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A bstract

For a quantum system, a density matrix  that is not pure can arise, via
averaging, from a distrdbution ofitswave finction, a nom alized vector belonging
to its H ibert space H . W hike itself does not determ ine a unigque , additional
facts, such as that the system has com e to them al equilibbrium , m ight. It is thus
not unreasonabl to ask, which , if any, corresponds to a given thermm odynam ic
ensambl? To answer this question we construct, for any given density m atrix

, @ natural m easure on the unit sphere in H , denoted GAP (). W e do this
using a suiable progction of the Gaussian measure on H wih covariance
W e establish som e nice properties of GAP ( ) and show that thism easure arises
naturally when considering m acroscopic system s. In particular, we argue that it
is the m ost appropriate choice for system s in them al equilbrium , describbed by
the canonical ensem ble density m atrix = (I=Z)exp( H).GAP ()may also
be relkevant to quantum chaos and to the stochastic evolution of open quantum
system s, where distrbutionson H are often used.

Key words: canonical ensamble in quantum theory; probability m easures on
H ibert space; G aussian m easures; density m atrices.
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1 Introduction

In classicalm echanics, ensam bles, such as the m icrocanonical and canonical ensem bles,
are represented by probability distributions on the phase space. In quantum m echan-—
ics, ensam bles are usually represented by density m atrices. It is natural to regard these
density m atrices as arising from probability distributions on the (nom alized) wave func-
tions associated w ith the them odynam icalensem bles, so that m em bers ofthe ensamble
are represented by a random state vector. T here are, however, as is well known, m any
probability distrbutions which give rise to the sam e density m atrix, and thus to the
sam e predictions r experin ental outcom es P25, sec. IV 3] M oreover, as em phasized
by Landau and Lifshitz [13, sec. 1.5], the energy levels for m acroscopic system s are so
closely gpaced (exponentially an all in the num ber of particles in the system ) that \the
concept of stationary states fenergy eigenfunctions] becom es in a certain sense unrealis-
tic" because of the di culty of preparing a system w ith such a sharp energy and kesping
it isolated. Landau and Lifshitz are therefore wary of, and wam against, regarding the
density m atrix for such a system as arising sokly from our lack of know ledge about the
wave function of the systam . W e shall argue, however, that despite these caveats such
distrdoutions can be both usefiil and physically m eaningfiill. In particular we describe
here a novel probability distribution, to be associated w ith any them alensamble such
as the canonicalensamble.

W hile probability distrioutions on wave functions are natural ob cts of study in
m any contexts, from quantum chaos [3,112,123] to open quantum system s 4], ourm ain
m otivation for considering them isto exploit the analogy between classicaland quantum
statistical m echanics 20,121,124, 114,15, 116]. T his analogy suggests that som e relevant
classical reasonings can be transferred to quantum m echanics by form ally replacing the
classical phase space by the uni sphere S H ) ofthe quantum system ’s H ibert space
H . In particular, with a naturalmeasure (d ) on S (#H ) one can utilize the notion
of typicality, ie. consider properties of a system comm on to \aln ost all" m em bers of
an ensamble. This is a notion frequently used in equilbrium statistical m echanics, as
n, eg. Bolzm ann’s recognition that typical phase points on the energy surface of a
m acrosoopic system are such that the em piricaldistribution ofvelocities is approxin ately
M axwellian. O nce one has such a m easure for quantum system s, one could attem pt an
analysis of the second law of themm odynam ics In quantum m echanics along the lines of

1T his em pirical equivalence should not too hastily be regarded as in p]yjn% physical equivalence.
C onsider, for exam ple, the two Schrodinger’s cat states = ( alve dead)= 2. Themeasure that
gives equalweight to these two states corresponds to the sam e density m atrix as the one giving equal
weight to  sive and  geag. However the physical situation corresponding to the form er m easure, a
m xture of two grotesque superpositions, seem s dram atically di erent from the one corresponding to

the latter, a routine m ixture. It is thus not easy to regard these two m easures as physically equivalent.



Boltzm ann’s analysis of the second law In classical m echanics, Involving an argum ent
to the e ect that the behavior described in the second law (such as entropy increase)
occurs for typical states of an isolated m acroscopic system , ie. for the overw heln ing
mapriy ofpointson S #H ) with respectto d ).

P robability distribbutions on wave functions of a com posite system , with H ibert
soace H , have in fact been used to establish the typical properties of the reduced
density m atrix of a subsystem arising from the wave function of the com posite. For
exam ple, Page [1L9] considers the uniform distrdoutionon S #H ) ora niedin ensional
Hibert space H , n temm s of which he show s that the von Neum ann entropy of the
reduced density m atrix is typically nearly m axin alunder appropriate conditions on the
din ensions of the relevant H ibert soaces.

G Iven a probability distribution on the unit sphere S H ) of the H ibert space
H there is always an associated density m atrix 23]: it is the density m atrix of the

m xture, or the statistical ensem ble of system s, de ned by the distribution , given by
Z

= @ )3jih J: @)
S # )

For any progction operatorP , tr ( P ) isthe probability of cbtaining in an experin ent
a result corresponding to P for a system with a -distrbuted wave function. It is
evident from [) that is the second m om ent, or covariance m atrix, of , provided
hasmean 0 which m ay, and w 1], be assum ed w ithout loss of generality shoe and

are equivalent physically).
W hile a probability measure on S {H ) detem ines a unigque density m atrix on
H wvia [l), the converse is not true: the association 7 given by [) is m any-to—

one? There is firthem ore no unique \physically correct" choice of foragiven since
for any oomresponding to  one could, in principle, prepare an ensemble of system s
w ith wave functions distributed according to this . However, whilke  itself need not
determm ine a unique probability m easure, additional facts about a system , such as that
it has com e to them al equilbbrium , m ight. It is thus not unreasonable to ask: which
measureon S (H ) corresponds to a given therm odynam ic ensam ble?

Let us start w ith the m icrocanonical ensem ble, corresponding to the energy interval
E;E + ], where isanallon themacrosoopic scale but large enough for the nterval

2Forexam ple, in a k-din ensionalH ibert space the unifom probability distribution u = ug @ ) over
the unit sphere has density m atrix = %I w ith I the identity operatoron H ; at the same tine, or
every orthonom albasisofH the uniform distribution over the basis which is a m easure concentrated
on just k points) has the sam e density m atrix, = %I. An exceptional case is the density m atrix
corresponding to a pure state, = j ih j asthemeasure wih this density m atrix is aln ost unique:
i must be concentrated on the ray through , and thus the only non-unigqueness corresponds to the
distrdbbution of the phase.



to contain m any elgenvalues. To this there is associated the spectral subspace H ¢, ,
the span of the eigenstates hi of the Ham iltonian H ocorresponding to eigenvalues E ,
between E andE + .ShceHg, is nite din ensional, one can form them icrocanonical
density m atrix

g; = @mHg,) Py, @)

withPy, = lggz+ j# ) theprojpction toH g; . Thisdensity m atrix is diagonalin the
energy representation and gives equal weight to all energy eigenstates in the interval
E;E+ 1

But what is the corresponding m icrocanonicalm easure? Them ost plausble answer,
given long ago by Schrodinger R0, 21l] and Bloch R€], is the (nom alized) uniform
measureuUg; = Us @,,) on theunit sohere In this subspace. g, isassociated with ug,
via .

Note that a wave function chosen at random from this distrdoution is aln ost cer-
tainly a nontrivial superposition of the eigenstates 11i with random coe cientshnj i
that are dentically distrdbbuted, but not independent. The m easure ug; is clearly sta—
tionary, ie. Invarant under the unitary tim e evolution generated by H , and i is as
spread out as it could beovertheset S #H i ; ) ofallowed wave functions. Thism easure
provides usw ith a notion ofa \typicalwave function" from H g, which isvery di erent
from the one arising from themeasure g, that,when H isnondegenerate, gives equal
probability din H 5, ) ! to every eigenstate 11i wih eigenvaluieE, 2 E;E + 1. The
measure g, , which is concentrated on these eigenstates, is, however, less robust to
an all perturbations in H than is the sn ootherm easure ug ; .

O urproposalforthe canonicalensam ble is in the soirit ofthe uniform m icrocanonical
measure Ui ; and reduces to it in the appropriate cases. It isbased on a m athem atically
natural fam ily of probability measures on S #H ). For every density matrix  on
H , there is a unique member of this fam ily, satisfying [l) or = , namely the
G aussian adjisted profcted m easure GAP ( ), constructed roughly as follow s: Eq. [)
(ie., the fact that  is the covariance of ) suggests that we start by considering the
G aussian measure G ( ) with covarance (and mean 0), which could, in nitely m any
din ensions, be expresssd by G ( ) d )/ exp( h j 'ji)d whered isthe cbvious
Lebesgue measure on H )3 This is not adequate, however, sihce the m easure that we
seek must live on the sphere S H ) whereas G ( ) is soread out over allofH . W e
thus adjast and then profct G ( ) to S H ), in the m anner described in Section [,
In order to obtain the m easure GAP ( ), having the prescribed covariance aswell as

3Be1:|:y 3] has confctured, and for som e cases proven, that such m easures describbe interesting
universal properties of chaotic energy eigenfunctions in the sem iclassical regin e, see also [12,123]. Tt
is perhaps w orth considering the possibility that the GAP m easures described here provide som ew hat
better candidates for this purpose.



other desirabl properties.

Tt is our contention that a quantum system in themm al equilbbrium at inverse tem -
prerature  should ke described by a random state vector whose distrdbution is given by
the measure GAP ( ) associated with the density m atrix for the canonical ensem bk,

1
= H,.H;=Eexp( H)wihZ = trexp( H): 3)

In order to convey the signi cance of GAP ( ) as well as the plausbility of our
proposalthat GAP ( ) descrbes them alequilbrium , we recallthat a system described
by a canonical ensamble is usually regarded as a subsystem of a larger system . It is
therefore in portant to consider the notion of the distribution of the wave function ofa
subsystem . Consider a com posite system In apure state 2 H; H ,, and ask what
m Ight be m eant by the wave function of the subsystam with Hibert space H ;. For
this we propose the follow ng. Let £ipig be a (generalized) orthonom albasis of H ,
(playing the rol, say, of the eigenbasis of the position representation). For each choice
of 71, the (partial) scalar product hpj i, taken In H ,, is a vector belonging to H ;.
Regarding §%1 as random , we are led to consider the random vector ; 2 H ; given by

1=N M,j 1 @)

where N = N ( ;0,) = HM,ji ! is the nom alizing factor and P,i is a random
elem ent of the basis f 3 ig, chosen w ith the quantum distribution

PQ,= @)= hpji : 5)

W ereferto ; asthe conditionalwave function [f] ofsystem 1. Note that  beocomes
doubly random when we start with a random wave function n H; H , Instead ofa
xed one.
The distrbution of ; corresponding to [) and [[) is given by the probability
measureon S H 1),
X

1@ )=P(12d1)=  hpiji 1 N (;@)hpiid;; (6)
@
where ( )d denoctes the \delta" m easure concentrated at . W hik the density
matrix , associated with ; always equals the reduced density matrix ¥ of system
1, given by X
S =tpjih 3=  hpjih Fpi; %)

D

the m easure  itself usually depends on the choice of the basis fipig. Ik tums out,
nevertheless, as we point out in Section [5]], that ; d ;) is a universal function of ™



In the special case that system 2 is large and  is typical With respect to the uni-
form distrbution on allwave functions w ith the sam e reduced density m atrix), nam ely
GAP ( fed) . Thus GAP ( ) has a distinguished, universal status am ong all probability
measureson S (H ) wih densiy m atrix

To further support our clain that GAP ( ) is the right measure or , we shall
regard, as is usually done, the system described by as coupld to a (very large)
heat bath. The interaction between the heat bath and the system is assum ed to be
(In som e suitablk sense) negligble. W e will argue that if the wave function  of the
com bined \system plusbath" hasm icrocanonicaldistribution ug ; , then the distrdoution
of the conditional wave function of the (an all) system is approxin ately GAP ( ); see
Section [4.

Tndeed, a stronger statem ent is true. A s we argue in Section [E7, even for a typical

xed m icrocanonical wave function  of the com posite, ie., one typical for ug,; , the
conditionalwave finction ofthe system , de ned n (@), isthen approxim ately GAP ( )-—
distrbuted, for a typical basis fpig. This is rlated to the fact that for a typical
m icrocanonical wave function — of the com posite the reduced density m atrix for the
system is approxin ately (1, 121l]]. Note that the analogous statem ent in classical
m echanics would be wrong: fora =xed phase point of the com posite, be i typical or
atypical, the phase point ofthe system could never be random , but rather would m erely
be the part of belonging to the system .

The ram ainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section |4 we de ne the
measure GAP ( ) and cbtain ssveral ways of w riting it. In Section[d we describe som e
natural m athem atical properties of these m easures, and suggest that these properties
uniquely characterize them easures. In Section [ we arguethat GAP ( ) represents the
canonical ensamble. In Section [ we outline the proofthat GAP ( ) is the distribution
of the conditional wave function for most wave functions n H; H , with reduced
density m atrix  if system 2 is Jarge, and show that GAP ( ) isthe typicaldistribution
of the conditional wave function arishg from a xed m icrocanonical wave finction of
a system In ocontact with a heat bath. In Section |d we discuss other m easures that
have been or m ight be considered as the them al equilbriim distribution of the wave
function. F inally, In Section [1 we com pute explicitly the distribution of the coe cients
ofa GAP ( )-distrbuted state vector In the sim plest possbl exam ple, the twolevel
system .

2 De nition ofGAP ()

In this section, we de ne, or any given density m atrix on a (ssparablk) H ibert space
H ;theG aussian adjisted profected measure GAP ( )onS #H ). Thisde nition m akes



use of two auxiliary measures, G ( ) and GA ( ), de ned as follow s.
G () istheGaussian measure on H wih covariancem atrix (@nd mean 0). M ore
explicitly, ket f higbe an orthonom albasis ofeigenvectorsof and p, the corresponding

eigenvalues, X

= Ppohind: @)
Such a basis exists because has nie trace. Let Z, be a ssquence of independent
com plex-valued random variables having a (rotationally sym m etric) G aussian distribu—
tion In C wih mean 0 and varance

E¥nT=pn )

Where E m eans expectation), ie., ReZ, and In Z, are independent real G aussian
variables w ith m ean zero and variance p,=2. W e de ne G ( ) to be the distrdbution of
the random vector %

= Znoi: (10)
Note that € isnot nom alized, ie. ‘t doesnot iein S H E In order that ¢ lie in
H atall, we need that the sequence Z,, be square—s;mpmab]e, N ¥,.F< 1 .Thatthis
is aln ost surely the case Pllows from the fact thatE %, 7 is nite. In fact,

X X X
E  ¥.f= E¥.F= op.=tr =1: (11)

n n n

G

M ore generally, we observe that forany measure on H wih (mean 0 and) covariance
given by the trace class operatorC,
Z

@)3jih 3= Cj
H
we have that, for a random vector with distrbution ,Ek k %= trC .

It also Pllows that € alnost surely lies in the positive spectral subspace of , the
closed subspace spanned by those hiwih p, 6 0, or, equivalently, the orthogonal
com plem ent ofthe kemelof ; we shallcallthis subspace support( ). Note furtherthat,
since G ( ) is the G aussian m easure w ith covariance , it does not depend (in the case
ofdegenerate ) on the choice ofthe basis £ hig am ong the eigenbases of , but only on

Sincewewantameasureon S #H ) while G ( ) isnot concentrated on S #H ) but
rather is spread out, it would be naturalto proect G () to S H ). However, since
progctingto S #H ) changes the covariance of a m easure, aswe w illlpoint out in detail
in Section 31, we introduce an adjustm ent factor that exactly com pensates for the



change of covariance due to profgction. W e thus de ne the adjisted G aussian m easure
GA()onH by
GA()d )=k ¥G()d ): 12)

SinceEk ¢k?= 1by [M),GA () is a probability m easure.
Let €2 bea GA ( )-distrbuted random vector. W e de ne GAP ( ) to be the dis-
tribution of a

GAP _ GA
= = P (%) a3)

with P the profction to the uni sohere (ie., the nom alization of a vector),

P:H nfog! S @ ); P()=k k' : 14)

Putting [[3) di erently, fora subsetB S H ),
Z

GAP ()B)=GA()R'B)= G()d )k ¥ 15)

R*B

where R* B denotes the cone through B . M ore succinctly,
GAP ()=P GA() =GA() P': (16)

where P denotes the action of P on m easures.

M ore generally, one can de ne for any measure on H the \adjust-and-propct"
procedure: ketA ( )betheadjistedmeasureA ( )d )= k kK¥ (@ );then theadjisted—
and—projectedmeasurejsE A() =A() P!',thusde ningamappingP A from
themeasureson H wih d )k k2=ltoﬂ1eprobabj]itymeaalresons H ).We
then havethat GAP ( )= P A G ()) .

W e ram ark that ©2%, too, lies in support( ) alm ost surely, and that P ( € ) does
not have distribution GAP ( )| nor covariance  (see Sect ).

W e can bem ore explicit in the casethat has niterank k = din support( ),eg.for

nitedim ensionalH : then there exists a Lebesgue volum em easure on support( ) =
C*, and we can specify the densities ofG ( ) and GA ( ),

aGg () 1 C 1.

3 ()= mexp( h 3,73 1); 17a)
dGA () k k° L.
—a ) = WGXP( h j,” Ji; 17ob)

wih , the restriction of to support( ). Sin ilarly, we can expressGAP ( ) relative to



the Rk 1){din ensional surfacemeasureu on S (support( )),

7z
dGAP() l 2k 1 2 2 01

_ = — drr r rh i) = 18a
- ) K et . exp ( J+ 31 (18a)

0

k!
= ———h 3 lyikt . 18b
2 % det J+J (18b)
W e note that

where ; isthem icrocanonicaldensity m atrix given in [J) andug isthem icrocanonical

m easure.

3 Properties ofGAP ()
In this section we prove the follow ing properties of GAP ( ):

P roperty 1 The density m atrix associated with GAP ( ) in the sense of [) is , ie.,

GAP () —

P roperty 2 Theassociation 7 GAP ( ) is covarant: For any uniary operator U on
H,
U GAP ()= GAP U U) (20)

whereU = U ! istheadpintofU andU istheaction ofU onmeasures,U =  U?l.
In particular, GAP ( ) is stationary under any unitary evolition that preserves

Property 3If 2 H ; H , hasdistrdoution GAP ( ; ») then, for any lkasis fpig
ofH ,, the conditionalwave function ; has distribution GAP ( ;). \GAP ofa product
density m atrix has GAP m arginal.")

W e will refer to the property expressed In P roperty 3 by saying that the fam ily of
GAP measures ishereditary. W enotethatwhen 2 H ; H ,; hasdistrbution GAP ( )
and isnot a tensor product, the distrloution of ; need not be GAP ( fed) (@swewill
show after the proof ofP roperty 3).

Before establishing these properties ket us fom ulate what they say about our can—

didate GAP ( ) for the canonical distrbution. A s a consequence of P roperty 1, the
density m atrix arising from = GAP ( ) in the sense of [Il) is the density m atrix
A sa consequence of P roperty 2, GAP ( ) isstationary, ie., Invarant under the unitary

tin e evolution generated by H . Asa consequence of Property 3,if 2 H =H | H,
hasdistribution GAP (g 5,; ) and systeamsland 2 aredecoupled, H = H; L+ I, H,,



where I; is the identity on H ;, then the conditional wave function ; ofsystem 1 has
a distribbution (n H ;) of the sam e kind w ith the sam e Inverse tem perature , nam ely
GAP (g,m,; ). This tswellwih ourclain that GAP ( ) is the them al equilbbrium

distrdoution since one would expect that ifa system is In them alequilbriuim at nverse
tem perature  then so are its subsystem s.

W e concture that the fam ily of GAP measures is the only fam ily of m easures
satisfying P roperties 1{3. This conecture is form ulated In detail, and established for
suitably continuous fam ilies of m easures, in Section [EJ.

T he ollow Ing kemm a, proven in Section [3.3, is convenient for show ing that a random
wave function is G AP distrbuted:

Lemma 1 Let ke ameasurabke space, aprkabiliymeasureon ,and : ! H
a H ibertspace<valued function. If (!) is G ( )-distributed with regoect to  (@d! ), then
(")=k (!)k isGAP ( )-distrlbuted with respectto k (! )k 2 d!).

3.1 TheDensity M atrix

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

Proofof Property 1. From [) we nd that

Z
GAP () = GAP ()d )j ih = E 7 ®*Fih ©AF4
s ®)
Z
gy e2x2 5625 625 = Ga ()@ )k k2§ dh j=
7 H
) C o .
= G()d )jih j=
H
R
because , G ()(d )J ih jis the covarance matrix ofG ( ), which is . (A number

above an equal sign refers to the equation used to cbtain the equality.)

R em ark on the covariance m atrix. Theequation ¢ap ()=  can beunderstood as
expressing that GAP ( ) and G ( ) have the sam e covarance. For a probability m easure
on H wih mean O that need not be concentrated on S #H ), the covardance m atrix

C isgiven by 7

c = d )3 ih 3 1)

10



Suppose we want to cbtain from a probability measure on S H ) having the sam e

covariance. The profction P of toS #H ),denedbyP ®B)= ®"'B) for
B S H ), isnotwhat we want, as it has covariance
Z Z
Cp = P d)jih j= d)k k*3ih §6 C
S H ) H
However, P A ( ) doesthe Pb: it has the sam e covarance. A s a consequence, a nat-

urally distinguished measureon S (H ) wih given covariance is the G aussian adjusted
profcted m easure, the GAP m easure, w ith the given covariance.

3.2 GAP () is Covariant

W e establish P roperty 2 and then discuss in m ore general temm s under w hich conditions
ameasureon S H ) is stationary.

P roof of P roperty 2. Under a uniary transfom ation U, a G aussian m easure w ith covari-
ancem atrix C transm s into one w ith covariancem atrix UCU . Sihce kU k% = k k2,
GA C) transform sinto GA UCU );thatis, U $* and §&, areequalin distrbution,
and shoe kU $%k= k ¢*k,wehavethatU $*F and §L7 areequalin distrbution.
In other words, GAP (C) transform s nto GAP UCU ), which iswhat we clained in
20).

3.2.1 Stationarity

In this sgbsectjon we discuss a crterion for stationarity under the evolution generated
byH = E, hinj Consider the follow ing property ofa sequence of com plex random
variables Z , :

The phases Z ,=%, j when they exist, are independent of them oduli ¥, j

. @2)
and of each other, and are unifom Iy distrbuted on S' = fe' : 2 Rag:

(The phase Z ,=%, jexists wPhen Z, 6 0. Condition [2ZJ) im plies that the distribution
of the random wvector = . Z,i is stationary, since Z, () = exp( E,t=~)Z, 0).
N ote also that [22) in plies that the distrdbution hasmean 0.

W e show that the Z, = Inj ®»f i have property [22). To begin wih, the Z, =
7 i cbviously have this property since they are independent G aussian variables.
Since the density of GA ( ) wlative to G () is a function of the m oduli alone, also the
Z,=mj ¢%1isatisfy 7). Finally, since the jnj 2 ijare fiinctions of the Jnj € ij
while the phases of the lnj ¢2F i equal the phases of the lnj ¢*1i, also the Z, =
3 °*F i satisfy 2.

11



W ewould lke to add that [2J) isnotm erely a su cient, but also aln ost a necessary
condition (@nd morally a necessary condition) for stationarity. Since for any , the
moduli %,j= Jnj ijare constants of them otion, the evolution of takesplace in the

(possbly In nitedim ensional) torus
nx o Y
Fu® " Hi:0 <2 = s*; 23)
n nZ,60

contained n S #H ). Independent uniform phases corresoond to the uniform m easure
on _S'. istheonly stationary measure ifthemotion on | S' isuniquely ergodic,
and this is the case whenever the spectrum fE,g of H Ej)s linearly independent over
the rationals Q , ie., when every nite linear combination | r,E, ofeigenvalies w ith
rational coe cients r ,, not allofwhich vanish, is nonzero, see [, 124].

T his is true of generic H am iltonians, so that is generically the unique stationary
distribution on the torus. But even when the spectrum of H is lnearly dependent,
eg.when there are degenerate eigenvalues, and thus further stationary m easures on
the torus exist, these further m easures should not be rwlkevant to them al equilbbrium
m easures, because of their nstability against perturoations of H [L1, l].

The stationary measure on . n S! corresponds, for given m oduli %, jor, equiva—
lently, by setting ¥,j= pE, )™ ra given probability m easure p on the spectrum of
H , to a stationary measure , on S (#H ) that is concentrated on the embedded torus
23). The m easures p are (or generic H ) the extrem al stationary m easures, ie., the
extrem alelem ents of the convex set of stationary m easures, ofw hich allother stationary
m easures are m ixtures.

33 GAP M easures and G aussian M easures

Lemm a[ll ismore or less inm ediate from the de nition of GAP ( ). A more detailked
proof looks like this:

P roof of Lemm a [ll. By assum ption the distribution ! of with respect to  is
G (). Thus for the distroution of wih respect to °@d!) =k (!)k? d!), we have
0 ld )=k ¥ ld)=k ¥G()d )=GA()d ). Thus,P ( (!)) has
distroution P GA ( )= GAP ( ).

3.4 G eneralized B ases

W e have already rem arked in the introduction that the orthonom albasis £ ig ofH ,,
used in the de nition ofthe conditionalwave function, could be a generalized basis, such
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as a \continuous" basis, for which it is appropriate to w rite
Z

L= dg i)

nstead of the \discrete" notation

weussd in @){[D).

W e wish to elicidate this further. A generalized orthonom albasis fipi : 2 Q ,g
Indexed by the st Q, is m athem atically de ned by a uniary isom orphism H , !
L% Q,;dg), where dg, denotesam easureon Q , . W e can think ofQ , asthe con guration
goace of systam 2; as a typical exam ple, system 2 m ay consist of N, particles n a box

R 3, so that its con guration space isQ, = Y2 with dg the Lebesgue m easure
Which can be regarded as obtained by combining N, copies of the volum e m easure on
R3)? The om alket i3 ithen m eansthe delta fiinction centered at @, ; it isto be treated
as (though strictly speaking it isnot) an elem ent ofH ,.

T he de nition ofthe conditionalwave fiinction ; then reads as follow s: T he vector

2 H,; H, can be regarded, using the isom orphism H , ! L% (Q ,;dw), asa fiunction
:Q, ! H,.Eq. M) isto be understood asm eaning

1=N  Q2) 24)

where
1

N =N ( ;02)= Q2)

is the nom alizing factor and Q, is a random point in Q ,, chosen w ih the quantum
distrdution
PQ;2dyp)= (@) du; 25)

which ishow [@) is to be understood in this setting. As isde ned only up to changes
on anullsst n Q,, 1 may not be de ned for a particular Q ,. Tts distrbution In
H ;, however, is de ned unambiguously by (24). In the most fam iliar setting with
H,=1°Q;dg),wehavethat ( Q) @)= @iQ2)-

In the follow ing, wew illallow generalized bases and use continuous nstead ofdiscrete
notation, and st D ,j i= Q»).

“In fact, in the orighalde nition of the conditionalwave fiinction in [@], o was supposed to be the
con guration, corresponding to the positions of the particles belonging to system 2. For our purposes
here, how ever, the physicalm eaning of the ¢ is irrelevant, so that any generalized orthonom albasis
ofH , can be used.
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3.5 D istribution of the W ave Function of a Subsystem

P roof of P roperty 3. T he proof is divided into four steps.

Stepl.W ecan assumethat =P ( “*)where ¢? isaGA ( )-distrbuted random
vectorinH =H,; H,.Wethenhavethat ;=P; D,3i =P; lD,3 ¢*i where
P, is the nom alization in H ;, and where the distroution ofQ,, given ©%#, is

k}ID_'Qj GAik2

PQ22de]) M) = — =7

do, :

62 and Q, have a pint distrbution given by the ©llow ngm easure on H Q,:

@ dg)= ki ik°G ()d )dg: (26)

Thus, what needs to be shown is that with respect to , P1hpj i) is GAP ( 1)-
distributed.

Step 2. If 2 H ; H, isG (; »)distributed and @ 2 Q5 is =xed, then the
random vector £ (p)hpji2 H ; with £ (@) = hgp i ™ is G ( ;)-distributed. This
follow s, m ore or less, from the fact that a subset of a st of pintly G aussian random
variables is also pintly G aussian, together w ith the cbservation that the covariance of
hpjiis

G(: 1)@ )hpjih 3pi=hpj; 3pi= 1hpjipi:
H

M ore explicitly, pick an orthonom albasis f;ig of H ; consisting of eigenvectors of

; wih elgenvalies péll), and note that the vectors hhi;n,i = 1111 hoi form an or-
thonom albasisofH = H ; H , consisting of eigenvectors of ; > with elgenvalies
Prim, = pr(lll)pfz) . Since the random varables 7, ,,, = n;;n,Jj iare mndependent G aus—
sian random variables with mean zero and variances E %, ;n;F = Pu,m,, SO are their
linear com binations

X
Zom, =M@ @i= f@) hp 12iZ0 ;m,

nz
w ith variances (pecause variances add when adding Independent G aussian random vari-
ables)

P
, . g 2)
o, P2R2fe )
hpJ2ipl e

X
\ , 2
E¥amT=f@) i EXn.]=rp

np

Thusf (@) hpjiisG ( ;)-distrbuted, which com pletes step 2.
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Step3.If 2H ;1 H, isG (; o )distributed and Q, 2 Q , is random with any
distribution, then the random vector £ Q,)Q,jiisG ( ;)-distrdouted. This isa trivial
consequence of step 2.

Step 4. Apply Lanmallasllows.Let =H Q,, (!)= ( ;9.)= f@)hgpj i,
and d dp)=G ()d Yhgj,pidgp Whithmeansthatg and are independent).
By step 3, the hypothesis of Lanmalll for = ;) is satis ed, and thus P, () =

P, (] 1) isGAP ( ;)-distrbuted w ith respect to
k (k? d!)= f2@)khp ik°G ()d )hgj.dpide= d!);

where we have used that f2 () = hgpj, il . But this is, according to step 1, what
we needed to show .

To verify the statanentafte%Property 3, consider the density m atrix = j ih jfor

apure state ofthe fom = n Pnon nrwhere f gand £ ngamreq)ectjveh/
orthonom albases for H ; and H , and the p, are nonnegative with _ p, = 1. Then
a GAP ( %}distr:buted random vector coincideswith up to a random phass, and
o == . PnJnih 3. Choosing for £fiig the basis £ g, the distrdbution of ; is
not GAP ( &%) but mther is concentrated on the eigenvectors of ™. W hen the p, are

pairw issdistinct thism easure is themeasure E IG ( ™) we de ne in Section [

4 M icrocanonical D istribution for a Large System
Im plies the D istribution GAP ( ) for a Subsystem

In this section weuse P roperty 3, ie., the fact that G AP m easures are hereditary, to show
that GAP ( ) is the distrbution of the conditional wave fiinction of a system coupled
to a heat bath when the wave function ofthe com posite is distrbuted m icrocanonically,
ie., according to ug; -

Consider a system w ith H ibert space H ; coupled to a heat bath w ith H ibert soace
H ,. Suppose the com posite system has a random wave function 2 H = H ; H,
whose distrbution ism icrocanonical, ug ; . A ssum e furtherthat the coupling isnegligbly
an all, so that we can w rite for the H am iltonian

H=Hl Iz+ I]_ Hz,' (27)

and that the heat bath is lJarge (so that the energy levels ofH , are very close).

It isa wellknown fact that form acrosoopic system s di erent equilbbriim ensem bles,
for exam ple the m icrocanonical and the canonical, give approxin ately the sam e answer
for appropriate quantities. By this equivalence of ensambles [1/1], we should have that
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E; forsuitable = (® ). Then, since GAP ( ) depends continuousl on , we
have that ug; = GAP (g;) GAP ( ). Thuswe should have that the distrdbution
of the conditionalwave function ; ofthe systam is approxin ately the sam e as would
be cbtained when isGAP ( )-distrbuted. But since, by [214), the canonical density
m atrix is then of the fom

= H #H; T Hi1H1; HoHo; 7 @8)

we have by Property 3 that ; is approximately GAP ( g,,, )-distrbbuted, which is
what we wanted to show .

5 Typicality ofGAP M easures

T he previous section concems the distrbution of the conditionalwave function ; aris—
Ing from the m icrocanonical distribution of the wave function of the com posite. It
concems, In other words, a random wave fiinction of the com posite. T he result there is
the analogue, on the level ofm easures on H ibert space, ofthe wellknown resul that if
a m icrocanonical density m atrix [J) is assum ed for the com posite, the reduced density
matrix ™ of the systam , de ned as the partial trace tr, z, , is canonical if the heat
bath is lJarge [13].

A s Indicated in the introduction, a stronger statem ent about the canonical density
matrix is n fact true, nam ely that for a xed (monrandom ) wave function of the
com posite which is typical w ith respect to ug, , = u.s,; when the heat bath is
large (see [1,1211]; for a rigorous study of special cases of a sin ilar question, see R2]) 2
T his stronger statem ent will be used in Section [EJ to show that a sim ilar statem ent
holds for the distribution of ; aswell, nam ely that it isapproximately GAP (y,5,; )—
distributed for a typical xed 2 H g, and basis fi3ig of H ,. But we must st
consider the distrbution of | fora typical 2 H

51 Typicality of GAP M easures for a Subsystem of a Large
Sy stem

In this section we argue that for a typicalwave function ofa big system the conditional
wave function of a an all subsystem is approxin ately G AP distrbuted, st giving a
precise form ulation of this result and then sketching is proof. W e give the detaiked
proofn [8].

Sk isa consequence of the results in [19] that when dim H , ! 1 , the reduced density m atrix be—
com es proportionalto the ddentity on H ; Portypicalwave finctions relative to the uniform distrdbution
onS #H ) (correspondingto ug; forE = 0O and H = 0).
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5.1.1 Statem ent ofthe Result

LeteH = H; H,, wherr H; and H , have respective din ensions k and m , with
k< m < 1 .Forany given density m atrix ; on H ;, consider the set

R()= 2SS H): ™()= 1 ; 29)

where ™ ( )= tnj ih jisthe reduced density m atrix for the wave function . There
is a natural notion of (nom alized) uniform measureu, on R ( 1); we give its precise
de nition in Section [T 3.

W e clain that for xed k and large m , the distribution ; of the conditional wave
function , of system 1, de ned by {d) and [H) for a basis fipig of H ,, is close to
GAP () Porthe overwhelm ingm a prity, relativetou , ,of vectors 2 H with reduced
density m atrix .M ore precisly:

Forevery " > 0 and every bounded continuous function £ :S #H ;) ! R,

n )

u 2R (1): ;) GAP(p)E) <" ' 1 asm ! 1 ; (30)

1
regardless of how the kasis £ ig is chosen.

Here we use the notation Z
(£) = a)te(): (31)

512 M easureon H VersusD ensity M atrix

It is in portant to resist the tem ptation to translate u , Into a density matrix n H
A s mentioned In the Introduction, to every probabiliy measure on S #H ) there
corresoonds a density m atrix inH ,given by [l), which contains all the em pirically
accessble Inform ation about an ensemble with distrbution . &k may therefore seem
a natural step to consider, instead of themeasure = u ,, directly is density m atrix
= mi 1 L,where I, isthe identity on H ,. But since our result concems properties of
m ost wave functions relative to , i cannot be form ulated in tem s ofthe density m atrix
. In particular, the corresponding statem ent relative to anothermeasure °6  on
S #H )wihthesamedensiymatrix o= could be false. Noting that  hasabasis
of eigenstates that are product vectors, we could, for exam ple, take %to be a m easure

concentrated on these eigenstates. For any such state , , isa delta-m easure.
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513 Outline of P roof

The resul ©llow s, by [), Lanm a[ll, and the continuity ofP A, from the corresponding

statem ent about the G aussian measure G ( ;) on H ; wih covarance ;:

Forevery " > 0 and every bounded continuous £ :H ; ! R,
n o

u 2R (1): ;) G(E) <" !'1 asm ! 1 ; (32)

1

where | is the distribution oprI’QZj 12 H i (not nom alized) wih resoect to the

W e sketch the proofof [32) and give the de nition ofu , . A ccording to the Schm idt
deocom position, every 2 H can be wrtten in the fomm
X
= G i ir (33)

where £ ;g is an orthonom albasis ofH ;, £ ;g an orthonom alsystem in H ,, and the
¢ are coe cients which can be assum ed real and nonnegative. From ([33) one reads o
the reduced density m atrix of system 1,

X
= & gih 34)

A s the reduced density m atrix is given, fed = 1, the orthonom albasis £ ;g and the
coe cients c; are detemm Ined when ; is nondegenerate) as the eigenvectors and the
square—roots of the eigenvalues of ;, and, R ( ;) is n a natural one-to-one corregoon—
dence with the sst ON S #H ,;k) of all orthonom al system s £ ;g In H , of cardinality
k. (If som e of the eigenvalues of ; vanish, the oneto-one correspondence is w ith
ON S H ,;k% where k= din support( ;).) The Haarm easure on the unitary group of
H , de nes the uniform distrdbution on the set of orthonomn albases of H ,, of which
the uniform distribution on ON S #H ,;k) is a m argihal, and thus de nes the uniform
distrbbution u, on R ( ;). W hen ; isdegenerate, u, does not depend upon how the
eigenvectors ; of ; are chosen.)

The key idea for establishing [37) from the Schm idt decom pols)itjon (33) isthis:
is the average of m delta m easures w ith equalweights, ; = m * o 1) located at
the points

Xk P
1) = G mhpjd ;¢ (35)
=1
Now regard asrandom w ith distrbution u ,; then the ; () arem random vectors,
and ; is their en pirical distribution. If the mk coe cients hg,j ;i were independent
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Gaussian (complex) random variables wih (mean zero and) variance m 1, then the
1 (@) would bem independent draw ings ofa G ( 1)-distrdbuted random vector; by the
weak law of Jarge num bers, their em pirical distribution would usually be closeto G ( 1);
In fact, the probability that | (£) G (1) (f) < "would convergeto 1,asm ! 1 .
However, when £ ;g isa random orthonom al system with uniform distrdbution as
described above, the expansion coe cients hg,j ;1 In the decom position ofthe ;’s
X
i= hpjaigel (36)
D@
w illnotbe J'ndependent| sincethe i’smustbeorthogonaland sincek ik = 1.Nonethe-
less, replacing the coe cientshg ;3 ;i in [3d) by Independent G aussian coe cientsa ; (&)
as described above, we cbtain a system of vectors

= a; (@) 3pi (37)

that, nthelmitm ! 1, Hm aunifom ly distrbuted orthonom alsystem : k %k ! 1
(oy the law oflargenumbers) andh $j 31! 0forié Jj (since a pairofrandom ly chosen
vectors In a high-din ensional H ibert space w ill typically be aln ost orthogonal). This
com pletes the proof.

514 Reform ulation

W hile this result suggests that GAP ( ) is the distrbution of the conditional wave
finction ofa system coupled to a heat bath when the wave finction ofthe com posite isa
typical xedm icrocanonicalwave fiinction, belongihg to H g ; , i does not quite Imply it.
The reason forthisisthatH g, hasm easure 0 w ith respect to the uniform distrdbution on
H ;even when the latter is nitedin ensional. N onethelkss, there is a sin ple corollary,
or reformulation, of the result that will allow us to cope with m icrocanonical wave
functions.

W e have indicated that for our result the choice of basis fipig of H , does not
m atter. In fact, while ,, the distrbbution ofthe conditionalwave function ; ofsystem
1, depends upon both 2 H and the choice of basis £pig of H ,, the distrbution
of , iself, when isu ,distributed, does not depend upon the choice ofbasis. This
follow s from the fact that for any unitary U on H ,

W'gji=hi U i (38)

(and the invariance of the H aar m easure of the unitary group of H , under left m ulti-

plication). I sim ilarly ©llows from [38) that or xed 2 H , the distrbution of
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arising from the uniform distrlbbution ofthe basis f3ig, In the s==st ONB H ;) ofall
orthonom albases ofH ,, is the sam e as the distribution of ; arising from the unifom
distrbbution u , of wih a xed basis (@nd the fact that the H aarm easure is mvariant
underU 7 U !).W e thus have the Hllow ing corollary:

et 2 H and et ; = trj ih jbe the corresponding reduced density m atrix for
system 1. Then for a typicallbasis fpig of H ,, the conditional wave function ; of
system 1 is approxim ately GAP ( ;)-distributed when m is large: For every " > 0 and
every lounded continuous function £ :S #H ;) ! R,

n o
fpig2 ONB H,): ;) GAP()E) <" !' 1 asdm®EH,)! 1 : (39

52 Typicality ofGAP ( ) for a Subsystem of a Large System

in the M icrocanonical Ensem ble

It is an inm ediate consequence of the resul of Section [E.14 that rany xed m icro—
canonicalwave function fora system coupled to a (large) heat bath, the conditional
wave function ; ofthe system willbe approxin ately G AP -distributed. W hen this is
com bined w ith the \canonical typicality" described near the beginning of Section[H, we
obtain the follow ing result:

Consider a system with nitedim ensionalH ibert space H ; coupkd to a heat kath with

nite-dim ensional H ilbert space H ,. Suppose that the coupling is weak, so that we can
writteH = H; I,+I; H,onH = H,; H ,,andthatthe heatlath is hrge, so that the
eigenvalues of H , are close. Then for any wave finction that is typical relative to the
m icrocanonicalm easure ug ; , the distrdbution ; of the conditionalwave function 4,
de ned by [@) and [H) for a typical kasis £ i3 ig of the heat kath, is close to GAP ( )

or sutebe = ([E), where = g,m,; - In other words, in the them odynam ic
Iim it, in which the voluime V ofthe heatlath and dim # ;) go to In nity andE=V = e
is constant, we hawve that for all"™; > 0, and for all bounded continuous functions
f:3S H.)! R,
n o
Ug ; ( 7f3pig)2S B ) ONBH,): () GAP( () <" ! 1 (40)
where = (g).

W e note that if fipig were an energy eigenbasis rather than a typical basis, the
result would be alse.

20



6 Rem arks

6.1 O ther Candidates for the C anonicalD istribution

W e review in this section other distributions that have been, orm ay be, considered as
possble candidates for the distribution ofthe wave function ofa system from a canonical
ensam ble.

6.1.1 A D istribution on the E igenvectors

O ne possibility, which goes back to von Neum ann 23, p. 329], isto consider (d ) as
concentrated on the eigenvectors of ; we denote this distrbution E IG ( ) afferthe rst
letters of \elgenvector"; it is de ned as follow s. Suppose rst that is nondegenerate.
To sslkectan E IG ( )-distrlbuted vector, pick a unit eigenvector hi, sothat hi= g hi,
w ith probability p, and random ize itsphase. Thisde nition can be extended in a natural
way to degenerate

X
EIG ()= pdin H, Ug @,); @1)

p2 spec( )

whereH , denotesthe ejgens%aoe of associated w ith eigenvaliep. Them easureE IG ( )
is concentrated on the sst oHop of eigenvectors of , which for the canonical =
g m; ocolhcidesw ith the set of elgenvectors ofH ; i is a m ixture of the m icrocanonical
distributionsug ) on theeigenspacesofH in the sam eway asin classicalm echanicsthe
canonical distrbution on phase space is a m ixture of the m icrocanonical distrbutions.
Note that EIG (g; ) = ug,, and that in particular EIG ( g, ) isnot, when H is
nondegenerate, the uniform distribbution g, on the energy eigenstates w ith energies in
E;E + ], against which we have argued In the introduction.
T he distrdoution E IG ( ) has the sam e properties as those of GAP ( ) described in
P roperties 1{3, exospt when  is degenerate:
ThemeasuresE IG ( ) are such that (@) they have the right density m atrix: g1c () =
; b) they are covariant: UEIG ( )= EIG U U ); (c) they are hereditary at nonde—
generate :when H = H; H , and isnondegenerate and uncorrelated, = 1 2y
then E IG ( ) hasm arginal (ie., distribution ofthe conditionalwave fiinction) E IG ( ;).

Proof. (@) and (b) are cbvious. For () kt, ori= 1;2, ;i be a basis consisting of
eigenvectors of ; wih eigenvalues pr(lll) . Note that the tensor products 111 h,iare
eigenvectors of wih eigenvalues p(lll)pr(lzz) , and by nondegeneracy all eigenvectors of

are of this form up to a phase factor. Since an E IG ( )-distrbuted random vector is

aln ost surely an eigenvectorof ,wehave = e! ;i ,iwith random N,,N,, and
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T he conditionalwave function ; is, up to thephass, the ejgenvec%or N,iof | occurring

asthe rst factorin . Theprobability ofobtainingN ; = n; s plpl) = pit) 8

In contrast, for a degenerate = , the conditional wave fiinction need not
be E IG ( ;)-distrbuted, as the follow ing exam ple shows. Suppose ; and , are non—
degenerate but pr(lll)pézz) = pf(ﬂlipf(ﬂzi for somen; & mq; then an E IG ( )distrbuted ,
w henever it happens to be an eigenvector associated w ith eigenvalue pr(lll)pr(lzz) , is of the
m chiihei+ Pin1idn »i, aln ost surely with nonvanishing coe cients cand ¢ % as a
consequence, the conditionalw ave fiinction isam ultiple ofchi i , i+ P iDL 90 »14,
whidch is, ortypicalQ , and unless 1,1 and in ;i have dispint supports, a nontrivial su—
perposition of elgenvectors hii, n1iwih di erent ejgenvalues| and thus cannot arise
from theE IG ( ;) distrbution.

Note also that E IG ( ) is discontinuous as a function of at every degenerate ;
In otherwords, EIG (g 5, ) is, ke g, , unstabl against sm all perturbations of the
Ham iltonian. And, aswih g, , this fact, quite independently of the considerations
on behalf of GAP-m easures in Sections[4 and [H, suggests against ushg EIG ( ) asa
them alequilbrium distrdbution.) M oreover, E IG ( ) ishighly concentrated, generically
on a onedin ensional subsst of S #H ), and In the case ofa nitedin ensional H ibert
space H failsto be absolutely continuous relative to the uniform distribbution us g ) on
the unit sphere.

For further discussion of fam ilies ( ) ofm easures satisfying the analogues of P rop—
erties 1{3, see Section [62.

612 An Extrem alD istribution

Here isanotherdistribution on H associated w ith the density m atrix . Let the random
vector be % o
= P pi 42)
p2 spec( )
the , being independent random vectors w ith distrbutions ug @ ,) - Irf) case all eigen—
values are nondegenerate, this means the coe cients 2 , of , = . Zn i, have
Independent uniform phases but xed moduli %, j= P oo | In sharp contrast w ith the
moduliwhen isGAP ( )-distrdbuted. And in contrast to them easure E IG ( ) consid—

ered in the previous subsection, the weightsp, In the density m atrix now com e from the

T he relevant condition ©r (c) ©llow s from nondegeneracy but isweaker: it isthat the eigenvalues of

. and , aremultiplicatively independent, in the sense that p. ' pr = pr) pv) can occuronly trivially,

ie,when pi = p and pY) = PV} . In particular, the nondegeneracy of 1 and ; is irrelevant.
"A property weakerthan (c) doeshold HrE IG ( ) also in the case ofthedegeneracy of = ; ,: if
the orthonom albasis f¥pig used in the de nition of conditionalw ave fiinction consists of eigenvectors

of ,, then the distrdbution of the conditionalwave function isE IG ( 1).
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xed size ofthe coe cientsof when it is decom posaed into the eigenvectors of , rather

than from the probability w ith which these eigenvectors are chosen. T hism easure, too,
is stationary under any unitary evolution that leaves Invarant. In particular, it is
stationary in thethemalcase = y 4,; ,and forgeneric H it is an extrem al station—
ary m easure as characterized In Section 320]; in fact it is, in the notation of the last
paragraph of Section B2.Jl, ,withpE,)= (1=Z)exp( E,).

Thism easure, too, ishighl concentrated: Fora H ibert space H of nite din ension
k, it is supported by a subm anifold of realdin ension 2k m wherem isthe number of
distinct eigenvalues of H , hence generically it is supported by a subm anifold of jist half
the dim ension of H

6.1.3 The D istribbution of G uerra and Lo redo

In [10], Guerra and Lo redo consider the canonical density m atrix for the one-
din ensional ham onic oscillator and want to associate wih it a di usion process on
the real line, using stochastic m echanics [18,19]. Since stochastic m echanics associates a
processw ith every wave fiinction, they achieve thisby ndingameasure onS L% R))
whose density m atrix is

T hey propose the ollow ing m easure , supported by coherent states. W ith every
point (g;p) in the classical phase space R? of the ham onic oscillator there is associated
a ooherent state

- ® a? i i
p® =2 )7 exp VI + —xp P! @3)
with ?= ~=2m!,thusde nhgamappingC :R?*! S L?R)),C (@P) = gp- Let

H @p) = p’=2m + im !°¢ be the classical Ham iltonian finction, and consider the
classical canonical distribution at inverse tem perature °,
Z

1
B (dq  dp) = ¢ H@P gqdp; z°=  dgdpe ® 9P . (44)
2

R

Let °= &—%:Then = C °F* isthe distrdution on coherent states arising from
<ess The density matrix of is  [10].

Thism easure is concentrated on a 2-din ensional subm aniold of S (L% R)), nam ely
on the s=t of coherent states (the in age ofC ). N ote also that not every density m atrix
on L2 R) can arise as the density m atrix of a distrdoution on the set of coherent states;
forexam ple, a pure state = j ih jcan arise In thisway ifand only if is a coherent
state.
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6.14 The D istribution M axin izing an Entropy Functional

In a sin ilar spirit, one may consider, on a nitedin ensional H ibert space H , the
distrbution @ )= £( )us g ) @ ) that m axin izes the G Ibbs entropy functional
Z
GIE]l= u@d ) £( ) ogf () (45)

S ® )

under the constraints that be a probability distribution w ith m ean 0 and covariance

H;H;:

f 0 (4oea)

Z
ud Yf()=1 (46b)

S H )
ud )f()ji=0 46c)
ZS H )
u@d )f()Jih J= u @, (46d)
S #H )

A standard calculation using Lagrange m ultipliers leads to

f()=exph LJji @7)

with L a selfadjpint m atrix detem ined by [4éd) and [4éd); com parison with [18d)
showsthat isnota G&P measure. W e ram ark, however, that another G bbs entropy
filnctional, GO[f] = 5 @d )E()bogf( ), bassd on the Lebesgue m easure on
H stead of us g ), Is maxin ized, under the constraints that the mean be 0 and
the covariance be , by the Gaussian measure, £( ) d )= G ( )d ).) There isno
apparent reason why the fam ily of m easures should be hereditary.

The situation is di erent for the m icrocanonical enssmble: here, the distribution
Ug; = GAP ( ;) that we propose is iIn fact the m axim izer of the appropriate G bbs
entropy filnctional G . W hich fiinctional is that? Sihce anymeasure (d )on S H )

whose covariancem atrix istheprojction y; = const:lg z+ ;H ) mustbe concentrated
on the subspace H z; and thus cannot be absolutely continuous (possess a density)
relative to ug g ), Wwe consider Instead its density relative to ug @e,) = Ug; , that is, we
consider d )= £( )u; @ ) and s=t
Z
G IE]= Us; @ VE( ) gf( ): (48)
S Hg;)
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U nder the constraints that the probability m easure havem ean 0 and covariance g, ,
GPflismaximized by £ 1,or = ug,; In fact even without the constraintson
GPflismaximized by £ 1.

6.1.5 The D istribution of B rody and H ughston

B rody and Hughston [B] have proposaed the follow ing distrdoution to describe them al
equilbrium . They observe that the profctive space arising from a nie-din ensional
H ibert space, endow ed w ith the dynam ics arising from the uniary dynam ics on H ibert
soace, can be regarded as a classical Ham iltonian system with Ham iltonian function
HEC )= h Hji=h ji@nd symplectic form arisihg from the H ibert space struc—
ture). They then de ne to be the classical canonical distribbution of this H am iltonian
system , ie., to have density proportionaltoexp( H € )) rhtive to the uniform vol-
um e m easure on the progctive space (Which can be obtained from the sym plectic form
or, altematively, from us g , by profction from the sphere to the profctive space).
However, this distribbution leads to a density m atrix, di erent from the usual one
given by [@), that does not describe the canonical ensamble.

6.2 A Uniqueness Result for GAP ()

AsE IG ( ) isa fam ily ofm easures satisfying P roperties 1 {3 form ost density m atrices ,
the question arises w hether there is any fam ily ofm easures, besidesGAP ( ), satisfying
these properties for all density m atrices. W e expect that the answer isno, and form ulate
the follow Ing unigueness con gcture: G iven, for every H ilert space H  and every density

matrix on H , a probabilitymeasure ( ) on S #H ) such that P roperties 1{3 rem ain
true when GAP ( ) is rephaced by ( ), then () = GAP ( ). In other words, we
confcture that = GAP ( ) is the only hereditary covariant inverse of [).

This is In fact true when we assum e in addition that the mapping : 7 () is
suitably continuous. Here is the argument: W hen isamultiple ofa profction, =
dimH 9Py o Prasibspaced ° H ,then () mustbe, by covarianceU () =

U U ), the unifom distrbution on S H 9, and thus ( ) = GAP ( ) i this case.

Consider now a com posite ofa system (system 1) and a lJarge heat bath (system 2) w ith
Hibert space H = H; H , and Hamiltonian H = H; I, + I; H,, and consider
them icrocanonicaldensity m atrix gy, forthissystem . By equivalence ofensembles, we
have for suitable > 0 that g; Hom; = @ ? where “ = u.m,; - By the

continuity of and GAP,

@) @) 1) @)

(E,)=GAP(E,) GAP( ):
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1) 2) )

Now consider, forawave function w ith distrbution respectively GAP (

@)y, the distrbution of the conditionalwave finction ;: by heredity, thisis (@)
resoectively GAP ( (1)). Since the distrbution of ; is a continuous function of the
distrbution of ,we thushave that ( (l)) GAP ( @

of approxin ation arbitrarily good by m aking the heat bath su ciently large, we must
) )

®

). Sihoe we can m ake the degree

havethat ( 7')= GAP ( 7').Forany density m atrix on H ; that doesnot have zero
am ong is eigenvalues, there isan H, such that = (1)=Zlexp( H,) or =1,
and thuswe havethat ( )= GAP ( ) orsuch a ; sihce these are dense, we have that

()= GAP () foralldensity matrices on H;. Since H ; is arbirary we are done.

6.3 D ynam ics of the C onditional W ave Function

M arkov processes In H ibert space have long been considered (see [4] for an overview ),
particularly di usion processes and piecew ise detemm nistic (jum p) processes. This is
often done for the purpose of num erical sin ulation of a m aster equation for the density
m atrix, or as a m odel of continuous m easurem ent or of spontaneous wave function
collapse. Such processes could arise as ollow s.

Since the conditional wave function ; arises from the wave function hpj i by in—
serting a random coordinate Q , forthe second variable (@nd nom alizing), any dynam ics
(ie., tin e evolution) forQ,, described by a curvet T Q, (t) and preserving the quantum
probability distrdoution of Q ,, for exam ple, as given by Bohm ian m echanics [@], gives
rise to a dynam ics for the conditional wave function, t 7 1 =N O, 0] ©i,
where (t) evolves according to Schrodinger’s equation and N () = kD, (£)] @©)ik s
the nom alizing factor. In this way one obtains a stochastic process (@ random path)
nS H,). In the case considered in Section [4, n which H , corresponds to a large
heat bath, this processmust have GAP ( g, 4,; ) asan hvarant m easure. It would be
Interesting to know whether this process is approxin ately a smple processin S H 1),
perhaps a di usion process, perhaps one of the M arkov processes on H ibert space con—
sidered already in the literature.

7 The Two-LevelSystem asa SInple Exam ple
In this Jast section, we consider a two—Jdevel system , with H = C? and
H = E;Jlihlj+ E,Ri2F 49)

and calculate the pint distrdbution ofthe energy coe cientsZ ;= hljiand Z , = h2j i
fora GAP ( )distrbuted asexplicitly aspossbl. W e begin with a general nie-
din ensional system , H = C¥, and specialize to k = 2 later.
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One way of describing the distrbution of is to give its density relative to the
hypersurface areameasureu on S (C*); thiswe did in [I8). Another way of describing
the pint distrloution ofthe Z,, is to describe the pint distrioution oftheirm oduli %, Jj
or of %, ¥, as the phases of the Z,, are independent (of each other and of the m oduli)
and uniform ly distributed, see 22).

Befre we determ ine the distrbution of ¥, F, we repeat that its expectation can be
com puted easily. Th ﬁé:t, forany 2 H wehave

1
Ehji’= GAP()(d)hjizE)hjjiE)ﬁhjaHji:

S #H )

Thus, orj i= hi,wecbtah E¥Z,F=e Er=tre # .

For greater clarity, from now on we write ZS*® instead of Z,. A relation sin ilar
to that between GAP ( ), GA ( ), and G ( ) holdsbetween the pint distrbutions of the
F.G2% £, ofthe %52 §, and ofthe % ¢ ¥. The jpint distrbution ofthe % % ¥ isvery sin -
pl: they are ndependent and exponentially djstn%uted withmeansp, = e E=»=2 ().

Since the density of GA rwhtive to G, dGA=dG = N ¥n F, is a finction of the m oduli
alone, and since, according to [2J), GA = GAphases G Ap oquis We have that
X
GApoqui = jz'nmeodu]i:
T hus,
s+ it s X Sh
P 282 F2ds;ii5; 282 F2ds, = ——— ~exp = ds Lds  (50)
| xk P n

n=1

whereeach s, 2 (0;1 ). Finally, the % 5*F # arise by nom alization,

GAP ]
§EBP § = %: (51)
1o

W e now specialize to the twoJevel system , k = 2. Since ZE2F F+ £52FP F =1, &
su ces to determ ine the distrbution of ¥ $2f §, orwhich we give an explicit form ula
in [B2d) below . W e want to obtain the m arginal distrbution of [Bll) from the pint
distrbution of the Z$* ¥ ;n (0;1 )?, the rst quadrant of the plane, as given by (&0).
To thisend, we introduce new coordinates in the rst quadrant:

S1

s= ; =35 + S,;
Sl+ 52’ 1 27
where > 0and 0< s< 1. Conversly, wehaves; = s ands,= (1 s) ,and the
area elem ent transform s according to
Q(s1;s
ds ds, = deto %) 4o gsq

(s;
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Figure 1: P ot of the distribution density finction f (s) of ¥:F, de ned n (82d), for
variousvaluesoftheparameter = exp( & E;)): @ =1=3,0) =1=2,0 =1,
@ =2, = 3.

T herefore, using

7
d ?%e* =2x° Prx> 0;
0
we obtain
Zl trH
P %72*§2ds =ds 20 2 exp efis+ef21 g = (52a)
0
2etrH
= efis+ef2(l s) “ds= (52b)
Z ()
= ,s+ ,0 s) ‘ds=:f(s)ds; 0< s< 1; (520)
with ;= (' ( '+ D=2 and ,= ( ( +1)=23Hr = exp( E E;1)).The
density £ of the distrbution [52d) of Z §*? § is depicted in F igure 1 for various values
of . For = 1, f is dentically 1. For > 1, we have , = 1 > 1, so that

1S+ - (@ s) isdecreasing m onotonically from , ats= 0to ; ats= 1;hence, f is

increasing m onotonically from ,°> to ,° .For < 1,wehave , < 3,and hencef is

decreasing m onotonically from ,°> to ,° . In allcases f is convex since £ 0.
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