
ar
X

iv
:2

30
5.

12
18

1v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

ta
t-

m
ec

h]
  2

0 
M

ay
 2

02
3

Stationarity of quantum statistical ensembles at first-order phase transition points

Yasushi Yoneta∗

Department of Basic Science, The University of Tokyo,

3-8-1 Komaba, Meguro, Tokyo 153-8902, Japan and

RIKEN Center for Quantum Computing, 2-1 Hirosawa, Wako City, Saitama 351-0198, Japan

(Dated: May 23, 2023)

We study the dynamics of quantum statistical ensembles at first-order phase transition points of
finite macroscopic systems. First, we show that at the first-order phase transition point of systems
with an order parameter that does not commute with the Hamiltonian, any quantum state with
a non-zero value of the order parameter always evolves towards a macroscopically distinct state
after a sufficiently long time. From this result, we argue that stationarity required for statistical
ensembles should be interpreted as stationarity on a sufficiently long but finite time scale. Finally, we
prove that the density matrix of the squeezed ensemble, a class of generalized statistical ensembles
proposed as the only concrete method of constructing phase coexistence states applicable to general
quantum systems, is locally stationary on time scales diverging in the thermodynamic limit. Our
results support the validity of the squeezed ensemble from a dynamical point of view and open the
door to non-equilibrium statistical physics at the first-order phase transition point.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the dynamics of quantum many-body
systems is one of the most intriguing research topics in
condensed matter physics and quantum statistical me-
chanics. There, statistical ensembles are used as the ini-
tial states of the dynamics [1]. Therefore, the statistical
ensemble must correctly provide not only static proper-
ties but also dynamic properties.
Stationarity is one of the most fundamental dynamic

properties of equilibrium states [2]. Accordingly, the
density matrix given by the statistical ensemble should
also be stationary. However, stationarity is not apparent
when the equilibrium state is specified by a noncommu-
tative set of additive observables since these observables
are, in general, not conserved quantities. Nevertheless,
away from the first-order phase transition point, one can
employ the canonical ensemble, which is strictly invariant
under the time evolution.
However, the canonical ensemble cannot generally be

applied to the equilibrium state at the first-order phase
transition point [3, 4]. First-order phase transitions are
characterized by a discontinuous change in the equilib-
rium state as a function of intensive parameters, such
as the temperature and the magnetic field. Thus, at the
first-order phase transition point, there exist several equi-
librium states for a single value of a set of the intensive
parameters: a single-phase state, which is the equilib-
rium state immediately before or after the phase transi-
tion point, and phase coexistence states, in which several
phases coexist spatially in various proportions. On the
other hand, the canonical ensemble is specified one-to-
one by a set of the intensive parameters. As a result,
at the first-order phase transition point, the canonical
ensemble can give only a certain (single-phase states in
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many cases) or a statistical mixture of the various equi-
librium states with the same value of intensive param-
eters. Consequently, it has long been pointed out that
in finite systems, the equilibrium state at the first-order
phase transition point can fluctuate macroscopically in
time [5, 6].

Equilibrium states at the first-order phase transition
point can be uniquely specified by a proper additive
quantity, called the ‘order parameter’. Hence, at the
first-order phase transition point, the statistical ensem-
bles specified by additive observables including the order
parameter have been employed, such as the microcanon-
ical and restricted ensemble. However, such ensembles
are ill-defined or ill-behaved when some of the additive
observables do not commute with each other [7]. Thus,
it is difficult to theoretically give the general form of the
quantum state corresponding to the equilibrium state at
the first-order phase transition point.

Recently, this fundamental problem has been solved by
extending the generalized ensemble, called the squeezed
ensemble (SE), in such a way that it is applicable to
equilibrium states specified by noncommutative additive
observables [7]. It was proved that the SE correctly
gives the density matrix for any equilibrium state at the
first-order phase transition point and the thermodynamic
functions. Therefore, using the SE, one can thoroughly
analyze microscopic structures and thermodynamic prop-
erties at first-order phase transition points of general
quantum systems. However, the dynamic properties of
the SE still need to be clarified.

In this paper, we study the dynamics of the SE at the
first-order phase transition point of finite macroscopic
systems. We consider the exact unitary dynamics rather
than the dissipative dynamics [8, 9]. This paper is orga-
nized as follows. In Section II, we describe the setup and
notation. In Section III, we prove that at the first-order
phase transition point with an order parameter that does
not commute with the other additive observables speci-
fying the equilibrium state, any quantum state with a

http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.12181v1
mailto:yasushi.yoneta@riken.jp


2

non-zero value of the order parameter always changes
macroscopically after a sufficiently long time. We then
argue that stationarity of the equilibrium state should
be interpreted as stationarity on a sufficiently long but
finite time scale, at least in the first-order phase tran-
sition point. Finally, in Section IV, we prove that the
density matrix of the SE is locally stationary on time
scales diverging in the thermodynamic limit. From these
results, we discuss that the SE is consistent with ther-
modynamics.

II. SETUP

We consider a quantum spin system with short-range
interactions on the ν-dimensional hypercubic lattice Λ =
[−n,+n]ν with N = (2n + 1)ν sites. We assume
that the equilibrium state for each N can be speci-
fied uniquely by a set of m additive quantities (X0 =
U,X1, · · · , Xm−1), where U is the internal energy. Let

(X̂N,0 = ĤN , X̂N,1, · · · , X̂N,m−1) be a set of the corre-

sponding additive observables, where ĤN is the Hamil-
tonian. We assume that each additive observable X̂N,i is
expressed as

X̂N,i =
∑

j∈Z
ν s.t.

γj(Ii)⊂Λ

γj(ôi), (1)

where γj is the j-lattice translation for j ∈ Z and ôi
is an N -independent local observable with support Ii.
For simplicity, we assume open boundary conditions, but
the arguments in this paper easily extend to the case of
general boundary conditions.
Our final purpose is to prove stationarity in the ther-

modynamic limit: N → ∞ while Xi/N is fixed. There-
fore, we introduce additive quantities per site

xi ≡ Xi/N (i = 0, 1, · · · ,m− 1), (2)

and corresponding observable

x̂N,i ≡ X̂N,i/N (i = 0, 1, · · · ,m− 1). (3)

For simplicity of notation, sets of m physical quantities
are denoted by bold symbols like

x = (x0, x1, · · · , xm−1). (4)

Let sTD be the thermodynamic entropy per site. Ac-
cording to thermodynamics, sTD is a function of x. The
first derivative of sTD is called the ‘(entropic) intensive
parameter’ [2]. Let Πi denote the intensive parameter
conjugate to Xi, i.e.,

Πi(x) ≡
∂sTD

∂xi
(x). (5)

Particularly, β(x) ≡ Π0(x) is the inverse temperature of
the equilibrium state specified by x.

Below we consider the time evolution of the density
matrix corresponding to the equilibrium state. Let Π be
a set of intensive parameters of the equilibrium state,

Π = (Π0,Π1, · · · ,Πm−1). (6)

According to thermodynamics, the equilibrium state is
macroscopically stationary under external fields coupled
to Xi of magnitude

fi = −Πi/Π0. (7)

On the other hand, according to quantum mechanics,
such a dynamics is generated by the Hamiltonian includ-
ing the interactions with external fields [10]:

ĜN (Π) ≡ ĤN − f1X̂N,1 − · · · − fm−1X̂N,m−1

= ĤN +
Π1

Π0
X̂N,1 + · · ·+

Πm−1

Π0
X̂N,m−1. (8)

We rescale the time variable and the Hamiltonian as

τ ≡ t/Π0, (9)

Γ̂N (Π) ≡ Π0ĜN =
∑

i

ΠiX̂N,i, (10)

and define the Heisenberg operator as

Â(τ) ≡ e+iΓ̂N τ Âe−iΓ̂Nτ . (11)

Consider the case where the equilibrium state is not at
the first-order phase transition point. In this case, the
canonical Gibbs state is one of the quantum states that
correspond to that equilibrium state:

ρ̂cN ∝ exp

[

−
∑

i

ΠiX̂N,i

]

. (12)

Obviously, we can write ρ̂cN as

ρ̂cN ∝ exp
[

−Γ̂N(Π)
]

. (13)

Therefore, this density matrix is strictly invariant under
the dynamics generated by Γ̂N (Π).
However, in the case where the equilibrium state is at

the first-order phase transition point, we cannot employ
the canonical ensemble. For example, at the first-order
phase transition point due to the spontaneous symmetry
breaking, the canonical ensemble always gives a mixture
of all ordered single-phase states with the same weight
[11–14] and cannot give a macroscopically definite state
[15]. In the next section, we study the time evolution
of the quantum state corresponding to the equilibrium
state at the first-order phase transition point.

Example (two-dimensional transverse-field Ising
model). Consider a two-dimensional system defined by
the Hamiltonian

ĤN = −J
∑

〈i,j〉

σ̂z
i σ̂

z
j − g

∑

i

σ̂x
i . (14)
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Here, 〈i, j〉 denotes the nearest neighbors. We take the
coupling J to be ferromagnetic (J > 0). For g smaller
than the critical value gC ≃ 3.044, this model exhibits
spontaneous symmetry breaking [16–22], and at low tem-
perature there exist several equilibrium states for a single
β, which can be distinguished by the order parameter

X̂N,1 =
∑

i

σ̂z
i , (15)

i.e., the equilibrium state can be uniquely specified not
by a value of the internal energy U alone, but by a set of
values of U and X1. In other word, this system exhibits a
first-order phase transition where X1 changes discontinu-
ously with respect to its conjugate intensive parameter Π1

(or longitudinal magnetic field f1 = −Π1/Π0) at Π1 = 0

(or f1 = 0). Note that the order parameter X̂N,1 do not

commute with ĤN . Thus, it is not a conserved quantity.
Therefore, at the first-order phase transition point, this
system can fluctuate macroscopically in time between the
equilibrium states with the same β and different values of
X̂N,1.

III. MACROSCOPIC NON-STATIONARITY OF

ORDERED STATES

In this section, we prove under several conditions that
at the first-order phase transition point with an order
parameter that does not commute with the other additive
observables, any quantum state with a non-zero value of
the order parameter always changesmacroscopically after
a sufficiently long time. We then argue that, at the first-
order phase transition point, it is impossible to require
strict time invariance for statistical ensembles and that
stationarity of the equilibrium state should be interpreted
as stationarity on a sufficiently long but finite time scale.
To be concrete, we consider a system that exhibits

spontaneous symmetry breaking and thus has an equilib-
rium state with a non-zero value of the order parameter.
Suppose that the system is macroscopic but of finite size,
as is the case for real thermodynamic systems. That is,
we consider the case where the number of sites N is fixed
to a certain macroscopic but finite value. Choose a set
of additive dynamical quantity per site x to be at the
first-order phase transition point and consider the time
evolution of the equilibrium state specified by that x.
Then, the argument Π of the generator of the time evo-
lution Γ̂N (Π) is taken to the set of intensive parameters
at x; Π = Π(x).
Here, let us clarify the definitions of the symmetry and

the order parameter of the system. When the unitary
transformation V̂ keeps Γ̂N (Π) invariant, i.e.,

V̂ †Γ̂N (Π)V̂ = Γ̂N (Π), (16)

then we call V̂ the ‘symmetry transformation atΠ’. Sup-
pose that the group F formed by symmetric transforma-
tions at Π is a compact group. Let Z(F ) be a center of

F , i.e.,

Z(F ) ≡
{

Û ∈ F
∣
∣
∣Û V̂ = V̂ Û for all V̂ ∈ F

}

. (17)

Suppose that the additive observable X̂N,1 is an order
parameter that measures the spontaneous breaking of the
symmetry for an element of Z(F ), written as R̂. That is,
we consider the case where

(i) There exists a symmetry transformation R̂ ∈ Z(F )
such that

R̂†X̂N,1R̂ = −X̂N,1. (18)

Example (two-dimensional transverse-field Ising
model). To illustrate the settings described above more
concretely, let us take an example of the transverse-field
Ising model defined by Eqs. (14) and (15). As symme-
tries of this system at the first-order phase transition
point Π = (β, 0), the following are known:

• Z2 symmetry with respect to the spin rotation by π
around the x-axis

R̂ = exp

[

i
π

2

∑

i

σ̂x
i

]

(19)

• C4v symmetry of the square lattice

Let F be the group formed by these symmetry trans-
formations (i.e., F ∼= Z2 × C4v), then R̂ ∈ Z(F ) and

R̂†X̂N,1R̂ = −X̂N,1. Therefore, it can be confirmed that
condition (i) is indeed fulfilled.

In addition, we assume that there is no accidental de-
generacy in the eigenstates of Γ̂N . More precisely, we
assume that

(ii) For any pair of eigenstates |E1〉 and |E2〉 which

belong to the same eigenvalue of Γ̂N , there ex-
ists a symmetry transformation V̂ ∈ F such that
〈E1|V̂ |E2〉 6= 0.

Under the above conditions (i)-(ii), as proved in Ap-
pendix A, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 1. For any initial state ρ̂, the long-time av-
erage of the expectation value of X̂N,1 under the time

evolution generated by Γ̂N(Π) is exactly zero:

lim
T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0

dτ Tr
[

X̂N,1(τ)ρ̂
]

= 0. (20)

From this theorem, it follows that at the first-order
phase transition point, any quantum state corresponding
to an equilibrium state in which the order parameter X1

is non-zero always changes to a macroscopically different
state after an infinitely long time, whether it is a single-
phase state or phase coexistence state.
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Since this theorem holds for any initial state, this
macroscopic non-stationarity cannot be avoided even by
choosing an appropriate ensemble. On the other hand, it
has been observed experimentally that the ordered state
does exist stably even at the first-order phase transition
point where the order parameter does not commute with
the Hamiltonian [23, 24]. However, the experiment is
only conducted on a finite time scale, not on a truly in-
finite time scale. Therefore, to reconcile these two facts,
it seems reasonable to interpret stationarity of the equi-
librium state as stationarity on a sufficiently long but
finite time scale, at least at the first-order phase transi-
tion point.

IV. STATIONARITY OF THE DENSITY

MATRIX OF THE SQUEEZED ENSEMBLE

As discussed in Section I, one cannot generally employ
conventional ensembles at the first-order phase transition
point when the order parameter does not commute with
the other additive observables that specify the equilib-
rium state. In Ref. [7], the author has solved this funda-
mental problem by extending the generalized ensemble,
called the squeezed ensemble (SE), in such a way that it
is applicable to equilibrium states specified by noncom-
mutative additive observables. We here investigate the
time evolution of the density matrix of the SE and prove
that it is stationary on the time scale that diverges in
the thermodynamic limit. In this section, we consider
general first-order phase transitions, not only those due
to spontaneous symmetry breaking.
We first review the definition of the SE and its prop-

erties that will be used in our analysis. Interested reader
can find more information in Ref. [7]. Let η(x) be a poly-
nomial defined up to the order of the product, with real
coefficients in m noncommutative variables x. Suppose
that η satisfies the following conditions:

(A) η(x̂N ) is self-adjoint for all N .

(B) sTD(x)−η(x) has the unique maximum point xη
max

in the thermodynamic state space and is strongly
concave in a neighborhood of xη

max.

Using this η, the density matrix of the squeezed ensemble
(SE) is defined as

ρ̂ηN ≡
e−Nη(x̂N )

Tr
[

e−Nη(x̂N)
] . (21)

As shown in Ref. [7], the density matrix ρ̂ηN correctly
gives the equilibrium state specified by x = x

η
max even

when x̂N do not commute with each other. Thus, one
can investigate microscopic structures of the equilibrium
state at the first-order phase transition point of general
quantum systems by choosing η such that xη

max coincides
with x in that equilibrium state.

One can also obtain thermodynamic functions easily
from the SE. In particular, intensive parameters can be
calculated using the following formula:

Πη
i ≡ lim

N→∞

∂η

∂xi
(xη

N ) = Πi(x
η), (22)

where xη
N,i ≡ Tr [x̂N,iρ̂

η
N ] and xη

i ≡ lim
N→∞

xη
N,i. Since η is

a known function, one can obtain Πi just by calculating
x
η
N .
Below in this section we investigate the time evolution

of the density matrix of the SE. From the formula (22) for
intensive parameters, in the equilibrium state described
by the SE, the set of intensive parameters are

Πη = (Πη
0 ,Π

η
1 , · · · ,Π

η
m−1). (23)

Hence, according to the setup described in Section II,
we consider the time evolution generated by Γ̂N (Πη).
Then, as proved in Appendix B, the following holds which
implies stationarity of the SE on time scales diverging in
the thermodynamic limit:

Theorem 2. If there exists a positive constant α such
that for every i = 0, 1, · · · ,m−1 the following conditions
are fullfield:

(

xη
N,i − xη

i

)2

= O(N−2α), (24)

Tr

[(

x̂N,i − xη
N,i

)2

ρ̂ηN

]

= O(N−2α). (25)

Then for any ǫ > 0 and U ⊂ Zν , there exists T =
Θ(Nmin[α/(ν+1),1/ν]) such that for any local observable Â
supported on U and |τ | < T the relative time variation

of the expectation value of Â is less that ǫ:

∣
∣
∣Tr

[

Â(τ)ρ̂ηN

]

− Tr
[

Â(0)ρ̂ηN

]∣
∣
∣ < ǫ‖Â‖. (26)

First, we would like to comment on the conditions of
this theorem. Equation (24) and (25) is saying that the
finite-size effects and variance of x̂N,i in the SE decay
algebraically in the thermodynamic limit, respectively.
These conditions are confirmed numerically for a spe-
cific model with noncommutative x̂N (see Section IX of
Ref. [7]). Note that all conditions can be checked us-
ing only the statistical-mechanical quantities of the SE.
Therefore, even for phase coexistence states of general
quantum systems for which there is no concrete construc-
tion method other than SE, we can easily check station-
arity of the density matrix of the SE.
Next, we discuss the consequences of this theorem.

Consider performing a macroscopic experiment where the
initial state is the density matrix ρ̂ηN of the SE. Let ǫ be
the maximum value of relative uncertainties of the mea-
surement devices for local observables used in the experi-
ment. Then it follows from Theorem 2 that the time vari-
ations of the expectation values of the local observables
are within the uncertainties of the measurements, on time
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scales diverging in the thermodynamic limit. Therefore,
as long as one is interested in the local observables, one
cannot observe any time variation. Since in thermody-
namics we are only interested in local observables and
additive observables, which can be expressed as a sum of
local observables, stationarity in the above seance is suf-
ficient for stationarity of the equilibrium state. Thus, we
conclude that the SE is consistent with thermodynamics.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the time evolution of
the quantum statistical ensemble at the first-order phase
transition point. Stationarity is one of the most funda-
mental properties of equilibrium states. Therefore, the
density matrix given by the statistical ensemble should
also satisfy stationarity. However, as we have shown, at
the first-order phase transition point of systems with an
order parameter that does not commute with the other
additive observables specifying the equilibrium state, any
quantum state with a non-zero value of order param-

eter always evolves towards a macroscopically distinct
state after a sufficiently long time. From this result,
we have argued that, at least at the first-order phase
transition point, stationarity required for statistical en-
sembles should be interpreted as stationarity on a suffi-
ciently long but finite time scale. Then We have proved
that the density matrix of the squeezed ensemble, a class
of generalized ensembles proposed as the only concrete
method of constructing phase coexistence states appli-
cable to general quantum systems, satisfies stationarity
in the above sense. These results support the validity
of the SE from a dynamical point of view and open the
door to non-equilibrium statistical physics at the first-
order phase transition point.
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Appendix A: Proof of Theorem 1

Proof of Theorem 1. Since Z(F ) is an Abelian group, its irreducible representations are all one-dimensional and can
be expressed with real function θµ as

Z(F ) ∋ Û 7−→ eiθµ(Û) ∈ M(C1), (A1)

where µ labels the irreducible representation [25]. Moreover, let (Hν , σν) be the irreducible representation of F . Here
ν labels the irreducible representation.
Let H denote the Hilbert space associated to this quantum system. The following map f is a representation on H

of the direct product group Z(F )× F :

f : Z(F )× F ∋ (Û , V̂ ) 7−→ Û V̂ ∈ F. (A2)

In fact, for any Û1, Û2 ∈ Z(F ) and V̂1, V̂2 ∈ F , since Û2 is in the center of F , it holds

f(Û1, V̂1)f(Û2, V̂2) = Û1V̂1Û2V̂2 = Û1Û2V̂1V̂2 = f(Û1Û2, V̂1V̂2). (A3)

That is, f is indeed a group homomorphism.
First, we consider the irreducible decomposition of (H, f). Any irreducible representation of the direct product

group Z(F )× F can be written as a tensor product of irreducilble representations of Z(F ) and F [25]. Thus, in the
present case, any irreducible representation of Z(F )× F can be expressed as

fµν : Z(F )× F ∋ (Û , V̂ ) 7−→ eiθµ(Û)σν(V̂ ) ∈ Hν . (A4)

Therefore, we have the irreducible decomposition of (H, f) as

H ∼=
⊕

µ,ν

Hν
⊕nµν ∼=

⊕

µ,ν

C
nµν ⊗Hν

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≡Kµν

, (A5)

f ∼=
⊕

µ,ν

fµν
⊕nµν ∼=

⊕

µ,ν

eiθµ 1̂Cnµν ⊗ fν . (A6)

Here, ∼= denotes the unitary equivalence, ⊕ denotes the direct sum, and nµν denotes the number of copies of the
irreducible representation (Hν , fµν) in (H, f). In particular, we obtain

R̂ = f(R̂, 1̂) ∼=
⊕

µ,ν

eiθµ(R̂)1̂Cnµν ⊗ 1̂Hν
. (A7)
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On the other hand, because for any (Û , V̂ ) ∈ Z(F ) × F it holds [Γ̂N , f(Û , V̂ )] = 0 by the definition of F , it follows
from Schur’s lemma that there exists γ̂µν ∈ M(Cnµν ) such that

Γ̂N
∼=

⊕

µν

γ̂µν ⊗ 1̂Hν
. (A8)

Next, we diagonalize Γ̂N . Since Γ̂N is self-adjoint, γ̂µν is also self-adjoint. Then let {|i〉µν}i=1,··· ,nµν
be an or-

thonormal basis of C
nµν with respect to which γ̂µν is diagonal and γi

µν be the (real) eigenvalue associated with
|i〉µν . Furthermore, we take an arbitrary orthonormal basis of Hν as {|a〉ν}a=1,··· ,dimHν

. Using |i〉µν and |a〉ν , we set

|Eia
µν〉 (∈ Kµν ⊂ H) as

|Eia
µν〉 ≡ |i〉µν ⊗ |a〉ν . (A9)

Then {|Eia
µν〉}µ,ν,i,a is a complete orthonomal basis of H. In addition, using Eqs. (A7) and (A8), we obtain

R̂ |Eia
µν〉 = eiθµ(R̂) |Eia

µν〉 , (A10)

Γ̂N |Eia
µν〉 = γi

µν |E
ia
µν〉 . (A11)

Then we examine the properties of γi
µν . Suppose that γi

µν = γi′

µ′ν′ . Then, condition (ii) implies that there exists

V̂ ∈ F such that

〈Eia
µν |V̂ |Ei′a′

µ′ν′〉 6= 0. (A12)

On the other hand, using Eq. (A6) and (A9), we have

|Eia
µν〉 ∈ Kµν (A13)

V̂ |Ei′a′

µ′ν′〉 ∈ Kµ′ν′ . (A14)

Since Kµν ∩Kµ′ν′ = {0} form Eq. (A5), Eq. (A12) holds only when µ = µ′, ν = ν′. Furthermore, when µ = µ′, ν = ν′,
since we have

〈Eia
µν |V̂ |Ei′a′

µ′ν′〉 = 〈i|i′〉µν 〈a|σν(V̂ )|a′〉ν , (A15)

Eq. (A12) holds only when i = i′. Thus, we get [26]

γi
µν = γi′

µ′ν′ ⇐⇒ µ = µ′, ν = ν′, i = i′. (A16)

Finaly, we evaluate the long-time average of the expectation value of X̂N,1(τ). Due to the completeness of
{|Eia

µν〉}µ,ν,i,a, we have

X̂N,1(τ) =
∑

µ,ν,i,a
µ′,ν′,i′,a′

e+i(γi
µν−γi′

µ′ν′)τ |Eia
µν〉 〈E

ia
µν |X̂N,1|E

i′a′

µ′ν′〉 〈Ei′a′

µ′ν′ | . (A17)

Therefore, form Eq. (A16), we have

lim
T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0

dτX̂N,1(τ) =
∑

µ,ν,i,a,a′

|Eia
µν〉 〈E

ia
µν |X̂N,1|E

ia′

µν 〉 〈E
ia′

µν | . (A18)

On the other hand, by condition (i), we have

〈Eia
µν |X̂N,1|E

ia′

µν 〉 = −〈Eia
µν |R̂

†X̂N,1R̂|Eia′

µν 〉

= −〈Eia
µν |e

−iθµ(R̂)X̂N,1e
+iθµ(R̂)|Eia′

µν 〉 = −〈Eia
µν |X̂N,1|E

ia′

µν 〉 . (A19)

Therefore, we obtain

lim
T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0

dτX̂N,1(τ) = 0. (A20)
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Appendix B: Proof of Theorem 2

In our arguments, the following lemma plays a key role.

Lemma 1 (Lieb-Robinson Bound [27–29]). There exist positive constants C, µ and v, such that for any observables

Â and B̂ with finite supports U ⊂ Λ and V ⊂ Λ, respectively, and for any τ ∈ R,

∥
∥
∥

[

Â(τ), B̂
]∥
∥
∥ ≤ C

∥
∥
∥Â

∥
∥
∥

∥
∥
∥B̂

∥
∥
∥min [|U | , |V |] e−µ(d(U,V )−v|τ |). (B1)

where d(x, y) is the distance which is defined to be the shortest path length that one needs to connect x to y.

Proof. This follows from Eq. (2.15) in Ref. [29].

Proof of Theorem 2. First, we construct a local observable which approximates Â(τ). Take a real number l such that
1 ≪ l ≪ L. Here L is a linear dimension of the system. Let Λin ≡ {j ∈ Λ | d(U, j) < l}, then

∣
∣∂Λin

∣
∣ = O

(
lν−1

)
. Since

Γ̂N is additive, there exist observables Γ̂in
N , Γ̂out

N and Γ̂int
N such that

• Γ̂N = Γ̂in
N + Γ̂out

N + Γ̂int
N ,

• supp Γ̂in
N = Λin,

• supp Γ̂out
N = Λ \ Λin,

•

∥
∥
∥Γ̂int

N

∥
∥
∥ = O

(
lν−1

)
.

Now, we define an observable on Λin as

Ã(τ) ≡ e+i(Γ̂N−Γ̂int

N )τ Âe−i(Γ̂N−Γ̂int

N )τ = e+iΓ̂in

N τ Âe−iΓ̂in

Nτ . (B2)

Applying Lemma 1, we have

∥
∥
∥Â(τ) − Ã(τ)

∥
∥
∥ =

∥
∥
∥e+iΓ̂N τ Âe−iΓ̂Nτ − e+i(Γ̂N−Γ̂int

N )τ Âe−i(Γ̂N−Γ̂int

N )τ
∥
∥
∥

=

∥
∥
∥
∥

∫ τ

0

d

dσ

(

e+i(Γ̂N−Γ̂int

N )(τ−σ)e+iΓ̂NσÂe−iΓ̂Nσe−i(Γ̂N−Γ̂int

N )(τ−σ)
)

dσ

∥
∥
∥
∥

=

∥
∥
∥
∥

∫ τ

0

e+i(Γ̂N−Γ̂int

N )σ
[

Γ̂int
N , e+iΓ̂NσÂe−iΓ̂Nσ

]

e−i(Γ̂N−Γ̂int

N )σdσ

∥
∥
∥
∥

≤

∫ |τ |

0

∥
∥
∥

[

Γ̂int
N , Â(σ)

]∥
∥
∥ dσ

≤
C

µv

∥
∥
∥Γ̂int

N

∥
∥
∥

∥
∥
∥Â

∥
∥
∥ |U | e−µ(l−v|τ |)

= O
(

lν−1e−µ(l−v|τ |)
)

. (B3)

Thus, we see that Ã(τ) is an observable on Λin which approximates Â(τ) with an error of O
(
lν−1e−µ(l−v|τ |)

)
.

Now we evaluate the time derivative of the expectation value of Â(τ) in the SE:

−i
d

dτ
Tr

[

Â(τ)ρ̂ηN

]

= Tr
[[

Γ̂N , Â(τ)
]

ρ̂ηN

]

. (B4)

Decomposing Â(τ) into its local term Ã(τ) and nonlocal term Â(τ) − Ã(τ), we have

−i
d

dτ
Tr

[

Â(τ)ρ̂ηN

]

= Tr
[[

Γ̂N , Ã(τ)
]

ρ̂ηN

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≡(∗1)

+Tr
[[

Γ̂N , Â(τ) − Ã(τ)
]

ρ̂ηN

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≡(∗2)

. (B5)
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First, we evaluate (∗1) in Eq. (B5). Since η is a polynomial, expanding in power series around x
η, η(x̂N ) can be

written as a finite sum as

η(x̂N ) = Γ̂N (Πη)/N −
∑

K(≥2),{ik}

ci1···iK

K∏

k=1

(
x̂N,ik − xη

ik

)
+ const., (B6)

where we have used Eqs. (10) and (22). Substituting this into (∗1), we have

(∗1) =
∑

K,{ik}

ci1···iKNTr

[[
K∏

k=1

(
x̂N,ik − xη

ik

)
, Ã(τ)

]

ρ̂ηN

]

(B7)

=
∑

K,{ik}

ci1···iK

K∑

k′=1

Tr





k′−1∏

k=1

(
x̂N,ik − xη

ik

)
q̂N,ik′

K∏

k=k′+1

(
x̂N,ik − xη

ik

)
ρ̂ηN





︸ ︷︷ ︸

≡(∗∗)

. (B8)

Here we set

q̂N,i ≡
[

X̂N,i, Ã(τ)
]

=
∑

j∈Z
ν s.t.

Λin ∩ supp γj(ôi) 6=∅

[

γj(ôi), Ã(τ)
]

, (B9)

where in the last equality we have used the fact that Ã(τ) is supported on Λin. Then, by the triangle inequality and
the unitary invariance of the operator norm, we have

‖q̂N,i‖ ≤
∑

j∈Z
ν s.t.

Λin ∩ supp γj(ôi) 6=∅

2 ‖ôi‖
∥
∥
∥Â

∥
∥
∥ = O(lν). (B10)

Since K ≥ 2, applying the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

∣
∣
∣Tr

[

ÂB̂†ρ̂ηN

]∣
∣
∣

2

≤ Tr
[

ÂÂ†ρ̂ηN

]

Tr
[

B̂B̂†ρ̂ηN

]

, (B11)

we have

|(∗∗)| ≤

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
Tr

[

q̂N,i1

K∏

k=2

(
x̂N,ik − xη

ik

)
ρ̂ηN

]∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
Tr

[

(
x̂N,i1 − xη

i1

)
q̂N,i2

K∏

k=3

(
x̂N,ik − xη

ik

)
ρ̂ηN

]∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+ · · ·

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
Tr

[
K−1∏

k=1

(
x̂N,ik − xη

ik

)
q̂N,iK ρ̂ηN

]∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤

√
√
√
√Tr

[

q̂N,i1

K−1∏

k=2

(
x̂N,ik − xη

ik

)
2∏

k=K−1

(
x̂N,ik − xη

ik

)
q̂†N,i1

ρ̂ηN

]

Tr
[(
x̂N,iK − xη

iK

)2
ρ̂ηN

]

+

√
√
√
√Tr

[(
x̂N,i1 − xη

i1

)2
ρ̂ηN

]

Tr

[
3∏

k=K

(
x̂N,ik − xη

ik

)
q̂†N,i2

q̂N,i2

K∏

k=3

(
x̂N,ik − xη

ik

)
ρ̂ηN

]

+ · · ·

+

√
√
√
√Tr

[(
x̂N,i1 − xη

i1

)2
ρ̂ηN

]

Tr

[

q̂†N,iK

2∏

k=K−1

(
x̂N,ik − xη

ik

)
K−1∏

k=2

(
x̂N,ik − xη

ik

)
q̂N,iK ρ̂ηN

]

. (B12)
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Furthermore,

Tr
[

(x̂N,i − xη
i )

2
ρ̂ηN

]

= Tr

[(

x̂N,i − xη
N,i

)2

ρ̂ηN

]

+
(

xη
N,i − xη

i

)2

. (B13)

Therefore, under the conditions of the theorem (Eqs. (24)-(25)), we obtain

|(∗1)| = O
(
N−αlν

)
. (B14)

Next, we evaluate (∗2) in Eq. (B5). Using Hölder’s inequality and Eq. (B3), we obtain

|(∗2)| ≤
∥
∥
∥

[

Γ̂N , Â(τ)− Ã(τ)
]

ρ̂ηN

∥
∥
∥
1

≤ 2 ‖ρ̂ηN‖1

∥
∥
∥Γ̂N

∥
∥
∥

∥
∥
∥Â(τ) − Ã(τ)

∥
∥
∥ = O

(

Nlν−1e−µ(l−v|τ |)
)

. (B15)

From the above, the time derivative of the expectation value in the SE can be evaluated as

∣
∣
∣
∣

d

dτ
Tr

[

Â(τ)ρ̂ηN

]
∣
∣
∣
∣
= O

(
N−αlν

)
+O

(

Nlν−1e−µ(l−v|τ |)
)

. (B16)

Using the triangle inequality for integrals, we have

∣
∣
∣Tr

[

Â(τ)ρ̂ηN

]

− Tr
[

Â(0)ρ̂ηN

]∣
∣
∣ = O

(
|τ |N−αlν

)
+O

(

|τ |Nlν−1e−µ(l−v|τ |)
)

. (B17)

Then, letting l = v|τ |+ 2
µ logN , we obtain

∣
∣
∣Tr

[

Â(τ)ρ̂ηN

]

− Tr
[

Â(0)ρ̂ηN

]∣
∣
∣ =







O
(
|τ |N−α(logN)ν

)
(v|τ | . logL)

O
(
|τ |ν+1N−α

)
(logL ≪ v|τ | ≪ L)

. (B18)

Therefore, we find that Eq. (26) holds for |τ | < T = Θ(Nmin[α/(ν+1),1/ν]).
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