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A bstract

For a quantum system , a density m atrix � that is not pure can arise, via

averaging,from adistribution �ofitswavefunction,anorm alized vectorbelonging

to itsHilbertspace H .W hile � itselfdoesnotdeterm ine a unique �,additional

facts,such asthatthe system hascom e to therm alequilibrium ,m ight.Itisthus

notunreasonable to ask,which �,ifany,correspondsto a given therm odynam ic

ensem ble? To answer this question we construct,for any given density m atrix

�,a naturalm easure on the unit sphere in H ,denoted G AP (�). W e do this

using a suitable projection of the G aussian m easure on H with covariance �.

W e establish som e nice propertiesofG AP (�)and show thatthism easure arises

naturally when considering m acroscopic system s. In particular,we argue thatit

is the m ost appropriate choice for system s in therm alequilibrium ,described by

the canonicalensem ble density m atrix �� = (1=Z)exp(� �H ). G AP (�)m ay also

be relevant to quantum chaos and to the stochastic evolution ofopen quantum

system s,wheredistributionson H are often used.

K ey words: canonical ensem ble in quantum theory; probability m easures on

Hilbertspace;G aussian m easures;density m atrices.
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1 Introduction

In classicalm echanics,ensem bles,such asthem icrocanonicaland canonicalensem bles,

are represented by probability distributionson the phase space. In quantum m echan-

ics,ensem blesareusually represented by density m atrices.Itisnaturalto regard these

density m atricesasarisingfrom probabilitydistributionson the(norm alized)wavefunc-

tionsassociated with thetherm odynam icalensem bles,so thatm em bersoftheensem ble

arerepresented by a random state vector.There are,however,asiswellknown,m any

probability distributions which give rise to the sam e density m atrix,and thus to the

sam e predictionsforexperim entaloutcom es[25,sec.IV.3].1 M oreover,asem phasized

by Landau and Lifshitz [13,sec. I.5],the energy levelsform acroscopic system sare so

closely spaced (exponentially sm allin thenum berofparticlesin thesystem )that\the

conceptofstationary states[energy eigenfunctions]becom esin a certain senseunrealis-

tic"becauseofthedi�culty ofpreparingasystem with such asharp energy and keeping

itisolated.Landau and Lifshitzarethereforewary of,and warn against,regarding the

density m atrix forsuch a system asarising solely from ourlack ofknowledgeaboutthe

wave function ofthe system . W e shallargue,however,thatdespite these caveatssuch

distributions can be both usefuland physically m eaningful. In particularwe describe

here a novelprobability distribution,to beassociated with any therm alensem ble such

asthecanonicalensem ble.

W hile probability distributions on wave functions are naturalobjects ofstudy in

m any contexts,from quantum chaos[3,12,23]to open quantum system s[4],ourm ain

m otivation forconsideringthem istoexploittheanalogybetween classicaland quantum

statisticalm echanics[20,21,26,14,15,16]. Thisanalogy suggeststhatsom e relevant

classicalreasoningscan betransferred to quantum m echanicsby form ally replacing the

classicalphasespaceby theunitsphereS (H )ofthequantum system ’sHilbertspace

H . In particular,with a naturalm easure �(d )on S (H )one can utilize the notion

oftypicality,i.e.,considerpropertiesofa system com m on to \alm ostall" m em bersof

an ensem ble. Thisisa notion frequently used in equilibrium statisticalm echanics,as

in,e.g.,Boltzm ann’s recognition thattypicalphase points on the energy surface ofa

m acroscopicsystem aresuchthattheem piricaldistributionofvelocitiesisapproxim ately

M axwellian.Onceonehassuch a m easure forquantum system s,onecould attem ptan

analysisofthesecond law oftherm odynam icsin quantum m echanicsalong thelinesof
1This em piricalequivalence should not too hastily be regarded as im plying physicalequivalence.

Consider,forexam ple,the two Schr�odinger’scatstates	 � = (	 alive � 	 dead)=
p
2.The m easure that

givesequalweightto these two statescorrespondsto the sam e density m atrix asthe one giving equal

weight to 	 alive and 	 dead. However the physicalsituation corresponding to the form er m easure,a

m ixture oftwo grotesque superpositions,seem s dram atically di�erent from the one corresponding to

thelatter,a routinem ixture.Itisthusnoteasy to regard thesetwo m easuresasphysically equivalent.
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Boltzm ann’s analysis ofthe second law in classicalm echanics,involving an argum ent

to the e�ectthatthe behaviordescribed in the second law (such asentropy increase)

occurs for typicalstates ofan isolated m acroscopic system ,i.e.for the overwhelm ing

m ajority ofpointson S (H )with respectto �(d ).

Probability distributions on wave functions of a com posite system , with Hilbert

space H ,have in fact been used to establish the typicalproperties ofthe reduced

density m atrix ofa subsystem arising from the wave function ofthe com posite. For

exam ple,Page[19]considerstheuniform distribution on S (H )fora�nite-dim ensional

Hilbert space H ,in term s ofwhich he shows that the von Neum ann entropy ofthe

reduced density m atrix istypically nearly m axim alunderappropriateconditionson the

dim ensionsoftherelevantHilbertspaces.

Given a probability distribution � on the unitsphere S (H )ofthe Hilbert space

H thereisalwaysan associated density m atrix �� [25]:itisthe density m atrix ofthe

m ixture,orthestatisticalensem ble ofsystem s,de�ned by thedistribution �,given by

�� =

Z

S (H )

�(d )j ih j: (1)

Forany projection operatorP,tr(��P)istheprobability ofobtaining in an experim ent

a result corresponding to P for a system with a �-distributed wave function. It is

evidentfrom (1)that�� isthe second m om ent,orcovariance m atrix,of�,provided �

hasm ean 0(which m ay,and will,beassum ed withoutlossofgenerality since and � 

areequivalentphysically).

W hile a probability m easure � on S (H )determ inesa unique density m atrix � on

H via (1),the converse isnottrue: the association � 7! �� given by (1)ism any-to-

one.2 Thereisfurtherm orenounique\physically correct" choiceof� foragiven � since

forany � corresponding to � one could,in principle,prepare an ensem ble ofsystem s

with wave functionsdistributed according to this�. However,while � itselfneed not

determ ine a unique probability m easure,additionalfactsabouta system ,such asthat

ithascom e to therm alequilibrium ,m ight. Itisthusnotunreasonable to ask: which

m easureon S (H )correspondsto a given therm odynam icensem ble?

Letusstartwith them icrocanonicalensem ble,corresponding to theenergy interval

[E ;E + �],where � issm allon the m acroscopic scale butlarge enough forthe interval
2Forexam ple,in ak-dim ensionalHilbertspacetheuniform probability distribution u = uS (H ) over

the unitsphere hasdensity m atrix �u =
1

k
I with I the identity operatoron H ;atthe sam e tim e,for

every orthonorm albasisofH theuniform distribution overthebasis(which isa m easureconcentrated

on just k points) has the sam e density m atrix,� = 1

k
I. An exceptionalcase is the density m atrix

corresponding to a purestate,� = j ih j,asthem easure� with thisdensity m atrix isalm ostunique:

itm ustbe concentrated on the ray through  ,and thus the only non-uniquenesscorrespondsto the

distribution ofthe phase.

3



to contain m any eigenvalues. To this there is associated the spectralsubspace H E ;�,

the span ofthe eigenstatesjniofthe Ham iltonian H corresponding to eigenvaluesE n

between E and E + �.SinceH E ;� is�nitedim ensional,onecan form them icrocanonical

density m atrix

�E ;� = (dim H E ;�)
�1
PH E ;�

(2)

with PH E ;�
= 1[E ;E + �](H )theprojection to H E ;�.Thisdensity m atrix isdiagonalin the

energy representation and gives equalweight to allenergy eigenstates in the interval

[E ;E + �].

Butwhatisthecorresponding m icrocanonicalm easure? Them ostplausibleanswer,

given long ago by Schr�odinger [20,21]and Bloch [26], is the (norm alized) uniform

m easureuE ;� = uS (H E ;�)
on theunitspherein thissubspace.�E ;� isassociated with uE ;�

via (1).

Notethata wavefunction 	 chosen atrandom from thisdistribution isalm ostcer-

tainly a nontrivialsuperposition ofthe eigenstatesjniwith random coe�cients hnj	i

thatare identically distributed,butnotindependent. The m easure uE ;� isclearly sta-

tionary,i.e.,invariant under the unitary tim e evolution generated by H ,and it is as

spread outasitcould beoverthesetS (H E ;�)ofallowed wavefunctions.Thism easure

providesuswith anotion ofa \typicalwavefunction" from H E ;� which isvery di�erent

from theonearising from them easure�E ;� that,when H isnondegenerate,givesequal

probability (dim H E ;�)�1 to every eigenstate jniwith eigenvalue E n 2 [E ;E + �]. The

m easure �E ;�,which is concentrated on these eigenstates,is,however,less robust to

sm allperturbationsin H than isthesm ootherm easureuE ;�.

Ourproposalforthecanonicalensem bleisin thespiritoftheuniform m icrocanonical

m easureuE ;� and reducestoitin theappropriatecases.Itisbased on am athem atically

naturalfam ily ofprobability m easures � on S (H ). For every density m atrix � on

H ,there is a unique m em ber � ofthis fam ily,satisfying (1) for�� = �,nam ely the

Gaussian adjusted projected m easure GAP(�),constructed roughly asfollows: Eq.(1)

(i.e.,the factthat�� isthe covariance of�)suggeststhatwe startby considering the

Gaussian m easure G(�)with covariance � (and m ean 0),which could,in �nitely m any

dim ensions,beexpressed by G(�)(d )/ exp(�h j��1 j i)d (where d istheobvious

Lebesgue m easure on H ).3 Thisisnotadequate,however,since the m easure thatwe

seek m ust live on the sphere S (H ) whereas G(�) is spread out over allofH . W e

thus adjust and then project G(�) to S (H ),in the m anner described in Section 2,

in orderto obtain the m easure GAP(�),having the prescribed covariance � aswellas
3Berry [3]has conjectured, and for som e cases proven, that such m easures describe interesting

universalproperties ofchaotic energy eigenfunctions in the sem iclassicalregim e,see also [12,23]. It

isperhapsworth considering the possibility thatthe G AP m easuresdescribed here provide som ewhat

bettercandidatesforthispurpose.
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otherdesirableproperties.

Itisourcontention thata quantum system in therm alequilibrium atinverse tem -

perature � should be described by a random state vector whose distribution is given by

the m easure GAP(��)associated with the density m atrix forthe canonicalensem ble,

�� = �H ;H ;� =
1

Z
exp(��H )with Z := trexp(��H ): (3)

In order to convey the signi�cance ofGAP(�) as wellas the plausibility ofour

proposalthatGAP(��)describestherm alequilibrium ,werecallthatasystem described

by a canonicalensem ble is usually regarded as a subsystem ofa larger system . It is

thereforeim portantto considerthenotion ofthedistribution ofthewavefunction ofa

subsystem . Considera com posite system in a pure state  2 H 1 
 H 2,and ask what

m ight be m eant by the wave function ofthe subsystem with Hilbert space H 1. For

this we propose the following. Let fjq2ig be a (generalized) orthonorm albasis ofH 2

(playing therole,say,oftheeigenbasisoftheposition representation).Foreach choice

ofjq2i,the (partial)scalarproduct hq2j i,taken in H 2,isa vector belonging to H 1.

Regarding jq2iasrandom ,weareled to considertherandom vector	 1 2 H 1 given by

	 1 = N hQ 2j i (4)

where N = N ( ;Q 2) =

hQ 2j i


�1 is the norm alizing factor and jQ 2i is a random

elem entofthebasisfjq2ig,chosen with thequantum distribution

P(Q 2 = q2)=

hq2j i


2: (5)

W ereferto 	 1 astheconditionalwave function [6]ofsystem 1.Notethat	 1 becom es

doubly random when we startwith a random wave function in H 1 
 H 2 instead ofa

�xed one.

The distribution of	 1 corresponding to (4) and (5) is given by the probability

m easureon S (H 1),

�1(d 1)= P(	 1 2 d 1)=
X

q2


hq2j i


2�

�
 1 � N ( ;q2)hq2j i

�
d 1; (6)

where �( � �)d denotesthe \delta" m easure concentrated at�. W hile the density

m atrix ��1 associated with �1 alwaysequalsthe reduced density m atrix �red1 ofsystem

1,given by

�
red
1 = tr2j ih j=

X

q2

hq2j ih jq2i; (7)

the m easure �1 itselfusually depends on the choice ofthe basis fjq2ig. It turns out,

nevertheless,aswepointoutin Section 5.1,that�1(d 1)isa universalfunction of�red1
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in the specialcase that system 2 is large and  is typical(with respect to the uni-

form distribution on allwavefunctionswith thesam ereduced density m atrix),nam ely

GAP(�red1 ). ThusGAP(�)hasa distinguished,universalstatusam ong allprobability

m easureson S (H )with density m atrix �.

To further support our claim that GAP(��) is the right m easure for ��,we shall

regard,as is usually done,the system described by �� as coupled to a (very large)

heat bath. The interaction between the heat bath and the system is assum ed to be

(in som e suitable sense) negligible. W e willargue that ifthe wave function  ofthe

com bined \system plusbath"hasm icrocanonicaldistribution uE ;�,then thedistribution

ofthe conditionalwave function ofthe (sm all)system isapproxim ately GAP(��);see

Section 4.

Indeed,a strongerstatem entistrue.Aswe argue in Section 5.2,even fora typical

�xed m icrocanonicalwave function  ofthe com posite,i.e.,one typicalfor uE ;�,the

conditionalwavefunction ofthesystem ,de�ned in (4),isthen approxim ately GAP(��)-

distributed,for a typicalbasis fjq2ig. This is related to the fact that for a typical

m icrocanonicalwave function  ofthe com posite the reduced density m atrix for the

system is approxim ately �� [7,21]. Note that the analogous statem ent in classical

m echanicswould bewrong:fora �xed phase point� ofthecom posite,beittypicalor

atypical,thephasepointofthesystem could neverberandom ,butratherwould m erely

bethepartof� belonging to thesystem .

The rem ainder ofthis paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we de�ne the

m easure GAP(�)and obtain severalwaysofwriting it.In Section 3 we describe som e

naturalm athem aticalproperties ofthese m easures,and suggest thatthese properties

uniquely characterizethem easures.In Section 4 wearguethatGAP(��)representsthe

canonicalensem ble. In Section 5 we outline the proofthatGAP(�)isthe distribution

ofthe conditionalwave function for m ost wave functions in H 1 
 H 2 with reduced

density m atrix � ifsystem 2 islarge,and show thatGAP(��)isthetypicaldistribution

ofthe conditionalwave function arising from a �xed m icrocanonicalwave function of

a system in contact with a heat bath. In Section 6 we discuss other m easures that

have been orm ightbe considered asthe therm alequilibrium distribution ofthe wave

function.Finally,in Section 7 wecom puteexplicitly thedistribution ofthecoe�cients

ofa GAP(��)-distributed state vector in the sim plest possible exam ple,the two-level

system .

2 D e�nition ofGAP(�)

In thissection,wede�ne,forany given density m atrix � on a (separable)Hilbertspace

H ;theGaussian adjusted projected m easureGAP(�)on S (H ).Thisde�nition m akes
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useoftwo auxiliary m easures,G(�)and GA(�),de�ned asfollows.

G(�)istheGaussian m easure on H with covariancem atrix � (and m ean 0).M ore

explicitly,letfjnigbean orthonorm albasisofeigenvectorsof� and pn thecorresponding

eigenvalues,

� =
X

n

pn jnihnj: (8)

Such a basis exists because � has �nite trace. Let Zn be a sequence ofindependent

com plex-valued random variableshaving a (rotationally sym m etric)Gaussian distribu-

tion in C with m ean 0 and variance

EjZnj
2 = pn (9)

(where E m eans expectation), i.e., ReZn and Im Zn are independent realGaussian

variableswith m ean zero and variance pn=2. W e de�ne G(�)to be the distribution of

therandom vector

	 G :=
X

n

Znjni: (10)

Notethat	 G isnotnorm alized,i.e.,itdoesnotlie in S (H ).In orderthat	 G lie in

H atall,weneed thatthesequenceZn besquare-sum m able,
P

n
jZnj

2 < 1 .Thatthis

isalm ostsurely thecasefollowsfrom thefactthatE
P

n
jZnj

2 is�nite.In fact,

E

X

n

jZnj
2 =

X

n

EjZnj
2 =

X

n

pn = tr� = 1: (11)

M oregenerally,weobservethatforany m easure� on H with (m ean 0 and)covariance

given by thetraceclassoperatorC,
Z

H

�(d )j ih j= C ;

wehavethat,fora random vector	 with distribution �,Ek	k 2 = trC.

Italso followsthat	 G alm ostsurely liesin thepositive spectralsubspace of�,the

closed subspace spanned by those jni with pn 6= 0,or,equivalently, the orthogonal

com plem entofthekernelof�;weshallcallthissubspacesupport(�).Notefurtherthat,

since G(�)isthe Gaussian m easure with covariance �,itdoesnotdepend (in the case

ofdegenerate�)on thechoiceofthebasisfjnig am ong theeigenbasesof�,butonly on

�.

Since we wanta m easure on S (H )while G(�)isnotconcentrated on S (H )but

rather is spread out,it would be naturalto project G(�) to S (H ). However,since

projecting to S (H )changesthecovarianceofa m easure,aswewillpointoutin detail

in Section 3.1,we introduce an adjustm ent factor that exactly com pensates for the

7



changeofcovariancedueto projection.W ethusde�netheadjusted Gaussian m easure

GA(�)on H by

GA(�)(d )= k k2 G(�)(d ): (12)

SinceEk	 G k2 = 1 by (11),GA(�)isa probability m easure.

Let	 G A be a GA(�)-distributed random vector. W e de�ne GAP(�)to be the dis-

tribution of

	 G A P :=
	 G A

k	 G Ak
= P(	 G A) (13)

with P theprojection to theunitsphere(i.e.,thenorm alization ofa vector),

P :H nf0g! S (H ); P( )= k k�1  : (14)

Putting (13)di�erently,fora subsetB � S (H ),

GAP(�)(B )= GA(�)(R+ B )=

Z

R
+ B

G(�)(d )k k2 (15)

whereR + B denotestheconethrough B .M oresuccinctly,

GAP(�)= P�
�
GA(�)

�
= GA(�)� P

�1
: (16)

whereP� denotestheaction ofP on m easures.

M ore generally,one can de�ne forany m easure � on H the \adjust-and-project"

procedure:letA(�)betheadjusted m easureA(�)(d )= k k2�(d );then theadjusted-

and-projected m easureisP�
�
A(�)

�
= A(�)� P�1 ,thusde�ning a m apping P� � A from

them easureson H with
R
�(d )k k2 = 1 to theprobability m easureson S (H ).W e

then havethatGAP(�)= P�
�
A(G(�))

�
.

W e rem ark that	 G A P ,too,liesin support(�)alm ostsurely,and thatP(	G )does

nothavedistribution GAP(�)| norcovariance� (seeSect.3.1).

W ecan bem oreexplicitin thecasethat� has�niterankk = dim support(�),e.g.for

�nite-dim ensionalH :then thereexistsa Lebesguevolum em easure� on support(�)=

C
k,and wecan specify thedensitiesofG(�)and GA(�),

dG(�)

d�
( )=

1

�k det�+
exp(�h j��1+ j i); (17a)

dGA(�)

d�
( )=

k k2

�k det�+
exp(�h j��1+ j i); (17b)

with �+ therestriction of� to support(�).Sim ilarly,wecan expressGAP(�)relativeto
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the(2k� 1){dim ensionalsurfacem easureu on S (support(�)),

dGAP(�)

du
( )=

1

�k det�+

1Z

0

drr
2k�1

r
2exp(�r2h j��1+ j i)= (18a)

=
k!

2�k det�+
h j��1+ j i�k�1 : (18b)

W enotethat

GAP(�E ;�)= uE ;�; (19)

where�E � isthem icrocanonicaldensitym atrixgiven in(2)anduE � isthem icrocanonical

m easure.

3 Properties ofGAP(�)

In thissection weprovethefollowing propertiesofGAP(�):

Property 1 The density m atrix associated with GAP(�)in the sense of (1)is�,i.e.,

�G A P (�) = �.

Property 2 Theassociation � 7! GAP(�)is covariant:Forany unitary operatorU on

H ,

U�GAP(�)= GAP(U�U�) (20)

whereU � = U �1 istheadjointofU andU� istheaction ofU on m easures,U�� = �� U�1 .

In particular,GAP(�)isstationary underany unitary evolution thatpreserves�.

Property 3 If	2 H 1 
 H 2 hasdistribution GAP(�1 
 �2)then,forany basisfjq2ig

ofH 2,theconditionalwavefunction 	 1 hasdistribution GAP(�1).(\GAP ofa product

density m atrix hasGAP m arginal.")

W e willreferto the property expressed in Property 3 by saying thatthe fam ily of

GAP m easuresishereditary.W enotethatwhen 	2 H 1
 H 2 hasdistribution GAP(�)

and � isnota tensorproduct,thedistribution of	1 need notbeGAP(�red1 )(aswewill

show aftertheproofofProperty 3).

Before establishing these propertiesletusform ulate whatthey say aboutourcan-

didate GAP(��) for the canonicaldistribution. As a consequence ofProperty 1,the

density m atrix arising from � = GAP(��)in the sense of(1)isthe density m atrix ��.

AsaconsequenceofProperty 2,GAP(��)isstationary,i.e.,invariantundertheunitary

tim eevolution generated by H .Asa consequence ofProperty 3,if	2 H = H 1 
 H 2

hasdistribution GAP(�H ;H ;�)and system s1and 2aredecoupled,H = H 1
 I2+ I1
 H 2,

9



where Ii isthe identity on H i,then the conditionalwave function 	 1 ofsystem 1 has

a distribution (in H 1)ofthe sam e kind with the sam e inverse tem perature �,nam ely

GAP(�H 1;H 1;�).This�tswellwith ourclaim thatGAP(��)isthetherm alequilibrium

distribution sinceonewould expectthatifa system isin therm alequilibrium atinverse

tem perature� then so areitssubsystem s.

W e conjecture that the fam ily ofGAP m easures is the only fam ily ofm easures

satisfying Properties 1{3. This conjecture is form ulated in detail,and established for

suitably continuousfam iliesofm easures,in Section 6.2.

Thefollowinglem m a,proven in Section 3.3,isconvenientforshowingthatarandom

wavefunction isGAP-distributed:

Lem m a 1 Let
 bea m easurablespace,� a probabilitym easureon 
,and 	:
! H

a Hilbert-space-valued function. If	(!)isG(�)-distributed with respectto �(d!),then

	(!)=k	(!)k isGAP(�)-distributed with respectto k	(!)k 2�(d!).

3.1 T he D ensity M atrix

In this subsection we establish Property 1. W e then add a rem ark on the covariance

m atrix.

ProofofProperty 1.From (1)we�nd that

�G A P (�) =

Z

S (H )

GAP(�)(d )j ih j= E

�

j	 G A P ih	 G A P j

�

=

(13)
= E

�

k	 G Ak�2 j	 G Aih	 G Aj

�

=

Z

H

GA(�)(d )k k�2 j ih j=

(12)
=

Z

H

G(�)(d )j ih j= �

because
R

H
G(�)(d )j ih jis the covariance m atrix ofG(�),which is�. (A num ber

abovean equalsign refersto theequation used to obtain theequality.) �

R em ark on the covariance m atrix.Theequation �G A P (�) = � can beunderstood as

expressing thatGAP(�)and G(�)havethesam ecovariance.Fora probability m easure

� on H with m ean 0 thatneed notbeconcentrated on S (H ),thecovariancem atrix

C� isgiven by

C� =

Z

H

�(d�)j�ih�j: (21)

10



Suppose we wantto obtain from � a probability m easure on S (H )having the sam e

covariance. The projection P�� of� to S (H ),de�ned by P��(B ) = �(R+ B ) for

B � S (H ),isnotwhatwewant,asithascovariance

CP�� =

Z

S (H )

P��(d )j ih j=

Z

H

�(d�)k�k�2 j�ih�j6= C�:

However,P�
�
A(�)

�
doesthejob:ithasthesam ecovariance.Asa consequence,a nat-

urally distinguished m easureon S (H )with given covarianceistheGaussian adjusted

projected m easure,theGAP m easure,with thegiven covariance.

3.2 GAP(�)is C ovariant

W eestablish Property 2 and then discussin m oregeneralterm sunderwhich conditions

a m easureon S (H )isstationary.

ProofofProperty2.Underaunitarytransform ation U,aGaussian m easurewith covari-

ancem atrix C transform sintoonewith covariancem atrix UCU �.SincekU k2 = k k2,

GA(C)transform sintoGA(UCU �);thatis,U	 G A
C and 	 G A

U C U � areequalin distribution,

and sincekU	 G A
C k = k	 G A

C k,wehavethatU	 G A P
C and 	 G A P

U C U � areequalin distribution.

In other words,GAP(C)transform s into GAP(UCU �),which is what we claim ed in

(20). �

3.2.1 Stationarity

In thissubsection we discussa criterion forstationarity underthe evolution generated

byH =
P

n
E n jnihnj.Considerthefollowingpropertyofasequenceofcom plex random

variablesZn:

ThephasesZn=jZnj,when they exist,areindependentofthem odulijZnj

and ofeach other,and areuniform ly distributed on S1 = fei� :� 2 Rg:
(22)

(The phase Zn=jZnjexistswhen Zn 6= 0.) Condition (22)im pliesthatthe distribution

ofthe random vector 	 =
P

n
Znjni isstationary,since Zn(t)= exp(�iE nt=~)Zn(0).

Notealso that(22)im pliesthatthedistribution hasm ean 0.

W e show that the Zn = hnj	 G A P i have property (22). To begin with,the Zn =

hnj	 G i obviously have this property since they are independent Gaussian variables.

Since the density ofGA(�)relative to G(�)isa function ofthe m odulialone,also the

Zn = hnj	 G Aisatisfy (22).Finally,sincethejhnj	 G A P ijarefunctionsofthejhnj	 G Aij

while the phases of the hnj	 G A P i equalthe phases of the hnj	 G Ai, also the Zn =

hnj	 G A P isatisfy (22).
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W ewould liketoadd that(22)isnotm erely asu�cient,butalsoalm ostanecessary

condition (and m orally a necessary condition) for stationarity. Since for any 	,the

m odulijZnj= jhnj	ijareconstantsofthem otion,theevolution of	 takesplacein the

(possibly in�nite-dim ensional)torus

n X

n

jZnje
i�n jni:0� �n < 2�

o
�=

Y

n:Zn 6= 0

S
1
; (23)

contained in S (H ).Independentuniform phasescorrespond totheuniform m easure�

on
Q

n
S1.� istheonly stationary m easureifthem otion on

Q

n
S1 isuniquely ergodic,

and this is the case whenever the spectrum fE ng ofH is linearly independent over

therationalsQ,i.e.,when every �nite linearcom bination
P

n
rnE n ofeigenvalueswith

rationalcoe�cientsr n,notallofwhich vanish,isnonzero,see[2,24].

Thisistrue ofgeneric Ham iltonians,so that� isgenerically the unique stationary

distribution on the torus. But even when the spectrum ofH is linearly dependent,

e.g.when there are degenerate eigenvalues,and thus further stationary m easures on

the torus exist,these further m easures should not be relevant to therm alequilibrium

m easures,becauseoftheirinstability againstperturbationsofH [11,1].

The stationary m easure � on
Q

n
S1 corresponds,forgiven m odulijZnjor,equiva-

lently,by setting jZnj= p(E n)1=2 fora given probability m easure p on the spectrum of

H ,to a stationary m easure �p on S (H )thatisconcentrated on the em bedded torus

(23). The m easures �p are (forgeneric H )the extrem alstationary m easures,i.e.,the

extrem alelem entsoftheconvex setofstationary m easures,ofwhich allotherstationary

m easuresarem ixtures.

3.3 G A P M easures and G aussian M easures

Lem m a 1 is m ore orless im m ediate from the de�nition ofGAP(�). A m ore detailed

prooflookslikethis:

ProofofLem m a 1. By assum ption the distribution � � 	�1 of	 with respectto � is

G(�).Thusforthe distribution of	 with respectto � 0(d!)= k	(!)k 2�(d!),we have

�0� 	�1 (d )= k k2� � 	�1 (d )= k k2G(�)(d )= GA(�)(d ). Thus,P(	(!))has

distribution P�GA(�)= GAP(�). �

3.4 G eneralized B ases

W ehavealready rem arked in theintroduction thattheorthonorm albasisfjq2ig ofH 2,

used in thede�nition oftheconditionalwavefunction,could beageneralized basis,such

12



asa \continuous" basis,forwhich itisappropriateto write

I2 =

Z

dq2jq2ihq2j

instead ofthe\discrete" notation

I2 =
X

q2

jq2ihq2j

weused in (4){(7).

W ewish to elucidate thisfurther.A generalized orthonorm albasisfjq2i:q2 2 Q 2g

indexed by the set Q 2 is m athem atically de�ned by a unitary isom orphism H 2 !

L2(Q 2;dq2),wheredq2 denotesam easureonQ 2.W ecan thinkofQ 2 asthecon�guration

space ofsystem 2;asa typicalexam ple,system 2 m ay consistofN 2 particlesin a box

� � R
3,so that its con�guration space is Q 2 = �N 2 with dq2 the Lebesgue m easure

(which can beregarded asobtained by com bining N 2 copiesofthevolum e m easure on

R
3).4 Theform alketjq2ithen m eansthedeltafunction centered atq2;itistobetreated

as(though strictly speaking itisnot)an elem entofH 2.

Thede�nition oftheconditionalwavefunction 	 1 then readsasfollows:Thevector

 2 H 1 
 H 2 can beregarded,using theisom orphism H 2 ! L2(Q 2;dq2),asa function

 :Q 2 ! H 1.Eq.(4)isto beunderstood asm eaning

	 1 = N  (Q 2) (24)

where

N = N ( ;Q 2)=

 (Q 2)


�1

is the norm alizing factor and Q 2 is a random point in Q 2,chosen with the quantum

distribution

P(Q 2 2 dq2)=

 (q2)


2dq2; (25)

which ishow (5)isto beunderstood in thissetting.As isde�ned only up to changes

on a nullset in Q 2,	 1 m ay not be de�ned for a particular Q 2. Its distribution in

H 1, however, is de�ned unam biguously by (24). In the m ost fam iliar setting with

H 1 = L2(Q 1;dq1),wehavethat( (Q 2))(q1)=  (q1;Q 2).

Inthefollowing,wewillallow generalized basesandusecontinuousinstead ofdiscrete

notation,and sethQ 2j i=  (Q 2).
4In fact,in theoriginalde�nition oftheconditionalwavefunction in [6],q2 wassupposed to bethe

con�guration,corresponding to the positionsofthe particlesbelonging to system 2. Forourpurposes

here,however,the physicalm eaning ofthe q2 isirrelevant,so thatany generalized orthonorm albasis

ofH 2 can be used.
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3.5 D istribution ofthe W ave Function ofa Subsystem

ProofofProperty 3.Theproofisdivided into foursteps.

Step 1.W ecan assum ethat	= P(	 G A)where	 G A isaGA(�)-distributed random

vectorin H = H 1 
 H 2.W ethen havethat	 1 = P1
�
hQ 2j	i

�
= P1

�
hQ 2j	 G Ai

�
where

P1 isthenorm alization in H 1,and wherethedistribution ofQ 2,given 	 G A,is

P(Q 2 2 dq2j	
G A)=

khq2j	 G Aik2

k	 G Ak2
dq2:

	 G A and Q 2 havea jointdistribution given by thefollowing m easure� on H � Q2:

�(d � dq2)= khq2j ik
2
G(�)(d )dq2: (26)

Thus, what needs to be shown is that with respect to �, P1(hq2j i) is GAP(�1)-

distributed.

Step 2. If	 2 H 1 
 H 2 is G(�1 
 �2)-distributed and q2 2 Q 2 is �xed,then the

random vector f(q2)hq2j	i2 H 1 with f(q2)= hq2j�2jq2i
�1=2 isG(�1)-distributed. This

follows,m ore orless,from the factthata subset ofa setofjointly Gaussian random

variablesisalso jointly Gaussian,togetherwith the observation thatthe covariance of

hq2j	iis
Z

H

G(�1 
 �1)(d )hq2j ih jq2i= hq2j�1 
 �2jq2i= �1hq2j�2jq2i:

M ore explicitly,pick an orthonorm albasis fjniig ofH i consisting ofeigenvectors of

�i with eigenvalues p(i)ni,and note that the vectors jn1;n2i := jn1i
 jn2i form an or-

thonorm albasisofH = H 1
 H 2 consisting ofeigenvectorsof�1
 �2 with eigenvalues

pn1;n2 = p
(1)
n1 p

(2)
n2 .Sincetherandom variablesZn1;n2 := hn1;n2j	iareindependentGaus-

sian random variables with m ean zero and variances EjZn1;n2j
2 = pn1;n2,so are their

linearcom binations

Z(1)n1 := hn1jf(q2)	(q2)i= f(q2)
X

n2

hq2jn2iZn1;n2

with variances(becausevariancesadd when adding independentGaussian random vari-

ables)

EjZ(1)n1j
2 = f

2(q2)
X

n2

�
�hq2jn2i

�
�2EjZn1;n2j

2 = p
(1)
n1

P

n2
jhq2jn2ij

2p
(2)
n2

hq2j�2jq2i
= p

(1)
n1
:

Thusf(q2)hq2j	iisG(� 1)-distributed,which com pletesstep 2.

14



Step 3.If	 2 H 1 
 H 2 isG(�1 
 �2)-distributed and Q 2 2 Q 2 israndom with any

distribution,then the random vectorf(Q 2)hQ 2j	iisG(� 1)-distributed.Thisisa trivial

consequence ofstep 2.

Step4.ApplyLem m a1asfollows.Let
= H � Q 2,	(!)= 	( ;q 2)= f(q2)hq2j i,

and �(d � dq2)= G(�)(d )hq2j�2jq2idq2 (which m eansthatq2 and  areindependent).

By step 3,the hypothesis ofLem m a 1 (for � = �1) is satis�ed,and thus P1(	) =

P1(hq2j i)isGAP(�1)-distributed with respectto

k	(!)k 2
�(d!)= f

2(q2)khq2j ik
2
G(�)(d )hq2j�2jq2idq2 = �(d!);

where we have used thatf2(q2)= hq2j�2jq2i
�1 . Butthisis,according to step 1,what

weneeded to show. �

To verify thestatem entafterProperty 3,considerthedensity m atrix � = j�ih�jfor

a purestate� oftheform �=
P

n

p
pn  n 
 �n,wheref ng and f�ng arerespectively

orthonorm albasesforH 1 and H 2 and the pn are nonnegative with
P

n
pn = 1. Then

a GAP(�)-distributed random vector 	 coincides with � up to a random phase,and

so �red1 =
P

n
pn j nih nj. Choosing forfjq2ig the basisf�ng,the distribution of	 1 is

notGAP(�red1 )butratherisconcentrated on theeigenvectorsof�red1 .W hen thepn are

pairwise-distinctthism easureisthem easureE IG(�red1 )wede�nein Section 6.1.1.

4 M icrocanonical D istribution for a Large System

Im pliesthe D istribution GAP(��)for a Subsystem

InthissectionweuseProperty3,i.e.,thefactthatGAP m easuresarehereditary,toshow

thatGAP(��)isthe distribution ofthe conditionalwave function ofa system coupled

toa heatbath when thewavefunction ofthecom positeisdistributed m icrocanonically,

i.e.,according to uE ;�.

Considera system with HilbertspaceH 1 coupled to a heatbath with Hilbertspace

H 2. Suppose the com posite system hasa random wave function 	 2 H = H 1 
 H 2

whosedistributionism icrocanonical,uE ;�.Assum efurtherthatthecouplingisnegligibly

sm all,so thatwecan writefortheHam iltonian

H = H 1 
 I2 + I1 
 H 2; (27)

and thattheheatbath islarge(so thattheenergy levelsofH 2 arevery close).

Itisa wellknown factthatform acroscopicsystem sdi�erentequilibrium ensem bles,

forexam plethem icrocanonicaland thecanonical,giveapproxim ately thesam eanswer

forappropriate quantities. By thisequivalence ofensem bles [17],we should have that
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�E ;� � �� forsuitable � = �(E ). Then,since GAP(�)dependscontinuously on �,we

have thatuE ;� = GAP(�E ;�)� GAP(��). Thus we should have thatthe distribution

ofthe conditionalwave function 	 1 ofthe system isapproxim ately the sam e aswould

beobtained when 	 isGAP(� �)-distributed.Butsince,by (27),the canonicaldensity

m atrix isthen oftheform

�� = �H ;H ;� = �H 1;H 1;� 
 �H 2;H 2;� ; (28)

we have by Property 3 that 	 1 is approxim ately GAP(�H 1;H 1;�)-distributed,which is

whatwewanted to show.

5 Typicality ofG A P M easures

Theprevioussection concernsthedistribution oftheconditionalwavefunction 	 1 aris-

ing from the m icrocanonicaldistribution ofthe wave function ofthe com posite. It

concerns,in otherwords,a random wavefunction ofthecom posite.Theresultthereis

theanalogue,on thelevelofm easureson Hilbertspace,ofthewellknown resultthatif

a m icrocanonicaldensity m atrix (2)isassum ed forthecom posite,the reduced density

m atrix �red1 ofthe system ,de�ned asthe partialtrace tr2�E ;�,iscanonicalifthe heat

bath islarge[13].

Asindicated in the introduction,a strongerstatem entaboutthe canonicaldensity

m atrix is in fact true,nam ely that for a �xed (nonrandom ) wave function  ofthe

com posite which istypicalwith respectto uE ;�,�red1 � �H 1;H 1;� when the heatbath is

large (see [7,21];fora rigorousstudy ofspecialcasesofa sim ilarquestion,see [22]).5

This stronger statem ent willbe used in Section 5.2 to show that a sim ilar statem ent

holdsforthedistribution of	 1 aswell,nam ely thatitisapproxim ately GAP(�H 1;H 1;�)-

distributed for a typical�xed  2 H E ;� and basis fjq2ig ofH 2. But we m ust �rst

considerthedistribution of	 1 fora typical 2 H .

5.1 Typicality of G A P M easures for a Subsystem of a Large

System

In thissection wearguethatfora typicalwavefunction ofa big system theconditional

wave function ofa sm allsubsystem is approxim ately GAP-distributed,�rst giving a

precise form ulation ofthis result and then sketching its proof. W e give the detailed

proofin [8].
5Itisa consequence ofthe resultsin [19]thatwhen dim H 2 ! 1 ,the reduced density m atrix be-

com esproportionalto theidentity on H 1 fortypicalwavefunctionsrelativeto theuniform distribution

on S (H )(corresponding to uE ;� forE = 0 and H = 0).
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5.1.1 Statem ent ofthe R esult

Let H = H 1 
 H 2,where H 1 and H 2 have respective dim ensions k and m ,with

k < m < 1 .Forany given density m atrix �1 on H 1,considertheset

R (�1)=
�
 2 S (H ):�red1 ( )= �1

	
; (29)

where�red1 ( )= tr2j ih jisthereduced density m atrix forthewavefunction  .There

isa naturalnotion of(norm alized)uniform m easure u�1 on R (�1);we give itsprecise

de�nition in Section 5.1.3.

W e claim thatfor�xed k and large m ,the distribution �
 

1 ofthe conditionalwave

function 	 1 ofsystem 1,de�ned by (4) and (5) for a basis fjq2ig ofH 2,is close to

GAP(�1)fortheoverwhelm ing m ajority,relativetou�1,ofvectors 2 H with reduced

density m atrix �1.M oreprecisely:

Forevery "> 0 and every bounded continuousfunction f :S (H 1)! R,

u�1

n

 2 R (�1):
�
��

 

1(f)� GAP(�1)(f)
�
�< "

o

! 1 as m ! 1 ; (30)

regardlessofhow the basisfjq2ig ischosen.

Hereweusethenotation

�(f):=

Z

S (H )

�(d )f( ): (31)

5.1.2 M easure on H Versus D ensity M atrix

It is im portant to resist the tem ptation to translate u�1 into a density m atrix in H .

As m entioned in the introduction, to every probability m easure � on S (H ) there

correspondsa density m atrix �� in H ,given by (1),which containsalltheem pirically

accessible inform ation aboutan ensem ble with distribution �. It m ay therefore seem

a naturalstep to consider,instead ofthe m easure � = u�1,directly itsdensity m atrix

�� =
1

m
�1
 I2,whereI2 istheidentityon H 2.Butsinceourresultconcernspropertiesof

m ostwavefunctionsrelativeto�,itcannotbeform ulated in term softhedensity m atrix

��. In particular,the corresponding statem ent relative to anotherm easure �0 6= � on

S (H )with thesam edensity m atrix ��0 = �� could befalse.Notingthat�� hasabasis

ofeigenstatesthatareproductvectors,we could,forexam ple,take�0to bea m easure

concentrated on theseeigenstates.Forany such state ,� 1 isa delta-m easure.
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5.1.3 O utline ofProof

Theresultfollows,by (5),Lem m a1,and thecontinuity ofP�� A,from thecorresponding

statem entabouttheGaussian m easureG(�1)on H 1 with covariance�1:

Forevery "> 0 and every bounded continuousf :H 1 ! R,

u�1

n

 2 R (�1):
�
��� 1(f)� G(�1)(f)

�
�< "

o

! 1 as m ! 1 ; (32)

where �� 1 is the distribution of
p
m hQ 2j i2 H 1 (notnorm alized) with respectto the

uniform distribution ofQ 2 2 f1;:::;m g.

W esketch theproofof(32)and givethede�nition ofu�1.According to theSchm idt

decom position,every  2 H can bewritten in theform

 =
X

i

ci�i
 �i; (33)

wheref�ig isan orthonorm albasisofH 1,f�ig an orthonorm alsystem in H 2,and the

ci arecoe�cientswhich can beassum ed realand nonnegative.From (33)onereadso�

thereduced density m atrix ofsystem 1,

�
red
1 =

X

i

c
2
ij�iih�ij: (34)

Asthe reduced density m atrix isgiven,�red1 = �1,the orthonorm albasisf�ig and the

coe�cients c i are determ ined (when �1 is nondegenerate) as the eigenvectors and the

square-rootsofthe eigenvaluesof�1,and,R (�1)isin a naturalone-to-one correspon-

dence with the set O N S(H 2;k)ofallorthonorm alsystem s f�ig in H 2 ofcardinality

k. (If som e of the eigenvalues of �1 vanish, the one-to-one correspondence is with

O N S(H 2;k
0)where k0= dim support(�1).) The Haarm easure on the unitary group of

H 2 de�nes the uniform distribution on the set oforthonorm albases ofH 2,ofwhich

the uniform distribution on O N S(H 2;k) is a m arginal,and thus de�nes the uniform

distribution u�1 on R (�1).(W hen �1 isdegenerate,u�1 doesnotdepend upon how the

eigenvectors�i of�1 arechosen.)

The key idea forestablishing (32)from the Schm idtdecom position (33)isthis: �� 1
istheaverageofm delta m easureswith equalweights,�� 1 = m �1

P

q2
� 1(q2),located at

thepoints

 1(q2)=
kX

i= 1

ci
p
m hq2j�ii�i: (35)

Now regard  asrandom with distribution u�1;then the 1(q2)arem random vectors,

and �� 1 is theirem piricaldistribution. Ifthe m k coe�cients hq 2j�iiwere independent
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Gaussian (com plex) random variables with (m ean zero and) variance m �1 ,then the

 1(q2)would bem independentdrawingsofa G(�1)-distributed random vector;by the

weak law oflargenum bers,theirem piricaldistribution would usually becloseto G(�1);

in fact,theprobability that
�
��� 1(f)� G(�1)(f)

�
�< " would convergeto 1,asm ! 1 .

However,when f�ig isa random orthonorm alsystem with uniform distribution as

described above,theexpansion coe�cientshq 2j�iiin thedecom position ofthe�i’s

�i=
X

q2

hq2j�iijq2i (36)

willnotbeindependent| sincethe�i’sm ustbeorthogonaland sincek�ik = 1.Nonethe-

less,replacing thecoe�cientshq 2j�iiin (36)by independentGaussian coe�cientsa i(q2)

asdescribed above,weobtain a system ofvectors

�
0

i=
X

q2

ai(q2)jq2i (37)

that,in thelim itm ! 1 ,form a uniform ly distributed orthonorm alsystem :k�0ik ! 1

(by thelaw oflargenum bers)and h�0ij�
0

ji! 0fori6= j(sinceapairofrandom ly chosen

vectorsin a high-dim ensionalHilbertspace willtypically be alm ostorthogonal). This

com pletestheproof.

5.1.4 R eform ulation

W hile this result suggests that GAP(��) is the distribution ofthe conditionalwave

function ofasystem coupled toaheatbath when thewavefunction ofthecom positeisa

typical�xedm icrocanonicalwavefunction,belongingtoH E ;�,itdoesnotquiteim plyit.

ThereasonforthisisthatH E ;� hasm easure0withrespecttotheuniform distribution on

H ;even when thelatteris�nite-dim ensional.Nonetheless,thereisa sim ple corollary,

or reform ulation, ofthe result that willallow us to cope with m icrocanonicalwave

functions.

W e have indicated that for our result the choice ofbasis fjq2ig ofH 2 does not

m atter.In fact,while� 1,thedistribution oftheconditionalwavefunction 	 1 ofsystem

1,depends upon both  2 H and the choice ofbasis fjq2ig ofH 2,the distribution

of� 1 itself,when  isu�1-distributed,doesnotdepend upon the choice ofbasis. This

followsfrom thefactthatforany unitary U on H 2

hU �1
q2j i= hq2jI1 
 U i (38)

(and the invariance ofthe Haarm easure ofthe unitary group ofH 2 underleftm ulti-

plication). Itsim ilarly followsfrom (38)thatfor�xed  2 H ,the distribution of� 1
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arising from the uniform distribution � ofthe basisfjq2ig,in the setO N B (H 2)ofall

orthonorm albasesofH 2,isthesam easthedistribution of�
 

1 arising from theuniform

distribution u�1 of with a �xed basis(and thefactthattheHaarm easureisinvariant

underU 7! U �1 ).W ethushavethefollowing corollary:

Let  2 H and let �1 = tr2j ih jbe the corresponding reduced density m atrix for

system 1. Then for a typicalbasis fjq2ig ofH 2,the conditionalwave function 	 1 of

system 1 is approxim ately GAP(�1)-distributed when m is large: For every " > 0 and

every bounded continuousfunction f :S (H 1)! R,

�

n

fjq2ig2 O N B (H 2):
�
��

 

1(f)� GAP(�1)(f)
�
�< "

o

! 1 as dim (H 2)! 1 : (39)

5.2 Typicality ofGAP(��) for a Subsystem ofa Large System

in the M icrocanonicalEnsem ble

Itisan im m ediate consequence ofthe resultofSection 5.1.4 thatforany �xed m icro-

canonicalwave function  fora system coupled to a (large)heatbath,theconditional

wave function 	 1 ofthe system willbe approxim ately GAP-distributed. W hen thisis

com bined with the\canonicaltypicality" described nearthebeginning ofSection 5,we

obtain thefollowing result:

Considera system with �nite-dim ensionalHilbertspace H 1 coupled to a heatbath with

�nite-dim ensionalHilbertspace H 2. Suppose thatthe coupling isweak,so thatwe can

writeH = H 1
 I2+ I1
 H 2 on H = H 1
 H 2,andthattheheatbath islarge,so thatthe

eigenvaluesofH 2 areclose.Then forany wavefunction  thatistypicalrelativeto the

m icrocanonicalm easure uE ;�,the distribution �
 

1 ofthe conditionalwave function 	 1,

de�ned by (4)and (5) for a typicalbasis fjq2ig ofthe heatbath,is close to GAP(��)

for suitable � = �(E ), where �� = �H 1;H 1;�. In other words,in the therm odynam ic

lim it,in which the volum e V ofthe heatbath and dim (H 2)go to in�nity and E =V = e

is constant, we have that for all";� > 0, and for allbounded continuous functions

f :S (H 1)! R,

uE ;� � �

n

( ;fjq2ig)2 S (H )� O N B (H 2):
�
��

 

1(f)� GAP(��)(f)
�
�< "

o

! 1 (40)

where � = �(e).

W e note that iffjq2ig were an energy eigenbasis rather than a typicalbasis,the

resultwould befalse.
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6 R em arks

6.1 O ther C andidates for the C anonicalD istribution

W e review in thissection otherdistributionsthathave been,orm ay be,considered as

possiblecandidatesforthedistribution ofthewavefunction ofasystem from acanonical

ensem ble.

6.1.1 A D istribution on the Eigenvectors

One possibility,which goesback to von Neum ann [25,p.329],isto consider�(d )as

concentrated on theeigenvectorsof�;wedenotethisdistribution E IG(�)afterthe�rst

lettersof\eigenvector";itisde�ned asfollows. Suppose �rstthat� isnondegenerate.

Toselectan E IG(�)-distributed vector,pickauniteigenvectorjni,sothat�jni= pnjni,

withprobabilitypn andrandom izeitsphase.Thisde�nitioncanbeextended inanatural

way to degenerate�:

E IG(�)=
X

p2spec(�)

p dim H p uS (H p); (41)

whereH p denotestheeigenspaceof� associated with eigenvaluep.Them easureE IG(�)

is concentrated on the set
S

p
H p ofeigenvectors of�,which for the canonical� =

�H ;H ;� coincideswith thesetofeigenvectorsofH ;itisa m ixtureofthem icrocanonical

distributionsuS (H p)ontheeigenspacesofH inthesam ewayasinclassicalm echanicsthe

canonicaldistribution on phasespaceisa m ixtureofthem icrocanonicaldistributions.

Note that E IG(�E ;�) = uE ;�,and that in particular E IG(�E ;�) is not,when H is

nondegenerate,theuniform distribution �E ;� on theenergy eigenstateswith energiesin

[E ;E + �],againstwhich wehaveargued in theintroduction.

The distribution E IG(�)hasthe sam e propertiesasthose ofGAP(�)described in

Properties1{3,exceptwhen � isdegenerate:

Them easuresE IG(�)aresuchthat(a)theyhavetherightdensitym atrix:�E IG (�) =

�;(b)they are covariant: U�E IG(�)= E IG(U�U�);(c)they are hereditary atnonde-

generate�:when H = H 1
 H 2 and � isnondegenerateand uncorrelated,� = �1 
 �2,

then E IG(�)hasm arginal(i.e.,distribution oftheconditionalwavefunction)E IG(�1).

Proof. (a)and (b) are obvious. For(c) let,fori= 1;2,jnii be a basis consisting of

eigenvectors of�i with eigenvalues p(i)ni. Note thatthe tensorproductsjn1i
 jn2iare

eigenvectors of� with eigenvalues p(1)n1 p
(2)
n2 ,and by nondegeneracy alleigenvectors of�

areofthisform up to a phasefactor.Sincean E IG(�)-distributed random vector	 is

alm ostsurely an eigenvectorof�,wehave	= ei� jN 1ijN 2iwith random N 1,N 2,and �.
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Theconditionalwavefunction 	 1 is,up tothephase,theeigenvectorjN 1iof�1 occurring

asthe�rstfactorin 	.Theprobability ofobtaining N 1 = n1 is
P

n2
p
(1)
n1 p

(2)
n2 = p

(1)
n1 .

6 �

In contrast,for a degenerate � = �1 
 �2 the conditionalwave function need not

be E IG(�1)-distributed,asthe following exam ple shows. Suppose �1 and �2 are non-

degenerate but p(1)n1 p
(2)
n2 = p

(1)
m 1
p
(2)
m 2

for som e n1 6= m 1;then an E IG(�)-distributed 	,

whenever ithappensto be an eigenvector associated with eigenvalue p(1)n1 p
(2)
n2 ,isofthe

form cjn1ijn2i+ c0jm 1ijm 2i,alm ostsurely with nonvanishing coe�cientscand c 0;asa

consequence,theconditionalwavefunction isam ultipleofcjn1ihQ 2jn2i+ c0jm 1ihQ 2jm 2i,

which is,fortypicalQ 2 and unlessjn2iand jm 2ihavedisjointsupports,a nontrivialsu-

perposition ofeigenvectorsjn1i,jm 1iwith di�erenteigenvalues| and thuscannotarise

from theE IG(�1)distribution.7

Note also that E IG(�) is discontinuous as a function of� at every degenerate �;

in otherwords,E IG(�H ;H ;�)is,like �E ;�,unstable againstsm allperturbationsofthe

Ham iltonian. (And,as with �E ;�,thisfact,quite independently ofthe considerations

on behalfofGAP-m easures in Sections4 and 5,suggests againstusing E IG(��)asa

therm alequilibrium distribution.) M oreover,E IG(�)ishighly concentrated,generically

on a one-dim ensionalsubsetofS (H ),and in the case ofa �nite-dim ensionalHilbert

spaceH failsto beabsolutely continuousrelativetotheuniform distribution uS (H ) on

theunitsphere.

Forfurtherdiscussion offam ilies�(�)ofm easuressatisfying theanaloguesofProp-

erties1{3,seeSection 6.2.

6.1.2 A n Extrem alD istribution

Hereisanotherdistribution on H associated with thedensity m atrix�.Lettherandom

vector	 be

	=
X

p2spec(�)

p
p	 p; (42)

the 	 p being independentrandom vectorswith distributionsuS (H p).In case alleigen-

values are nondegenerate,this m eans the coe�cients Z n of	,	 =
P

n
Znjni,have

independentuniform phasesbut�xed m odulijZ nj=
p
pn| in sharp contrastwith the

m oduliwhen 	 isGAP(�)-distributed.And in contrastto them easureE IG(�)consid-

ered in theprevioussubsection,theweightspn in thedensity m atrix now com efrom the
6Therelevantcondition for(c)followsfrom nondegeneracybutisweaker:itisthattheeigenvaluesof

�1 and �2 arem ultiplicatively independent,in thesensethatp
(1)
n1
p
(2)
n2

= p
(1)
m 1
p
(2)
m 2

can occuronly trivially,

i.e.,when p
(1)
n1

= p
(1)
m 1

and p
(2)
n2

= p
(2)
m 2
.In particular,the nondegeneracy of�1 and �2 isirrelevant.

7A propertyweakerthan (c)doeshold forE IG (�)alsoin thecaseofthedegeneracyof� = �1
 �2:if

theorthonorm albasisfjq2ig used in thede�nition ofconditionalwavefunction consistsofeigenvectors

of�2,then the distribution ofthe conditionalwavefunction isE IG (�1).
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�xed sizeofthecoe�cientsof	when itisdecom posed intotheeigenvectorsof�,rather

than from theprobability with which theseeigenvectorsarechosen.Thism easure,too,

is stationary under any unitary evolution that leaves � invariant. In particular,it is

stationary in thetherm alcase� = �H ;H ;�,and forgeneric H itisan extrem alstation-

ary m easure ascharacterized in Section 3.2.1;in factitis,in the notation ofthe last

paragraph ofSection 3.2.1,�p with p(E n)= (1=Z)exp(��En).

Thism easure,too,ishighly concentrated:ForaHilbertspaceH of�nitedim ension

k,itissupported by a subm anifold ofrealdim ension 2k� m wherem isthenum berof

distincteigenvaluesofH ,hencegenerically itissupported by a subm anifold ofjusthalf

thedim ension ofH .

6.1.3 T he D istribution ofG uerra and Lo�redo

In [10], Guerra and Lo�redo consider the canonicaldensity m atrix �� for the one-

dim ensionalharm onic oscillator and want to associate with it a di�usion process on

therealline,using stochasticm echanics[18,9].Sincestochasticm echanicsassociatesa

processwitheverywavefunction,theyachievethisby�ndingam easure�� onS (L2(R))

whosedensity m atrix is��.

They propose the following m easure ��,supported by coherentstates. W ith every

point(q;p)in theclassicalphasespaceR 2 oftheharm onicoscillatorthereisassociated

a coherentstate

 q;p(x)= (2��2)�1=4 exp

�

�
(x � q)2

4�2
+
i

~
xp�

i

2~
pq

�

(43)

with �2 = ~=2m !,thusde�ning a m apping C :R 2 ! S (L2(R)),C(q;p)=  q;p. Let

H (q;p) = p2=2m + 1

2
m !2q2 be the classicalHam iltonian function,and consider the

classicalcanonicaldistribution atinverse tem perature�0,

�
class
�0 (dq� dp)=

1

Z 0
e
�� 0H (q;p)

dqdp; Z
0=

Z

R
2

dqdpe
�� 0H (q;p)

: (44)

Let�0= e�~! �1

~!
:Then �� = C��

class
�0 isthe distribution on coherentstatesarising from

�class
�0

.Thedensity m atrix of�� is�� [10].

Thism easureisconcentrated on a 2-dim ensionalsubm anifold ofS (L2(R)),nam ely

on thesetofcoherentstates(theim ageofC).Notealsothatnotevery density m atrix �

on L2(R)can ariseasthedensity m atrix ofa distribution on thesetofcoherentstates;

forexam ple,a purestate� = j ih jcan arisein thisway ifand only if isa coherent

state.
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6.1.4 T he D istribution M axim izing an Entropy Functional

In a sim ilar spirit,one m ay consider, on a �nite-dim ensionalHilbert space H ,the

distribution (d )= f( )uS (H )(d )thatm axim izestheGibbsentropy functional

G [f]= �

Z

S (H )

u(d ) f( )logf( ) (45)

underthe constraintsthat be a probability distribution with m ean 0 and covariance

�H ;H ;�:

f � 0 (46a)
Z

S (H )

u(d )f( )= 1 (46b)

Z

S (H )

u(d )f( )j i= 0 (46c)

Z

S (H )

u(d )f( )j ih j= �H ;H ;� : (46d)

A standard calculation using Lagrangem ultipliersleadsto

f( )= exph jLj i (47)

with L a self-adjoint m atrix determ ined by (46b) and (46d);com parison with (18b)

showsthat isnota GAP m easure.(W erem ark,however,thatanotherGibbsentropy

functional,G 0[f]= �
R

H
�(d )f( )logf( ),based on the Lebesgue m easure � on

H instead ofuS (H ),is m axim ized, under the constraints that the m ean be 0 and

the covariance be �,by the Gaussian m easure,f( )�(d )= G(�)(d ).) There is no

apparentreason why thefam ily of m easuresshould behereditary.

The situation is di�erent for the m icrocanonicalensem ble: here,the distribution

uE ;� = GAP(�E ;�)thatwe propose isin factthe m axim izer ofthe appropriate Gibbs

entropy functionalG 00.W hich functionalisthat? Since any m easure (d )on S (H )

whosecovariancem atrixistheprojection �E ;� = const:1[E ;E + �](H )m ustbeconcentrated

on the subspace H E ;� and thus cannot be absolutely continuous (possess a density)

relativeto uS (H ),weconsiderinstead itsdensity relativeto uS (H E ;�)
= uE ;�,thatis,we

consider(d )= f( )uE ;�(d )and set

G
00[f]= �

Z

S (H E ;�)

uE ;�(d )f( )logf( ): (48)
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Undertheconstraintsthattheprobability m easure havem ean 0 and covariance�E ;�,

G
00[f]ism axim ized by f � 1,or = uE ;�;in facteven withoutthe constraintson ,

G
00[f]ism axim ized by f � 1.

6.1.5 T he D istribution ofB rody and H ughston

Brody and Hughston [5]haveproposed thefollowing distribution � to describetherm al

equilibrium . They observe thatthe projective space arising from a �nite-dim ensional

Hilbertspace,endowed with thedynam icsarisingfrom theunitary dynam icson Hilbert

space,can be regarded as a classicalHam iltonian system with Ham iltonian function

H (C ) = h jH j i=h j i(and sym plectic form arising from the Hilbert space struc-

ture).They then de�ne� to betheclassicalcanonicaldistribution ofthisHam iltonian

system ,i.e.,tohavedensity proportionalto exp(��H (C ))relativeto theuniform vol-

um em easureon theprojectivespace(which can beobtained from thesym plectic form

or,alternatively,from uS (H ) by projection from the sphere to the projective space).

However,this distribution leads to a density m atrix,di�erent from the usualone ��
given by (3),thatdoesnotdescribethecanonicalensem ble.

6.2 A U niqueness R esult for GAP(�)

AsE IG(�)isafam ily ofm easuressatisfyingProperties1{3form ostdensity m atrices�,

thequestion ariseswhetherthereisany fam ily ofm easures,besidesGAP(�),satisfying

thesepropertiesforalldensity m atrices.W eexpectthattheanswerisno,and form ulate

thefollowinguniquenessconjecture:Given,foreveryHilbertspaceH and everydensity

m atrix � on H ,a probability m easure �(�)on S (H )such thatProperties1{3 rem ain

true when GAP(�) is replaced by �(�), then �(�) = GAP(�). In other words, we

conjecturethat� = GAP(�)istheonly hereditary covariantinverse of(1).

Thisisin facttrue when we assum e in addition thatthe m apping � :� 7! �(�)is

suitably continuous. Here isthe argum ent: W hen � isa m ultiple ofa projection,� =

(dim H
0)�1 PH 0 fora subspace H 0� H ,then �(�)m ustbe,by covariance U��(�)=

�(U�U�),the uniform distribution on S (H 0),and thus�(�)= GAP(�)in thiscase.

Considernow a com positeofasystem (system 1)and a largeheatbath (system 2)with

Hilbertspace H = H 1 
 H 2 and Ham iltonian H = H 1 
 I2 + I1 
 H 2,and consider

them icrocanonicaldensity m atrix �E ;� forthissystem .By equivalenceofensem bles,we

have forsuitable � > 0 that�E ;� � �H ;H ;� = �
(1)

�

 �

(2)

�
where �(i)

�
= �H i;H i;�. By the

continuity of� and GAP,

�
�
�
(1)

�

 �

(2)

�

�
� �(�E ;�)= GAP(�E ;�)� GAP(�(1)

�

 �

(2)

�
):
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Now consider,forawavefunction	withdistribution�
�
�
(1)

�

�

(2)

�

�
respectivelyGAP(�(1)

�



�
(2)

�
),the distribution ofthe conditionalwave function 	 1: by heredity,thisis�(�(1)

�
)

respectively GAP(�(1)
�
). Since the distribution of	 1 is a continuous function ofthe

distribution of	,wethushavethat�(� (1)

�
)� GAP(�(1)

�
).Sincewecan m akethedegree

ofapproxim ation arbitrarily good by m aking the heatbath su�ciently large,we m ust

havethat�(�(1)
�
)= GAP(�(1)

�
).Forany density m atrix � on H 1 thatdoesnothavezero

am ong itseigenvalues,there isan H 1 such that� = �
(1)

�
= Z �1 exp(��H 1)for� = 1,

and thuswehavethat�(�)= GAP(�)forsuch a �;sincethesearedense,wehavethat

�(�)= GAP(�)foralldensity m atrices� on H1.SinceH 1 isarbitrary wearedone.

6.3 D ynam ics ofthe C onditionalW ave Function

M arkov processesin Hilbertspace have long been considered (see [4]foran overview),

particularly di�usion processes and piecewise determ inistic (jum p) processes. This is

often doneforthepurposeofnum ericalsim ulation ofa m asterequation forthedensity

m atrix, or as a m odelofcontinuous m easurem ent or of spontaneous wave function

collapse.Such processescould ariseasfollows.

Since the conditionalwave function 	 1 arisesfrom the wave function hq2j iby in-

sertingarandom coordinateQ 2 forthesecond variable(and norm alizing),anydynam ics

(i.e.,tim eevolution)forQ 2,described by acurvet7! Q 2(t)and preservingthequantum

probability distribution ofQ 2,forexam ple,asgiven by Bohm ian m echanics [6],gives

rise to a dynam ics forthe conditionalwave function,t7! 	 1(t) = N (t)hQ 2(t)j (t)i,

where (t)evolvesaccording to Schr�odinger’sequation and N (t)= khQ 2(t)j (t)ik�1 is

the norm alizing factor. In thisway one obtainsa stochastic process(a random path)

in S (H 1). In the case considered in Section 4,in which H 2 corresponds to a large

heatbath,thisprocessm usthaveGAP(�H 1;H 1;�)asan invariantm easure.Itwould be

interesting to know whetherthisprocessisapproxim ately a sim ple processin S (H 1),

perhapsa di�usion process,perhapsoneoftheM arkov processeson Hilbertspacecon-

sidered already in theliterature.

7 T he T w o-LevelSystem as a Sim ple Exam ple

In thislastsection,weconsidera two-levelsystem ,with H = C
2 and

H = E 1j1ih1j+ E 2j2ih2j; (49)

and calculatethejointdistribution oftheenergy coe�cientsZ 1 = h1j	iand Z 2 = h2j	i

fora GAP(��)-distributed 	 asexplicitly aspossible. W e begin with a general�nite-

dim ensionalsystem ,H = C
k,and specializeto k = 2 later.
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One way ofdescribing the distribution of	 is to give its density relative to the

hypersurfacearea m easureu on S (C k);thiswedid in (18).Anotherway ofdescribing

thejointdistribution oftheZn isto describethejointdistribution oftheirm odulijZnj,

orofjZnj
2,asthe phasesofthe Zn are independent(ofeach otherand ofthe m oduli)

and uniform ly distributed,see(22).

Beforewedeterm inethedistribution ofjZnj
2,werepeatthatitsexpectation can be

com puted easily.In fact,forany � 2 H wehave

E
�
�h�j	i

�
�2 =

Z

S (H )

GAP(��)(d )
�
�h�j i

�
�2

(1)
= h�j��j�i

(3)
=

1

Z(�)
h�je��H j�i:

Thus,forj�i= jni,weobtain EjZnj2 = e��E n=tre��H .

Forgreater clarity,from now on we write Z G A P
n instead ofZn. A relation sim ilar

to thatbetween GAP(�),GA(�),and G(�)holdsbetween thejointdistributionsofthe

jZ G A P
n j2,ofthejZ G A

n j2,and ofthejZ G
n j

2.Thejointdistribution ofthejZ G
n j

2 isvery sim -

ple:they areindependentand exponentially distributed with m eanspn = e��E n=Z(�).

Sincethedensity ofGA relativeto G,dGA=dG =
P

n
jznj

2,isa function ofthem oduli

alone,and since,according to (22),GA = GA phases� GA m oduli,wehavethat

GA m oduli=
X

n

jznj
2
G m oduli:

Thus,

P
�
jZ G A

1 j2 2 ds1;:::;jZ
G A
k j2 2 dsk

�
=
s1 + :::+ sk

p1� � � pk

exp
�

�

kX

n= 1

sn

pn

�

ds1� � � dsk; (50)

whereeach sn 2 (0;1 ).Finally,thejZ G A P
n j2 ariseby norm alization,

jZ G A P
n j2 =

jZ G A
n j2

P

n0

jZ G A
n0
j2
: (51)

W e now specialize to the two-levelsystem ,k = 2. Since jZ G A P
1 j2 + jZ G A P

2 j2 = 1,it

su�cesto determ ine thedistribution ofjZ G A P
1 j2,forwhich we give an explicitform ula

in (52c) below. W e want to obtain the m arginaldistribution of (51) from the joint

distribution ofthe jZ G A
n j2 in (0;1 )2,the �rstquadrantofthe plane,asgiven by (50).

To thisend,weintroducenew coordinatesin the�rstquadrant:

s=
s1

s1 + s2
; � = s1 + s2;

where � > 0 and 0 < s < 1. Conversely,we have s1 = s� and s2 = (1� s)�,and the

area elem enttransform saccording to

ds1ds2 =
�
�
�det

@(s1;s2)

@(s;�)

�
�
�dsd� = � dsd�:
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Figure 1: Plot ofthe distribution density function f(s)ofjZ1j
2,de�ned in (52c),for

variousvaluesoftheparam eter� = exp(�(E2� E 1)):(a)� = 1=3,(b)� = 1=2,(c)� = 1,

(d)� = 2,(e)� = 3.

Therefore,using
1Z

0

d� �
2
e
�x� = 2x�3 forx > 0;

weobtain

P

�

jZ G A P
1 j2 2 ds

�

= ds

1Z

0

d�
e�trH

Z(�)
�
2 exp

�

��
�
e
�E 1s+ e

�E 2(1� s)
��

= (52a)

=
2e�trH

Z(�)

�
e
�E 1s+ e

�E 2(1� s)
�
�3
ds= (52b)

=
�
�1s+ �2(1� s)

�
�3
ds=:f(s)ds; 0< s< 1; (52c)

with �1 = (��1 (��1 + 1)=2)1=3 and �2 = (�(� + 1)=2)1=3 for� = exp(�(E2 � E 1)). The

density f ofthedistribution (52c)ofjZ G A P
1 j2 isdepicted in Figure1 forvariousvalues

of�. For � = 1,f is identically 1. For � > 1,we have �2 = ��1 > �1,so that

�1s+ �2(1� s)isdecreasing m onotonically from �2 ats= 0 to �1 ats= 1;hence,f is

increasing m onotonically from �
�3
2 to ��31 .For� < 1,wehave�2 < �1,and hencef is

decreasing m onotonically from �
�3
2 to ��31 .In allcasesf isconvex sincef00� 0.
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