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Abstract

We study the entropy of small subsystems in thermalizing quantum many-body

systems governed by local Hamiltonians. Assuming the eigenstate thermalization hy-

pothesis, we derive an analytical formula for the von Neumann entropy of equilibrated

subsystems. This formula reveals how subsystem entropy depends on the microscopic

parameters of the Hamiltonian and the macroscopic properties of the initial state. Fur-

thermore, our results provide a theoretical explanation for recent numerical findings

by Maceira and Läuchli, obtained via exact diagonalization.

1 Introduction

In isolated quantum many-body systems, the entropy of small subsystems offers valuable
insights into how local degrees of freedom reach equilibrium. While the eigenstate thermal-
ization hypothesis (ETH) [1, 2, 3, 4, 5] provides a framework for understanding thermaliza-
tion, the precise relationship between subsystem entropy and the microscopic details of the
Hamiltonian remains an open question.

Assuming the ETH, we derive a closed-form analytical expression for the von Neumann
entropy of small subsystems at equilibrium. Specifically, we demonstrate how the equilib-
rium entropy depends on the microscopic parameters of the Hamiltonian and the energy
distribution of the initial state. Our results provide a theoretical explanation for recent nu-
merical findings by Maceira and Läuchli [6], which uncovered intriguing finite-size effects in
subsystem entropy using exact diagonalization.

This study presents an analytical approach for interpreting and predicting the entropy be-
havior of small subsystems in thermalizing systems, deepening the theoretical understanding
of subsystem properties at equilibrium.

2 Theory

Consider a constant-dimensional hypercubic lattice of N sites, where each lattice site has
a spin. The dimension of the Hilbert space is d = dNloc, where dloc (a constant) is the local
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dimension of each spin. The system is governed by a (not necessarily translation-invariant)
local Hamiltonian

H =
∑

i

Hi. (1)

The sum is over lattice sites. Each term Hi acts non-trivially only on a set of spins contained
in a constant-radius neighborhood of site i. Assume without loss of generality that trHi = 0
(traceless) for all i so that the mean energy of H is trH/d = 0. Suppose H is extensive in
that

• ‖Hi‖ ≤ 1 for all i.

• For any site i, there exists a site j in a constant-radius neighborhood of site i such that
‖Hj‖ ≥ c for some constant c > 0.

Suppose that the initial state |ψ(0)〉 has exponential decay of correlations. This includes
all product states (each spin is disentangled from all other spins), whose correlation length
is zero. Let A be a subsystem of O(1) spins and Ā be its complement (rest of the system).
Let

|ψ(t)〉 = e−iHt|ψ(0)〉, ψ(t)A := trĀ |ψ(t)〉〈ψ(t)| (2)

be the state and its reduced density matrix of A at time t ∈ R. A thermalizing system equi-
librates in that at long times, ψ(t)A becomes almost independent of time, i.e., its temporal
fluctuation vanishes in the thermodynamic limit. The equilibrated ψ(t)A is given by

ψ∞

A := lim
τ→∞

1

τ

∫ τ

0

ψ(t)A dt. (3)

Suppose that 〈ψ(0)|H|ψ(0)〉 = 0 so that the system has the same energy as the infinite-
temperature state. Let IA be the identity operator on and dA be the dimension of the Hilbert
space of subsystem A. Assuming the ETH, Eq. (15) of Ref. [7] implies that

‖IA/dA + cXA − ψ∞

A ‖1 = O(1/N2), (4)

where ‖ · ‖1 denotes the trace norm, and

c :=
ṽ − v

2Nṽ2
, v :=

〈ψ(0)|H2|ψ(0)〉

N
, ṽ :=

tr(H2)

Nd
, (5)

XA :=
1

d

(

tr(H3) trĀH

tr(H2)
+

tr(H2)IA
dA

− trĀ(H
2)

)

. (6)

Let λ1, λ2, . . . , λdA be the eigenvalues of XA. The eigenvalues of ψ∞

A are 1/dA + µj, where
µj = cλj + O(1/N2) for j = 1, 2, . . . , dA. Since |µj| = O(1/N) for all j, the von Neumann
entropy of ψ∞

A is

S(ψ∞

A ) := − tr(ψ∞

A lnψ∞

A ) = −

dA
∑

j=1

(1/dA+µj) ln(1/dA+µj) = ln dA−
dA
2

dA
∑

j=1

µ2

j +O(1/N
3)

= ln dA −
c2dA
2

dA
∑

j=1

λ2j +O(1/N3) = ln dA − c2dA tr(X2
A)/2 +O(1/N3), (7)
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where we used
∑

j µj = 0. Plugging Eq. (6) into this equation, we obtain our main result:

S(ψ∞

A ) = ln dA −
c2dA
2d2

tr

(

(

tr(H3) trĀH

tr(H2)
+

tr(H2)IA
dA

− trĀ(H
2)

)2
)

+O(1/N3). (8)

3 Example

In this section, we apply Eq. (8) to a particular example and compare it with recent numerical
results.

Consider a chain of N qubits (spin-1/2’s) governed by the Hamiltonian

H =

N
∑

i=1

σz
i σ

z
i+1 + hxσ

x
i + hzσ

z
i (9)

with periodic boundary conditions, where σx
i , σ

z
i are the Pauli x and z matrices at site i.

Suppose that subsystem A consists of the first three qubits so that dA = 8. A straightforward
calculation shows that

tr(H2)IA
ddA

−
trĀ(H

2)

d
= −

2

dA

(

h2xσ
x
1σ

x
2 + h2xσ

x
1σ

x
3 + h2xσ

x
2σ

x
3 + h2zσ

z
1σ

z
2 + (1 + h2z)σ

z
1σ

z
3 + h2zσ

z
2σ

z
3

+ hxhz(σ
x
1σ

z
2 + σx

1σ
z
3 + σx

2σ
z
1 + σx

2σ
z
3 + σx

3σ
z
1 + σx

3σ
z
2)

+ hxσ
x
1σ

z
2σ

z
3 + hxσ

z
1σ

z
2σ

x
3 + 2hzσ

z
1 + 2hzσ

z
2 + 2hzσ

z
3 + 2hzσ

z
1σ

z
2σ

z
3

)

,

trĀH/d = (σz
1σ

z
2 + σz

2σ
z
3 + hxσ

x
1 + hxσ

x
2 + hxσ

x
3 + hzσ

z
1 + hzσ

z
2 + hzσ

z
3)/dA,

ṽ =
tr(H2)

Nd
= 1 + h2x + h2z,

tr(H3)

Nd
= 6h2z (10)

so that

dA tr(X2

A) = 24h2xh
2

z + 8h2x + 12h4x + 4(1 + h2z)
2 + 16h2z

+
36h4z × 3h2x

(1 + h2x + h2z)
2
+ 2h4z

(

6

1 + h2x + h2z
− 2

)2

+ 3h2z

(

6h2z
1 + h2x + h2z

− 4

)2

. (11)

Substituting c from (5) into (7), we obtain

S(ψ∞

A ) = ln dA −

(

v − ṽ

2N

)2
dA tr(X2

A)

2ṽ4
+O(1/N3). (12)

For hx = −1.05 and hz = 0.5, S(ψ∞

A ) was computed for system sizes up to N = 30 using
exact diagonalization [6]. Since Ref. [6] defines the von Neumann entropy using the binary
logarithm, we convert its data by multiplying by ln 2 for consistency with our convention of
using the natural logarithm. For each N , the converted data are fitted by

S(ψ∞

A ) = ln dA − α

(

v − ṽ

2N

)2

. (13)

As shown in Fig. 1, the numerical values of the quadratic factor α semi-quantitatively support
the theoretical prediction

dA tr(X2
A)

2ṽ4

∣

∣

∣

hx=−1.05,hz=0.5
=

568213558554560000

694284933049739641
≈ 0.818415511422098341. (14)
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Figure 1: The quadratic factor α as a function of the system size N . The dots are the
numerical results reproduced from the inset of Fig. 6(a) in Ref. [6]. The dashed line is our
theoretical result (14) in the thermodynamic limit. Although one cannot conclude whether
the dots approach the dashed line as N → ∞, the trend looks promising.
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