III. THERMALIZATION DEMOGRAPHICS FOR
QUANTUM ISING SPIN CHAINS

As a starter, we consider the quantum Ising spin chain in
the transverse field hx and longitudinal field hz , given by the
Hamiltonian

H =

L∑
i=1

(hxσ
x
i + hzσ

z
i + σz

i σ
z
i+1), (17)

where σx
i , σz

i are Pauli matrix operator on the site i, and L
is the number of spins. This model possesses a Z2 reflection
symmetry Π, which swaps the order of spins by sending site i
to L+ 1− i, i.e.,

Π :=

{
P1,LP2,L−2 · · ·PL

2 ,L+2
2

if L = is even

P1,LP2,L−2 · · ·PL−1
2 ,L+3

2
if L = is odd

(18)

where Pk,l = (σx
kσ

x
l +σ

y
kσ

y
l +σ

z
kσ

z
l +I)/2 is the permutation

operator and I is the identity operator. Pk,l can swap the state
of kth and lth sites.

This model is integrable if hx = 0 or hz = 0. Otherwise,
it is nonintegrable. Its phase diagram is shown in the inset of
the bottom subfigure of Fig. 3, e.g., see [35]. It was shown
that the level-spacing statistics of the superselection sectors

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0 St
A

(a) A=1 

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

1

(b) A=3 

4 2 0 2 4
0

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

(c) A=5 

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

FIG. 4. Density plots of typical-state thermalization demographics:
St
A=1,3,5 v.s. (β0, β1) of a GGE state for the Ising chain of (19) with

conserved charges Q0,1 given by (20). The thermalization hypothesis
works well for A = 1 in subfigure (a) and worsens as A increases,
i.e., for A = 3 in subfigure (b) and A = 5 in subfigure (c).

with Π = ±1 match with the Wigner-Dyson distribution for
the nonintegrable Ising chain [31]. Despite that, we can ex-
amine how the pattern of the demographics of St

A changes by
tuning the coupling constant to make the model more nonin-
tegrable. The thermalization hypothesis holds well if most of
the population lives near St

A = 0. Otherwise, we can quantify
the violation of the thermalization hypothesis by the spread-
ing of the population away from St

A = 0. A typical result
for such pattern changes is shown in Fig. 3. We see that the
demographics of St

1 for the integrable case violate the subsys-
tem thermalization hypothesis badly. However, as the model
moves away from the integrable point, the values of St

1 grad-
ually converge to zero.

From now on, we will focus on the nonintegrable Ising
chains, specifically for the model with the following param-
eters:

L = 10 , hx = 1.05 , hz = 0.5 . (19)

This model has two conserved charges denoted by

Q0 = H , Q1 = Π . (20)

We will present St,a,e
A demographics for various kinds of p-

GGE states.

A. Demographics of typical-state thermalization

We first consider the subsystem thermalization hypothesis
for the typical states. In Fig. 4, we show the thermalization
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FIG. 5. (a) Typical-state thermalization demographics: St
A=1,3,5 v.s.

β0 for the Ising chain of (19) by comparing with a p-GGE specified
only by β0. The thermalization hypothesis also works well for A = 1
(red squares), but it worsens as A increases, i.e., A = 3 (blue circles)
and A = 5 (black triangles). (b) Demographics of the typical states
classified by the ⟨Q1⟩.

demographics of the relative entropy St
A of the region A with

1, 3, 5 sites (denoted by A = 1, 3, 5) between a typical state
and the corresponding GGE specified by (β0, β1). Since the
GGE contains two chemical potential parameters β0 and β1,
thus we present the demographics in the form of density plots.
ForA = 1, St

A’s of all the typical states considered are almost
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FIG. 6. (a) Typical-state thermalization demographics: St
A=1,3,5 v.s.

β1 for the Ising chain of (19) by comparing with a p-GGE specified
only by β1. Again, the thermalization hypothesis works well for
A = 1 and worsens as A increases. (b) Demographics of the typical
states classified by the ⟨Q0⟩.

vanishing. This implies that the thermalization hypothesis for
the typical states works well for A = 1 when compared with
the corresponding GGE thermal states. On the other hand, for
A = 3, the thermalization hypothesis still looks good, with
some exceptions for large |β0| or |β1|. However, whenA = 5,
the thermalization hypothesis breaks down. The above pat-
terns of dependence of validity of the thermalization hypoth-
esis on the size A are expected and also give the explicitly
quantitative picture.

Besides checking the typical-state thermalization hypothe-
sis, Fig. 4 also reveals the demographics of the typical states
on the (β0, β1) of the corresponding GGE ensemble states.
Interestingly, the inverse temperature β0 can be either positive
or negative and almost symmetric about β0 = 0. The GGE
states with negative (inverse) temperatures are hypothetical
and cannot be realized naturally. However, we see that they
can be realized by typical states. Moreover, the thermalization
hypothesis works even for such hypothetical GGE thermal en-
semble states. On the other hand, the chemical potential β1 for
reflection symmetry Π is almost negative for the typical states
we construct. It is unclear why there is such a bias.

After considering the comparison with GGE states, we now
compare with the corresponding p-GGE thermal states. In
Fig.5, we present the typical-state demographics of St

A when
compared with the corresponding p-GGE states specified only
by β0 (inverse temperature). On the other hand, in Fig. 6,
we compare the typical states with the corresponding p-GGE
states specified only by β1. We see that the features of de-
mographics of p-GGE on either β0, i.e., symmetric about β0,
and β1, i.e., favors negative values, are the same as the ones
of GGE. Regarding the validity of the typical-state thermal-
ization hypothesis, we see in both Fig. 5 and 6 the similar
patterns of dependence on the size A as in Fig. 4 for GGE
states’s comparison. In all three cases, the thermalization hy-
pothesis for the typical states works quite well for A = 1 and
gradually worsens with increasing A.

Although it is generally believed that the typical-state ther-
malization hypothesis will hold for small subsystems, we shall
emphasize that it is unclear if it will hold for various thermal
ensemble states and how local the subsystem should be for it
to hold. Our results presented here have clarified these issues.

B. Demographics of almost superselection-state thermalization

We now consider the thermalization hypothesis for the al-
most superselection states. This is to subdivide the typical
states into the almost superselection sectors specified by ⟨Qa⟩.
This is a fine-grained version of the typical-state thermaliza-
tion hypothesis considered above. We take snapshots of the
population demographics of Sa

A with different values of ⟨Qa⟩
to see how the thermalization hypothesis works at the fine-
grained level. Recall the validity of the typical-state thermal-
ization hypothesis shown in Fig. 5 and 6 when compared with
p-GGE specified by β0 and β1, we now examine their fine-
grained counterparts to see if the thermalization hypothesis
also holds well for each almost superselection sector.

In Fig. 7, we consider the almost superselection typical
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FIG. 7. Fine-grained version of Fig. 5 as the corresponding
almost-superselection-state thermalization demographics by show-
ing the population ratios for the collection of typical states with fixed
⟨Q1⟩ = (a) 0.0, (b) 0.1, (c) 0.2, (d) 0.3, and (e) 0.4, respectively.
The thermalization hypothesis works well for A = 1 (blue) but not
so for A = 2 (red) and A = 3 (green).

states with fixed ⟨Q1⟩ and compare them with the correspond-
ing p-GGE states specified by β0. In Fig. 8, we swap the
role of the Q0 and Q1, that is, compare the almost superselec-
tion states with fixed ⟨Q0⟩ to the corresponding p-GGE states
specified by β1. In both cases, we show the population ratio
demographics against Sa

A. The population ratio for a given
⟨Qa⟩ is defined with respect to the total number of all typ-
ical states considered. We can quantify the violation of the
thermalization hypothesis by the spreading of the population
away from Sa

A = 0. In the first case, as shown in Fig. 7, the
thermalization hypothesis holds well for each almost supers-
election sector if A = 1. Moreover, the patterns of the pop-
ulations for different A’s do not change much as ⟨Q1⟩ varies.
In the second case, as shown in Fig. 8, the thermalization
holds well only for ⟨Q0⟩ = 0 and worsens more and more as
⟨Q0⟩ = 0 increases even for A = 1. In this case, even the
typical-state thermalization holds, but its fine-grained version
does not. Unlike in Fig. 7, the patterns of populations for
different A’s change more significantly as ⟨Q0⟩ varies.
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FIG. 8. Fine-grained version of Fig. 6 as the corresponding
almost-superselection-state thermalization demographics by show-
ing the population ratios for the collection of typical states with fixed
⟨Q0⟩ = (a) 0.0, (b) 0.1, (c) 0.2, (d) 0.3, and (e) 0.4, respectively.
Unlike Fig. 7, the thermalization hypothesis does not work well even
for A = 1 when ⟨Q0⟩ increases away from zero. However, the sector
of ⟨Q0⟩ = 0 has the largest population as shown in Fig. 6(b), so the
corresponding coarse-grained thermalization in Fig. 6 looks fine.

It may look strange why the coarse-grained version of the
thermalization hypothesis holds, but most of its fined-grained
versions fail. However, if we look into the scales of the
population ratio in each subfigure, it can be understood that
the population respecting the thermalization hypothesis domi-
nates; see also Fig. 6(b), where the sector of ⟨Q0⟩ = 0, which
obeys the thermalization hypothesis as shown in the first sub-
figure of Fig. 8, has the largest population.

In summary, when comparing the typical states with some
chosen thermal ensemble states, the fine-grained version of
the thermalization hypothesis may fail even when the coarse-
grained one holds.
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FIG. 9. Subsystem eigenstate thermalization demographics:
Se
A=1,3,5 v.s. β0 for the Ising chain of (19) by comparing with a p-

GGE specified only by β0. The thermalization hypothesis also works
well for A = 1 (red squares), but it worsens as A increases, i.e.,
A = 3 (blue circles) and A = 5 (black triangles).
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FIG. 10. Subsystem eigenstate thermalization demographics of
Se
A=1 for the Ising chain of (19) by comparing with (i) GGE states

(empty red) and (ii) p-GGE states specified by β1 (solid pink). We
also present the typical-state counterparts (empty blue and solid gray)
for comparison. The subsystem thermalization hypothesis works bet-
ter for GGE than p-GGE, and better for typical states than eigen-
states.

C. Demographics of eigenstate thermalization

We finally consider the subsystem ETH [10–12], which has
been extensively studied for integrable (1 + 1)-dimensional
conformal field theories [12, 17–24]. Here, we will consider
the subsystem ETH for the non-integrable Ising chains. Since
the conserved charge Π commutes with the Hamiltonian H ,
thus the eigenstates are also the superselection states. As in
the usual case for subsystem ETH, we first consider the de-
mographics Se

A when comparing with the canonical ensem-
ble thermal state, i.e., p-GGE specified by β0, and the result
is shown in Fig.9. We see the subsystem ETH holds well
for A = 1 and worsens as A increases. We expect this A-

dependence will be similar when considering the GGE or the
other p-GGE. Thus, we now only consider the demographics
of the subsystem ETH for only A = 1. The demographics
for GGE specified by (β0, β1) and p-GGE by β1 are shown in
Fig.10, in which we also compare with their counterparts of
typical-state thermalization hypothesis. Interestingly, for both
eigenstates and typical states, the subsystem thermalization
hypothesis works better for the GGE than the p-GGE speci-
fied by β1. On the other hand, the subsystem thermalization
hypothesis works better for the typical states than the eigen-
states for a chosen type of thermal ensemble state. Our re-
sults verify the subsystem ETH in a broader context than the
canonical ensemble and also show an interesting comparison
with the typical-state thermalization hypothesis.

IV. THERMALIZATION DEMOGRAPHICS OF QUANTUM
SPIN-1/2 XXZ CHAINS WITH U(1) SYMMETRY

To consider spin chains with more rich symmetries, such as
non-Abelian ones, we consider the following L-site spin-1/2
XXZ spin chain model with the following Hamiltonian [36]

H = J
∑L

i=1(S
x
i S

x
i+1 + Sy

i S
y
i+1 +∆Sz

i S
z
i+1)

+λJ
∑L

i=1(S
x
i S

x
i+2 + Sy

i S
y
i+2 +∆Sz

i S
z
i+2)

+dJSz
L/2 +

∑L
i=1 hiJS

z
i , (21)

where S⃗i := σ⃗i/2 is the spin vector operator at the i-th site.
Besides, the parameter dJ denotes the Zeeman splitting at the
defect site. The Zeeman splitting hiJ reflects onsite disor-
der due to random static magnetic fields, with hi being ran-
dom values drawn from a uniform distribution within [−h, h],
where h indicates the disorder strength. The anisotropy pa-
rameter ∆ determines the interaction type: the system is
isotropic when ∆ = 1, meaning the Ising interaction and the
flip-flop term are of equal strength. The parameter λ charac-
terizes the relative size of the nearest-neighbor (NN) coupling
to the next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) coupling.

The symmetry properties of this model can be summarized
as follows [36]:

(i) H commutes with Sz
tot :=

∑L
k=1 S

z
k .

(ii) This model is integrable if d = h = λ = 0. If ∆ = 0, it
reduces to a non-interacting XX model.

(iii) H is invariant under reflection Π as in quantum Ising
chain, if d = h = 0.

(iv) H commutes with S⃗tot :=
∑L

k=1 S⃗k if d = h = 0 and
∆ = 1. This special model with non-Abelian SU(2)
symmetry is called the XXX model.

(v) H is invariant under a global π-rotation around the x-
axis, i.e., Rx

π = σx
1σ

x
2 · · ·σx

L, if d = h = 0, L is even
and the number of up spins in the z-direction Nup =
L/2.
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FIG. 11. Thermalization demographics of population ratios of Sa
A

for the XXZ chain of (22) with U(1) conserved charge for p-GGE
specified only by β0 for various almost-superselection states with
with fixed ⟨Q1⟩ = (a) 0.0, (b) 0.2, (c) 0.4, (d) 0.6, and (e) 0.8,
respectively. This is the fine-grained version of Fig. 22 of Appendix
A. The thermalization hypothesis does not work well even for A = 1
when ⟨Q1⟩ increases away from zero.

(vi) This model is chaotic if the NNN coupling 0 < λ < 1
and h = 0 (no random disorder) for both XXZ (∆ ̸= 0)
and XX (∆ = 0) models. This can be verified by fitting
the level spacing statics to the Wigner-Dyson distribu-
tion, as shown in Fig. 19 of Appendix A.

We will consider only the non-integrable cases. This sec-
tion will focus on the XXZ chain with only Sa as the U(1)
conserved charge. Specifically, we will consider the Hamilto-
nian (21) with

L = 10 , ∆ = λ = 0.5 , h = d = 0 , J = 1 . (22)

We consider the two conserved charges of this model denoted
by

Q0 = H , Q1 = Sz
tot . (23)

In the next section, we will consider the XXX model with S⃗tot

as the SU(2) conserved charges. Since we have studied the
subsystem thermalization hypothesis for the Ising chain with
Π as the Z2 conserved charge, we will ignore this discrete
charge for the following considerations.
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FIG. 12. Thermalization demographics of the population ratios of
Sa
A for the XXZ chain of (22) with U(1) conserved charge for p-

GGE specified only by β1 for various almost-superselection states
with with fixed ⟨Q0⟩ = (a) 0.0, (b) 0.2, (c) 0.4, (d) 0.6, and (e) 0.8,
respectively. This is the fine-grained version of Fig. 21 of Appendix
A. The thermalization hypothesis works well for A = 1 (blue) but
not so for A = 2 (red) and A = 3 (green).

As in the cases of quantum Ising chains, we consider the
demographics of relative entropies St,a,e

A for both GGE and p-
GGEs. The demographics of St

A bear similar patterns as in the
Ising cases; that is, the subsystem thermalization hypothesis
holds well for A = 1 and worsens as A increases. Thus, we
will not show the results in the main text but in Appendix A.

As for the thermalization demographics of Sa
A, we find

something interesting when compared with the Ising counter-
parts. In the Ising case, the subsystem thermalization hypoth-
esis works well for A = 1 for all fixed values of ⟨Q1⟩, but
only for small values of ⟨Q0⟩. However, as shown in Fig. 11
and 12, we see the role of Q0 and Q1 swap, that is, the sub-
system thermalization hypothesis works well for A = 1 for
all fixed values of ⟨Q0⟩, but only for small values of ⟨Q1⟩.

Finally, we consider the subsystem ETH for the XXZ
chains. With loss of generality, we only compare with the
GGE states specified by (β0, β1). The result is shown in Fig.
13. We see the subsystem ETH holds well forA = 1 but wors-
ens as A increases. Also, the plot patterns for the XXZ chain
of U(1) charges differ from the Ising ones with Z2 charges.
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FIG. 13. Density plot for the subsystem ETH: demographics of Se
A

of the XXZ chain of (22) with U(1) conserved charge for GGE spec-
ified by (β0, β1). The subsystem ETH works well for A = 1 but
worsens as A increases.

V. THERMALIZATION DEMOGRAPHICS OF QUANTUM
SPIN-1/2 XXZ CHAINS WITH SU(2) SYMMETRY

We now will consider the thermalization demographics
for the nonintegrable XXX chains with SU(2) conserved
charges. Specifically, we will consider the Hamiltonian of
(21) with

L = 10 , ∆ = J = 1 , λ = 0.5 , d = h = 0 . (24)

We consider the four conserved charges denoted as follows:

Q0 = H , Q1 = Sx
tot , Q2 = Sy

tot , Q3 = Sz
tot . (25)

The chargesQ1,2,3 do not commute among themselves. Thus,
we can only specify the eigenstates by Q0 and one of Qi

with i = 1, 2, 3. As usual, we will specify the eigenstates
by (Q0, Q3). On the other hand, we can further classify the
typical states into the almost superselection sectors with fixed
values of ⟨Qµ=0,1,2,3⟩. We will consider the subsystem ther-
malization hypothesis for typical states and energy eigenstates
by comparing them locally with GGE states and various types
of p-GGE states. Note that the GGE states

ρ
SU(2)
GGE =

e−
∑3

µ=0 βµQµ

Z
, Z := Tre−

∑3
µ=0 βµQµ (26)

are proposed and studied in [26–29] for the ETH of the sys-
tem with non-commuting conserved charges, and called non-
Abelian thermal states (NATS).

A. Demographics of typical-state thermalization

We first consider the subsystem thermalization hypothesis
for the typical states compared to GGE states (or NATS), spec-
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FIG. 14. Demographics of typical-state thermalization hypothesis for
the XXX chain of (24) by comparing with the GGE states specified
by βµ=0,1,2,3, which are the chemical potentials of the conserved
charged defined in (25). (a) Density plots of St

A=1,3,5 v.s. β0, β1,
β2, and β3. The subsystem thermalization hypothesis holds well for
A = 1 and worsens as A increases. (b) (b) Demographics of the
typical states classified by the ⟨Q0⟩ (solid pink), ⟨Q1⟩ (empty blue),
⟨Q2⟩ (solid green), and ⟨Q3⟩ (empty black).

ified by the chemical potentials βµ=0,1,2,3. It is impossible to
simultaneously express the demographics of St

A of four chem-
ical potentials. Instead, we look into the dependence of each
chemical potential of the full demographics. The results are
shown in Fig. 14, in which we also show the demographics of
⟨Qµ=0,1,2,3⟩ of the typical states. Again, the subsystem ther-
malization holds well for A = 1 and worsens as A increases.
Our result confirms that NATS/GGE states can be adopted for
the thermalization hypothesis of the typical states even though
the conserved charges are noncommuting 2.

2 Our result, in fact, confirms the non-Abelian ETH proposed in [26] based
on the subsystem version of the thermalization hypothesis for typical states.
This is because the ETH considered in [26] is examined by comparing
the time average of the expectation values of the local observables on
the evolved pure states with the corresponding thermal average over the
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FIG. 15. Typical-state thermalization demographics of the popula-
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A=1,2,3 for the XXX chain of (24) for the p-GGE
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FIG. 16. Typical-state thermalization demographics of the popula-
tion ratios of St

A=1,2,3 for the XXX chain of (24) for the p-GGE of
two charges: (a) St

A=1,2,3 v.s. (β0, β1), (b) St
A=1,2,3 v.s. (β0, β2),

(c) St
A=1,2,3 v.s. (β0, β3), (d) St

A=1,2,3 v.s. (β1, β2), (e) St
A=1,2,3

v.s. (β1, β3), and (f) St
A=1,2,3 v.s. (β2, β3).

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8
(a)  e ( 1Q1 + 2Q2 + 3Q3) A=1

A=2
A=3

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

Pr
ob

ab
ilit

y (b)  e ( 0Q0 + 2Q2 + 3Q3) A=1
A=2
A=3

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4
(c)  e ( 0Q0 + 1Q1 + 3Q3) A=1

A=2
A=3

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
St

A

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4
(d)  e ( 0Q0 + 1Q1 + 2Q2) A=1

A=2
A=3

FIG. 17. Typical-state thermalization demographics of the popula-
tion ratios of St

A=1,2,3 for the XXX chain of (24) for the p-GGE
of three charges: (a) St

A=1,2,3 v.s. (β1, β2, β3), (b) St
A=1,2,3 v.s.

(β0, β2, β3), (c) St
A=1,2,3 v.s. (β0, β1, β3), and (d) St

A=1,2,3 v.s.
(β0, β1, β2).

We now move to the p-GGEs. To demonstrate the rich-
ness of the p-GGEs, we first consider the subsystem thermal-
ization hypothesis by comparing the typical states with the
p-GGE states with (i) single conserved charges, (ii) two con-
served charges, and (iii) three conserved charges. The results
are presented in Fig. 15, 16 and 17, respectively. The overall
features of these results are as follows. First, the subsystem
thermalization hypothesis works better for the p-GGEs with
more conserved charges. Second, for the p-GGEs of the same
number of charges, the subsystem thermalization hypothesis
works better for the ones involving no Q0. Thus, if we restrict
to A = 1, our results suggest that the typical-state thermaliza-
tion hypothesis holds quite generically for the p-GGEs with
at least two conserved charges without involving Q0. This
implies that NATSs are not the only thermal ensemble states
adopted for the subsystem thermalization hypothesis for the
typical states. Indeed, our framework with p-GGEs extends
the thermalization hypothesis to a more general scope. In
particular, it is quite interesting to see that the thermaliza-
tion hypothesis also works for those p-GGEs with Q0 = H
excluded. This implies that the Hamiltonian may not be es-
sential for considering quantum thermalization. This is also
implied by the fact that the (inverse) temperatures for some of

NATS/GGE ensemble states. The former ones are equivalent to the aver-
age of the expectation values of the local observables on the typical states.
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FIG. 18. Subsystem eigenstate thermalization demographics of
Se
A=1 for the XXX chain of (24) by comparing with (i) GGE states

(empty blue) and (ii) p-GGE states specified by β0 (solid blue) and
(iii) p-GGE states specified by β1 (empty red). The subsystem ther-
malization hypothesis works better for GGE than p-GGE.

the corresponding GGE or p-GGE are negative, which bears
no physical meaning in realistic thermodynamics. This could
be related to the thermalization hypothesis working better for
the p-GGEs without Q0 than those with Q0.

B. Demographics of eigenstate thermalization

Finally, we consider the subsystem ETH for the XXX
chains with SU(2) conserved charges. Since the SU(2)
charges are noncommuting, we choose the eigenstates to be
specified by the energy E and the z-componet of the total
spin, i.e., Sz

tot. For such eigenstates, the expectation values
of Sx

tot and Sy
tot vanishes, as expected by the usual argument

for the Stern-Gerlach experiment. Thus, it is only sensible to
consider subsystem ETH with the p-GGEs specified by either
β0 or β3 or the GGE specified by both. As usual, the sub-
system thermalization hypothesis holds well for A = 1 and
worsens as A increases. Thus, we only show the demograph-
ics of Se

A=1 in Fig. 18. The results show that the subsystem
ETH works almost equally well for GGE and p-GGE speci-
fied by β3, both better than the p-GGE specified by β0. This
is similar to the previous cases for typical states and for the
XXZ chain.

VI. CONCLUSION

Quantum thermalization is fascinating because it yields
deep implications for the second-law perspective of pure
states. Compared to the thermalization for the open quantum
system or classical system, quantum thermalization can man-
ifest even without taking the thermodynamic limit. This im-
plies that we can implement the exact diagonalization method
to examine the thermalization hypothesis of a not-so-large
system as long as the subsystem size is small enough com-

pared to the system size. This provides the starting point
for the numerical plots done in this work. The usual con-
siderations for the thermalization hypothesis are done for the
systems without conserved charges so that the correspond-
ing thermal ensemble for comparison is either the micro-
canonical or canonical ensemble. This work extensively con-
siders the subsystem thermalization hypothesis of the typical
states or eigenstates for the systems with conserved charges of
Z2, U(1) or SU(2) symmetries. Furthermore, we generalize
the thermal ensembles beyond the generalized Gibbs ensem-
ble (GGE). We call these thermal ensembles the partial-GGE
(p-GGE), of which some conserved charges are excluded.
Moreover, in the framework of p-GGEs, the Hamiltonian and
other conserved charges are treated on equal footing. More-
over, our results show that the p-GGEs with H excluded usu-
ally yield better results for quantum thermalization than the
ones with H .

Based on the framework of the subsystem thermalization
hypothesis with p-GGEs, we can quantify the validity of
this scheme by the smallness of the relative entropy be-
tween the subsystem’s reduced states obtained from the typi-
cal states/eigenstates and the corresponding p-GGEs. We can
then examine the universality of quantum thermalization with
various p-GGEs by numerically calculating the demograph-
ics of relative entropies. Our results of thermalization demo-
graphics demonstrate that the subsystem thermalization hy-
pothesis of the typical states (and their fine-grained versions)
and eigenstates compared to p-GGEs holds well quite gener-
ically as long as the subsystem size is small enough. How-
ever, there are some cases where the subsystem typical-state
thermalization hypothesis fails, for example, for the p-GGEs
of SU(2) case with one or two conserved charges, especially
with the Hamiltonian included. Despite that, our results show
that the thermalization hypothesis can be extended to p-GGEs
even without including Hamiltonian. This greatly enlarges
the scope of quantum thermalization and will deserve future
studies for more general systems with conserved charges and
larger sizes.
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Appendix A: Typical-state thermalization demographics of the
XXZ chain with U(1) conserved charges

As mentioned in the main text, This model is chaotic if the
NNN coupling 0 < λ < 1 and h = 0 (no random disor-
der) for both XXZ (∆ ̸= 0) and XX (∆ = 0) models. We
verify this by fitting the level spacing statics to the Wigner-
Dyson distribution, as shown in Fig. 19. This is consistent
with the thermalization hypothesis. For readers’ interest, we
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(a) Full Spectrum (b) P=+1 (c) P=-1

FIG. 19. Level spacing demographics of energy and parity eigenstates for a L = 13 quantum XXZ open chain for (a) full spectrum, (b)
even-parity spectrum, and (c) odd-parity spectrum. The XXZ chain considered is described by (21) with Nup = 7, d = h = 0, ∆ = λ = 0.5
and J = 1. This model is non-integrable and has a U(1) symmetry of Sz

tot and a parity symmetry of the π-rotation symmetry around the
x-axis. We show that the level-spacing distributions for spectra of superselection sectors fit the Wigner-Dyon distribution (red dashed curve)
but not the Poisson distribution (solid black curve) to which the one of the full spectrum is closer. This is consistent with the expectation of
the thermalization hypothesis.

also present the density plots of three quantities to characterize
the GGE thermal states associated with the same numerically
model considered in Fig. 19.

We now consider the demographics of the thermalization
hypothesis. As we have presented the plots for Sa,e

A in the
main text, we will only show the ones for the typical states.
Although we consider theU(1) charge, not theZ2 of this XXZ
model for the GGE or p-GGE states, the typical-state ther-
malization demographics bear similar patterns and features as
in the Ising case with only ZZ conserved charge. The XXZ
model we consider is described by the Hamiltonian (21) with
the coupling parameters given by L = 10, ∆ = λ = 0.5,
h = d = 0, and J = 1. The demographics for GGE speci-
fied by (β0, β1), and p-GGE specified by β0 and β1 are given
in the Fig. 20, 21 and 22, respectively. The thermalization
hypothesis seems to work better in Fig. 22 than in Fig. 21.

The result shows that the subsystem typical-state thermal-

ization hypothesis works well for A = 1 and worsens as A
increases, as in the Ising cases. Despite that, it is interesting
to compare the demographic patterns of Fig. 20 with its Ising
counterpart shown in Fig. 4. We see that the current patterns
are more uniform on the (β0, β1)-plane due to the continuous
symmetry instead of the discrete one.

The fine-grained versions of Fig. 21 and Fig. 22 as the cor-
responding almost-superselection-state thermalization demo-
graphics shown in Fig. 12 and Fig. 11, respectively. We see
that the almost-superselection-state thermalization hypothesis
for A = 1 works well for the p-GGE specified by β1, not
for the p-GGE specified by β0 for which the thermalization
hypothesis worsens as ⟨Q1⟩ increases away from zero. Inter-
estingly, the almost-superselection-state thermalization demo-
graphics of quantum Ising chains, as shown in Fig. 7 and 8,
works for the p-GGE specified by β0, but not for the p-GGE
specified by β1. It is the opposite for the ZZX chains.
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