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W e consider an altemative approach to the foundations of statisticalm echanics, in which sub jc-
tive random ness, ensem ble-averaging or tin e-averaging are not required. Instead, the universe (ie.
the system together w ith a su ciently large environm ent) is In a quantum pure state sub fct to a
global constraint, and them alisation resuls from entanglem ent between system and environm ent.
W e form ulate and prove a \G eneralC anonicalP rinciple", which states that the system w illbe ther-
m alised for aln ost all pure states of the universe, and provide rigorous quantitative bounds using

Levy’sLemm a.

I. NTRODUCTION

D espite m any years of research, the foundations of sta—

tisticalm echanics ram ain a controversialsub gct. C rucial
questions regarding the role of probabilities and entropy
(Wwhich are viewed both asm easures of ignorance and ob—
“Bctive properties of the state) are not satisfactorily re—
solred, and the relevance of tin e averages and ensamble
averages to Individual physical system s is unclear.

Here we adopt a fundam entally new viewpoint sug—
gested by Yakir Aharonov @], which is uniquely quan-—
tum , and which does not rely on any ignorance proba—
bilities in the description of the state. W e consider the
global state of a Jarge isolated system , the Uuniverse’, to
be a quantum pure state. H ence there isno lack ofknow
edge about the state of the universe, and the entropy of
the universe is zero. However, when we consider only
part of the universe (that we callthe system ’), it ispos-
sble that its state w ill not be pure, due to quantum en-
tanglem ent w ith the rest of the universe (that we call
the ¥environm ent’). Hence there is an obgctive Yack of
know ledge’ about the state ofthe system , even though we
know everything about the state of the universe. In such
cases, the entropy ofthe system is non-zero, even though
w e have iIntroduced no random ness and the universe itself
has zero entropy.

Furthem ore, interactions betw een the system and en—
vironm ent can ob fctively increase both the entropy of
the system and that of the environm ent by increasing
their entanglem ent. Tt is conceivable that this is the
m echanian behind the second law of them odynam ics.
Indeed, as nform ation about the system w illtend to leak
Into (and spread out in) the environm ent, we m ight well
expect that their entanglem ent (@nd hence entropy) will
Increase over tin e in accordance w ith the second law .

The above ideas provide a com pelling vision of the
foundations of statistical m echanics. Such a viewpoint
hasbeen ndependently proposed recently by Gemm eret
al fI.

In this paper, we address one particular aspect of the
above programme. W e show that them alisation is a
generic property of pure states of the universe, n the

sense that for alm ost allofthem , the reduced state ofthe
system is the canonicalm ixed state. T hat is, not only is
the state ofthe system m ixed (due to entanglem ent w ith
the rest of the universe), but it is In precisely the state
we would expect from standard statistical argum ents.

In fact, we prove a stronger result. In the standard
statistical setting, energy constraints are in posed on the
state ofthe universe, w hich then determ ine a correspond-
ing tem perature and canonicalstate for the system . Here
we consider that states of the universe are sub Ect to
arbitrary constraints. W e then show that aln ost every
pure state of the universe sub gct to those constraints is
such that the system is in the corresponding generalised
canonical state.

Our results are kinem atic, rather than dynam ical.
T hat is, we do not consider any particular uniary evoli—
tion ofthe globalstate, and we do not show that them al-
isation of the system occurs. However, because aln ost
all states of the universe are such that the system isin a
canonical them al state, we anticipate that m ost evolu—
tionsw illquickly carry a state In which the system isnot
them alised to one in which it is, and that the system
w i1l rem ain them alised for m ost of its evolution.

A key ingredient in ouranalysisisLevy’sLemma 3, :9'],
which plays a sin ilar role to the law of large num bers
and govems the properties of typical states n large—
din ensional H ibert spaces. Levy’s Lemm a has already
been used In quantum Inform ation theory to study en—
tanglem ent and other correlation properties of random
states in large bipartite system s E]. Tt provides a very
powerfil tool w ith which to evaluate functions of ran-
dom Iy chosen quantum states.

T he structure of this paper is as follows. In section
IT we present our m ain result in the form of a General
CanonicalP rinciple. In section ITI we support this prin—
ciple w ith precise m athem atical theorem s. In section IV
we Introduce Levy’s Lenm a, which is used In sections
V and V I to provide proofs of our m ain theorem s. Sec—
tion V IT illistrates these results w ith the sim ple exam ple
of spins n a magnetic eld. Finally, In section VIII we
present our conclusions.
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II. GENERAL CANONICAL PRINCIPLE

Considera large quantum m echanicalsystem , theuni-
verse’, that we decom pose into two parts, the system ’ S
and the ®nvironment’ E . W e will assum e that the di-
m ension of the environm ent is m uch larger than that of
the system . Consider now that the state of the universe
obeys som e global constraint R . W e can represent this
quantum m echanically by restricting the allowed states
of the system and environm ent to a subspace Hy ofthe
totalH ibert space:

Hgr Hs Hg; @)
where Hg and Hg are the H ibert spaces of the system
and environm ent, wih dim ensions ds and dg respec—
tively. In standard statistical m echanics R would typ-—
ically be a restriction on the totalenergy ofthe universe,
but here we leave R com pletely general.

W e de ne &k, the equiprobable state of the uni-
verse corresponding to the restriction R, by

Iz
d

where 1y is the identity (profction) operator on Hg,
and dr is the dinension of Hy . Er is the maxim ally
m ixed state In Hyg , In which each pure state has equal
probability. This corresponds to the standard intuition
of assigning equal a priori probabilities to all states of
the universe consistent w ith the constraints.

W e de ne g, the canonical state of the system
corresponding to the restriction R, asthe quantum
state ofthe system when the universe is in the equiprob—
able state Eg . The canonical state of the system s is
therefore obtained by tracing out the environm ent in the
equiprobable state of the universe:

Er = 7 )

s =T Er): @3)

W e now com e to them ain idea behind our paper.

A sdescribed in the introduction, we now consider that
the universe is in a pure state , and not in the m ixed
state Er  (which representsa sub fctive lJack ofknow ledge
about is state). W e prove that despite this, the state
of the system is very close to the canonicalstate s In
aln ost all cases. That is, for aln ost every pure state of
the universe, the system behaves as if the universe were
actually in the equiprobable m ixed state Ey .

W e now state this basic qualitative resul as a general
principle, that w ill subsequently be re ned by quantita-
tive theoram s:

G eneral C anonical P rinciple: G iven a su ciently
amn all subsystem of the universe, aln ost every pure state
of the universe is such that the subsystem is approxi-
m ately in the canonicalstate 5.

R ecalling that the canonical state ofthe system g is,
by de nition, the state ofthe system when the universe is

In the equiprobable state Eg we can Interpret the above
principle as ollow s:

P rinciple of A pparently Equal a priori P roba-
bility : For aln ost every pure state of the universe, the
state of a su ciently sm all subsystem is approxin ately
the sam e as if the universe were in the equiprobablk state
Er . In other words, aln ost every pure state of the uni-
verse is ocally (ie. on the system ) indistinguishabk from
Eg .

For an arbirary pure state j i of the universe, the
state of the system alone is given by

s=Tr Gh J: 4)
O ur principle states that foralmost allstates j 12 Hy,
s st ©)

O bviously, the above principle is stated qualitatively.
To express these results quantitatively, we need to care—
fully de newhatwemean by a su clently an all subsys-
tem , under what distance m easure g s, and how
good this approxin ation is. This will be done in the
rem aining sections of the paper.

W e em phasise that the above is a generalised principle,
In the sense that the restriction R in posed on the states
ofthe universe is com pltely arbitrary (and is not neces—
sarily the usual constraint on energy or other conserved
quantities). Sin ilarly, the canonicalstate s isnot nec—
essarily the usualthem alcanonical state, but isde ned
relative to the arbitrary restriction R by equation z_ﬂ) .

To connect the above principle to standard statistical
m echanics, allw e have to do is to consider the restriction
R to be that the total energy of the universe is close to
E , which then sets the tem perature scale T. The total
Ham ittonian ofthe universe Hy is given by

Hy =Hgs+ Hg + Hines (6)

where Hg and Hg are the Ham iltonians of the system
and environm ent respectively, and H i+ is the Interaction
Ham iltonian between the system and environm ent. In
the standard situation, in which H j,+ is sm all and the
energy spectrum of the environm ent is su ciently dense
and unifom , the canonical state S(E ) can be com puted

using standard techniques, and shown to be

H
E) S
/ exp

5 kg T

(7)

This allow s us to state the them alcanonicalprinciple
that establishes the validity (at least kinem atically) of
the view point expressed in the introduction.

Therm al C anonical P rinciple: G iven that the total
energy of the universe is approxim ately E , interactions
between the system and the rest of the universe are weak,
and that the energy spectrum of the universe is su —

ciently dense and uniform , aln ost every pure state of the



universe is such that the state of the system alone is ap-—
proxim ately equalto the therm al canonical state e g ,
with tem perature T (corresponding to the energy E )

W e em phasise here that our contribution in this paper
is to show that ¢ s, and has nothing to do wih

chowingthat s / e =T, which is a standard problm
In statisticalm echanics.

F inally, we note that the G eneralC anonical P rinciple
applies also in the case where the interaction between
the system and environm ent is not small. Tn such sit—
uations, the canonical state of the system is no longer

e kot , sihce the behaviour of the system w ill depend
very strongly on H i, . N evertheless, the generalprinciple
rem ainsvalid for the corresponding generalised canonical
state g . Furthem ore our principle will apply to arbi-
trary restrictionsR that have nothing to do w ith energy,

which m ay lead to m any interesting insights.

ITII. QUANTITATIVE SETUP
AND MAIN THEOREM S

W enow form ulate and prove precisem athem aticalthe-
oram s correponding to the G eneral Canonical P rinciple
stated in the previous section.

A s a measure of the distance between 5 and s, we
use the tracenom k g sk, , where 5]
) p
kM k;, = TrM j= Tr M YM ; @8)

as this distance willbe an all if and only if i would be
hard for any measurem ent to tell ¢ and s apart. In—
deed, kM k; = sup,,y ; TrM O), where the m axin isa—
tion is over all operators (cbservables) O w ith operator
nom bounded by 1.

In our analysis, we m ake use of the H ibert-
Schm idt nom kM k, = TrM YM ), which is easier to
m anjpulate than kM k, . However, we only use this for
Interm ediate calculational purposes, as it does not have
the desirable physical properties of the tracenom . In
particular k g sk, can be small even when the two
states are orthogonal for high-dim ensional system s.

T hroughout this paper we denote by h i the average
over states j 12 Hy according to the uniform distribu-
tion. For exam ple, it iseasy to seethat s = h gi.

W e w ill prove the follow Ing theorem s:

Theorem 1 For a random Iy chosen state ji2 Hg

Hg Hg and arbitrary > 0, the distance ketween the
reduced density m atrix ofthe system s = Tr(j - j and
the canonimalstate s = TrEr is given probabilistically
by

Prob ks sk, % ©)

where

S _
ds

dg
cqg 2

= ¢

i 10)

0 an

= 2exp
In these expressions, C is a positive constant (given by
C = (8 *) !),ds and dg are the dim ensions ofH g and
Hyr respectively, anddg isam easure ofthe e ective size
of the environm ent, given by

1 dr
d‘§ = T 2 7
r ds

12)

where 5 = Try Ez . Both and °willbe sm all quanti-
ties, and thus the state willbe close to the canonical state
w ith high probability, whenever dg ds (le. thee ec—
tive dim ension of the environm ent is m uch lhrger than
that of the system ) and dg 2 1 . This htter condi-
tion can ke ensured when dy 1 (ie. the totalaccessibe

space is large), by choosing = ¢ =3

T histheoram gives rigorousm eaning to our statem ents
In section IT about them alisation being achieved for vl
m ost all’ states: we have an exponentially sm all bound
on the relative volum e of the exosptional set, ie. on
the probability of nding the system in a state that is
far from the canonical state. Interestingly, the exponent
scales w ith the dim ension of the space Hyr of the con—
straint, while the deviation from the canonical state is
characterised by the ratio between the system size and
the e ective size of the environm ent, which m akes ntu—
tive sense.

T heorem -_]: provides a bound on the distance between

s and g, but In m any situations we can further in —

prove it. O ften the system does not really occupy all of
its H ibert space H 5, and also the estin ate ofthe e ec—
tive environm ent din ension dg m ay be too an all, due
to exceptionally large eigenvalies of g = Tr Er . By
cutting out these non-typical com ponents (sin ilar to the
weltknown m ethod of procting onto the typical sub—
space), we can optin ize the bound obtained, as we w ill
show in Theorem :_2 The bene ts of this optim ization
w illbe apparent in section E/:I:[, where we consider a par-
ticular exam ple.

Theorem 2 A ssum e that there exists som e bounded pos—

itive operator Xy on Hy satisfying 0 XRr 1 such
that, with Eg =~ XgEx X=gr,
TICETR): Tr Eg Xgr 1 13)

(Ie. the probability of obtaining the outcom e correspond-—
ing to m easurem ent operator X g in a generalised m ea—
surement POVM ) on Er is approxim ately one.)

Then, for a random ¥ chosen state j 12 Hy Hsg
Hg and > 0,

9.
sk ~ ~r

PIObks 1

14)



where

1s)

= 2 exp

16)

Here, C and dg are as in T heorem :;I:,d’s is the dim ension

of the support of X g in Hg, and & is the e ective size

of the environm ent after applying X g , given by
1 dr

d = ;

Tr~é d’s

a7

where "y = Ty Er ). In m any situations can bem ade
very an all, whik at the sam e tim e In proving the rela-
tion between system and e ective environm ent dim en—
sion. Note that the above is essentially the technigque of
the an ooth (quantum ) Renyi entropies fj, :_8]: logds is
relhted to Sy ( 5) and logdy to S, ( g).

In the process of proving these theoram s, we also ob—
tain the llow ing subsidiary resuls:

1. T he average distance betw een the system s reduced
density m atrix for a random ly chosen state and the
canonicalstate w illbe sn allw henever the e ective
environm ent size is larger than the system . Specif-
ically,

s s
ds %

& &’

where the e ectj_y‘e din ension of the environm ent
d? isgiven by (12).

hk s

skyi @18)

2.W ih high probability, the expectation valie of a
bounded observable Os on the system for a ran—
dom ly chosen state will be very sim ilar to is ex—
pectation valie In the canonical state whenever
dr 1. Speci cally,

Prob JIrOs s) TrOs s)i ¢ |
1=3 °
C 19)
2exp % >
kOsk

where C is a constant.

In our analysis we use two altemative m ethods, w ith
the hope that the di erent m athem atical technigques em —
pyed willaid in fiture exploration ofthe eld.

Iv. LEVY'SLEMMA

A majpr component in the proofs of the follow ing
sections is the m athem atical theorem known as Levy's
Lemma '[_3, :_4], which states that when a point  is se—
Jected at random from a hypersphere of high din ension
and f ( ) doesnot vary too rapidly, then £ ( ) hfiwih
high probability :

Lemma 3 (Levy’s Lemm a) G iven a function £ 2591
R de ned on the d-dim ensional hypersphere S¢, and a
point 2 $¢ chosen uniform ¥ at random ,

2C d+ 1)?

Prob () -

hfij 2exp (20)

where is the Lipschitz constant of £, given by =
sup ¥ £j and C isa positive constant (which can be taken
tobeC = (18 3) 1).

D ue to nom alisation, pure states in Hyx can be repre—
sented by points on the surface ofa 2dz  1)-dim ensional
hypersphere S?% !, and hence we can apply Levy’s
Lemm a to functions of the random ly selected quantum
state by settihgd= 2dg 1. Forsuch a random } cho—
sen state j 12 Hyr ,wewish to show thatk g4 sk, 0
w ith high probability.

V. METHOD I:APPLYING LEVY'S
LEMMA TO k s sk

In this section, we consider the consequences of ap—
plying Levy’s Lemm a directly to the distance between
s=Tr (©h ) and 5,by choosing

£()=k g sk : ©1)

n C_Z-g) A s we prove in appendix 75:, the function £ ( )
has Lipschitz constant 2. Applying Levy’s Lemm a
to £ () then gives:
h i
Prob k s Skl hks Skli

2
2e Cdr

@2)

To obtain Theorem 1, we rearrange this equation to get

Prob ks sk, 0 @3)

w here
= 4 ks skji ©24)
= 2exp Cq 2 ©25)

T he focus of the ©llow ing subsec_tj_ons is to obtaln a
bound on hk ¢ sk;i. In section :y_C_: we show that

s
ds

(26)

where d; is a measure ofthe e ective size of the envi-
ronm ent, given by C_l-@') . Inserting equation (.‘_2-6) n {_éﬁi)
we obtain Theorem 1.

T ypically dg 1 (the totalnum berofaccessible states
is Jarge) and hence by choosing = ¢ '™ we can ensure
that both and © are sm allquantities. W hen i is also
true that dg ds (the environm ent ism uch largerthan



that ofthe system ) both and °willbe sn allquantities,
ladingto k g sk, 0 w ith high probability.

To obtain Theorem 2, we consider a generalised m ea—
surem ent which has an aln ost certain outcom e for the
equiprobable state Egr 2 Hy , and apply the correspond—
Ing m easurem ent operator before proceeding w ith our
analysis. By an appropriate choice ofm easurem ent oper—
ator, the ratio of the system and environm ent’se ective
din ensions can be signi cantly in proved (as shown by
the exam ple in section V IIA)).

A . C alcu]atjng k s S kl

A s mentioned in section :_fgt, although k g sk, Is
a physically m eaningfiil quantity, i is di cul to work
w ith directly, so we 1rst relate it to the H ibert-Schm idt

nom k g sk, . The two nom s are related by
P —
ks skl ds k s skzi @7)
as proved In A ppendix '(_i:
Expanding k g sk, we obtain
I'p—=F
hk s ski ks skg (28)
p
= HIr(s s)%i
q
= MWr2i 2Trhsi s)+ Tr 2
q
= Wr2i Tr3Z; @9)
and hence
q
Tk s skji ds ¢Tr 2i Tr 2) 30)

B. Calculating Tr(2)

In this section we show the findam ental nequality

Tr 2 Trhgi’+ Trhgi : 31)
The follow ing calculations and estim ates are closely re—
lated to the argum ents used in random quantum chan-
n_el coding E] and random entanglem ent distillation (see
tidy.

Tocalulate Tr % , i ishelpfilto introduce a second
copy ofthe originalH ibert space, extending the problem

from Hg toHgy Hro where H o Hgo Hpo.
N ote that
X
Trg § = (xx)?
k
X

( x1) ( xop) Bk 1% W1k %
k;1;k0;10

= Trso (s so)Fggo ; (32)

where Fggo isthe i (or swap) operation S $ &:

X
Fsso=  Fhsy  Fidho; (33)
5;80
and hence
Trs 5= Twkere Gh 3 Jh keoEsso Tggo) :
(34)
So, our problem reduces to the calculation of
Z
V. hjhj jhi= Jjhj jhid (35)

A sV is nvariant under operations of the form V !

U U )V Y UY) for any unitary U, representation
theory im plies that

V= et RRes (36)
w here :y;no/anti are pro gctors onto the sym m etric and

antisym m etric subspaces of H g Hyr o respectively, and

and are constants.As
1
Ghj Jh ])19—5 (pbi  fei)=0 8a;b;y ; (37)
it isclearthat = 0, and asV isa nom alised state,
1 2
= — 5 = : (38)
dimn RRg,, ) dr g + 1)
Hence
hjhij JhH ji=—-—"— F: 39
] J ] jldR(dR+1)RRO (39)
and therefore
2 sym
T 2 7 RRO
L s TRRO & On + D) Esso  Tego)
(40)
To proceed further we perform the substitution
1
= 2 @rro+ Frro); 41)

where Frro isthe I operator taking R $ R°. Noting
'th.atFRROZ ]]-RRO(:E‘SSO FEEO),th.]SgNeS

Tr 2 = Trge — SRR @1
5 s R G Ge + D) ss E
]]'RRO
+ T _— 1 F
RRO G Gt D) (Lsso EEO)
II_R II_RO
Trro - Esso go)
dr dr
]]-R II_RO
+ T — 1 F
RRo an an (Msso EEO)
= Trso ( s s )Fsgo
+ Trrgo ( g g)FEgo : 42)
Hence from equation _-Z_i),
Trs (2) Tg 2+ T 2
s s E 43)

= Trhsiz+ TrhE12



C. Bounding k s sk,

Inserting the resuls ofthe last section in equation C_?;g)
we obtain

q

hk s sk ds Ty 2 (44)

Intuitively, we can understand this equation by de n-
ing
1
dg = —;

Ty 2

45)

as the e ective dimension of the environment in the
canonical state. If all of the non—zero eigenvalies of g
were ofequalweight thiswould sin ply correspond to the
din ension of g ’s support, but m ore generally it will
m easure the din ension of the space In which the envi-
ronm ent is m ost lkely to be found. W hen there is no
constraint on the accessible states of the environm ent,
suchthatHg = HJ Hg thendf = dg

D enoting the eigenvaluesof g by }; (W ith m axin um
eigenvalue f %*), it is also interesting to note that

2 X k \2
Ty § = (g)
X
m ax k
E E
k
h g 3T Lz i
= max JTrs — Jei
jEi E S dR E
R
= max —F g i
Jei ey N
d;
=, 46)
dr
Hence dg & =ds, and we obtain the nalresul that
s S
d 2
ks ski ° %, @7
dg dr

The average distance hk g sk;i will therefore be
an all whenever the e ective size of the environm ent is
much larger than that of the system (g ds). _

Tnserting the results ofequation {47) into equation {24)
gives Theorem 1.

D . Im proved bounds using restricted subspaces

A sm entioned in sectjon@:l:i, In m any cases it is possi-
bl to i prove the bounds obtained from T heorem -:I: by
progcting the states onto a typical subspace before pro-
ceeding w ith the analysis. This can allow one to decrease
the e ective din ension ofthe system @ (oy elim nating
com ponents w ith negligble am plitude), and Increase the
e ective dim ension ofthe environment§ = (Tr 2) !

by elin lnating com ponents of g wih disproportion—
ately high am plitudes), whilst leaving the equiprobable
state Egr largely unchanged.

To allow for the m ost general possibility, we consider
a generalised m easurem ent operator X g satisfying 0
X R 1 (cfwhich a profctor is a soecial case), which
has high probability ofbeing satis ed by &, such that

T ErXr) 1 48)

W e denote the dim ension of the support ofXg In Hg
by &, which willplay the role ofds in the revised anal-
ysis f_l]_:l] Theboundson hk ¢ sk;iwillbe optin ized
by choosing X g such that ds isas an allaspossble, and
dg aslarge aspossble.

W ealsode nethe subnom alised states obtained after
m easurem ent ofX i :

p R
Fi= Xgii 49)
B =  XnBn Xpo= R (50)
dr
s = Tr Er) (51)
g = T Er) (52)

Applying the sam e analysis as in the previous sections
to these states, we nd

D E
2

T ~45 = Twmro JH™J Jh™] EFsso Teo)
|
®r  Xr) pgo
= T
RRO d Cs + 1) EFsgo Tggo)
XR XRO
T -
RRO dn dn EFsso Iz g o)
XR XRO
+ T —_— 1 F
RRO dn dn (Msso EE©)
= Tg "3+ Tw “2; (53)
lere in the second equality we have used the fact that
X g Xgro; pmol= 0. From the analogue of equa—

tion C_B-Q') we can then ocbtain
s
D E

~ ds
~s S — 54)
! &
where (using the analogue of (El-@‘))
1 dr
& = = —: (55)
Trg E d’s

To transform thisbound on ~g s into a bound

onk g sk, , we note that

ks sk, ks skt s Ts o+ s



W ebound k g vk, as ollow s:

ks Jh3 JhTg

SN
2

'Skl

j o
2 3hj
q
= 2Tr( & j
q
- 2

Fh™)?

p_
2thRji2+hj>(Rji2)
h Xgr Jj i)
Tr®z J h J);

p
21
41

c7)

where iIn the st lnequality we have used the non-
Increase of the tracenom under partial tracing, in the
second inequality we have used Lemm a E (A ppendix E::)
and the fact that j iand j7i span a two-dim ensionalsub—
space, and jn the third inequality we have used the fact

that X g X g (oecause Xy k).
Tt ollow s that
Dp E
ks ski 401 TrKsJh J)
P
M1 TrXzjh J)i
8]
= 41 TrXgEr)
2 ; (58)

w here we have used ’_che concavity ofthe square root fuinc—
tion and equation {fl@‘) .
In addition, note that from the triangle nequality,

s s L kh s s ik,
hks 'gkll
p_
2 (59)

Inserting these results into the average ofequation C_5-§)
we get

s

. ds p—
hk S Skll —+ 4 (60)

and inserting this in equation C_Z-é_l) we obtain T heorem -_2

VI. METHOD II:APPLYING LEVY'S
LEMMA TO EXPECTATION VALUES

In this section, we describbe an altemative m ethod of
obtaining bounds on k g sk, by considering the ex—
pectation values of a com plete set of observables. The
physical intuition is that if the expectations of all cb—
servables on tw o states are close to each other, then the
states them selves m ust be close.

W e begin by show ing that for an arbirary (pounded)
observable Os on S, the di erence in expectation value
between a random Iy chosen state s = Ty (J © ) and

the canonicalstate s isan allw ith high probability. W e
then proceed to show that this holds for a fiill operator
basis, and thereby prove that g s wih high proba-
bility when dg .

In this method, Levy’s Lemm a plays a far m ore cen—
tral role. This approach m ay be m ore suiable In som e
situations, and yields fiirther insights into the underlying
structure of the problem .

A . Sim ilarity of expectation values for random and
canonical states

Consider Levy’s Lemm a applied to the expectation
valie of an operatorOg on H s, or which we take
£()=TrOs s): (61)
n ¢_2-(_)') Let Os have bounded operator nomn kOgk
(W here kO s k is the m odulus of the m axin um eigenvalue
of the operator). Then the Lipschitz constant of £ ( )
is also bounded, satisfying 2kOsk (@s shown in ap—
pendix Al). W e therefore cbtain

2

Prob FrOs s) HrOs s)ij 2exp £
(62)
H ow ever, note that
Mr@Os s)i= TrOshsi) = TrOs s)i; (63)
and hence that
Prob FrOs s) TrOs s)j 2exp S
(64)
By choosing = ¢ = we obtain the result that
Prob ¥rOs s) TrOs s)i ¢
¢ o™ (65)
2exp KOk

For dr 1, the expectation value of any given bounded
operator for a random ly chosen state w ill therefore be
close to that of the canonical state s with high proba—
piliry fid).

B . Sim ilarity of expectation values for a com plete
operator basis

Here we consider a com plete basis of operators for the
system . R atherthan Hem itian operators,we nd it con—
venient to consider a basis of unitary operatorsUJ . W e
show that wih high probability all of these operators
will have (com plex) expectation values close to those of
the canonical state.



Tt isalwayspossble to de ne @ unitary operatorsUg
on the system, labelld by x 2 £0;1;:::d%  1g, such
that these operators form_a com plete orthogonaloperator
basis orH s satisfying [14]

TI’(U;yUé/)= ds xy 7 (66)

where ., isthe K ronecker delta function. O ne possble
choice of U is given by
dg 1
U;{ — e2 is (x

s=0

(xm odds ))=d} s+ x)m oddg ihsT:

67)

N oting that kU § <= 18x (dueto uniarity), we can then
apply equation (64) to Os = U to cbtain

2

2e € 8x:

(68)

P rob j[‘r(U;( S) TI(U;( s)j

Furthem ore, as there are only dé possbl values of %,
this in plies that

2c§e Car *
(69)

Prob 9x : FrUS s) TrlU; s)J

Tfwetake = q '~ 1, note that as the right hand

side of (5@‘) w ill be dom inated by the exponential decay

1=3
e ©% , i is very lkely that all operators U will have
expectation values close to their canonical values.

C . Obtaining a probabilistic bound on k s sk,

Asthe U form a complte basis, we can expand any

state 5 as
1 X
= — Cx U 70
S o ) (s)Ug (70)
w here
Cx()=Trug’ s)=TrUg s)°: (1)
E xpressing equation C_égi) in these term s we obtain
Prob 9% :¥x () Gl )j 2de %= ° (12)
When £x(s) C( s)J forallx, an upper bound

can be obtained for the squared H ibert-Schm idt nom
f5] as Hlow s:

2 1 X
kA Ak2 = — (CX(S) cx( S))Ué(
S x 2 \
1 X -
= %Tr Cx(s) Ci(sNUS
_ L Cx(s) ( s))°
= ds . X S cx S
¢ (73)

Hence using the relation between the Ua'og—nonn and
H ibert-Schm idt-nom (proved in appendix A}),
ks sk, ds k s sk, @ (74)
Incorporating this result into equation C_7-_') yields
Prob ks sk, & 2de C% . (75)
Ifwe choose
1=3
d
dr
we obtain the nalresult that
1 C
Prob ks sk, — 2de 7)
w here
1=3
le!
= i; (78)
Notethatk g sk, 0 w ith high probability when-

ever Iog, ds) 1,and hencewhendz  di.This
result is qualitatively sim ilar to the result obtained using
the previous m ethod, although it can be shown that the
bound obtained is actually slightly weaker In this case.

VII. EXAMPLE:SPIN CHAIN
W ITH npEXCITATION S

A s a concrete exam pl of the above form alisn , con—
sider a chain of n spin-1/2 system s in an extemalm ag—
netic eld In the + z direction, where the st k soins
form the system , and the rem ainingn  k spins om the
environm ent. W e therefore consider a H am ittonian ofthe
form

X g5
H = > o (79)

i=1

where B is a constant energy (oroportionalto the exter—
nal eld strength), and .~
the i spin.

Under these circum stances, the global energy eigen—
states can be divided into orthogonal subspaces depen—
dent on the totalnum ber of spins aligned w ith the eld.
W e consider a restriction to one of these degenerate sub—
spacesHyg 2 Hs Hg nwhich np spinsare in the excited
state jli (oppositeto the eld) and theremainingn (1  p)
soins are In the ground state P1i (@ligned w ith the eld).

W ih this setup, ds = 2* and

is a Pauli spin operator for

n

dR = np

(80)



A pproxin ating this binom ial coe cient by an exponen-—
tial (@s in Appendix C}), gives

onH ()
% n+1 ®1)
whereH )= plgE) @1 p)lgl p) (theShannon

entropy of a single spin).
From T heorem g:,

Prob k s Skl Or (82)
w here
s
ds
= + as ; (83)
0= 2exp Cq “? 84)
In addition,
S s
2
% & +1)2 OF @ 20%2. @gs)
dg dr
For an appropriate choice of (g. = %11:3 1), we

willobtain k ¢
ever

sk,  0wih high probability when-

(nH (p) 2k)=2 1

r—
nh+1)2 (86)

For
ciently largen k.

W e em phasise that our results concem the distance
between 5 and 5. Computing the precise form of ¢
is a standard exercise In statisticalm echanics, which we
sketch here for com pleteness.

In the regin e where n k?, the canonical state ¢
w ill take the approxin ate form

X 0 k! o
*T G eop Med p &k BN

p)f *

X nlpp) P

dsn*@p)!n @ p)!
= p™’ 1 pf I pihs] 87)
= (jihlj+ @ p)Pi0 *: 88)

and hence the canonical state ofthe system w ill approxi-
m ate that ofk uncorrelated spins, each w ith a probability
p ofbeing excited, as expected.

To connect our resul to the standard statisticalm e—
chanical form ula,

Hs
kBT

s / exp (89)

we use Boltzm ann’s form ula relating the entropy of the
environm ent Sg (£) to the number of states N (£) of

xed p, this condition willbe satis ed forallsu -

the environm ent w ith a given num ber of excitations #7j
to get

Sg () = ks hNg (&)
n k
= kg In L.
° ]
Bk 0 k)Ih@n k) ®ihej
n k ®B)ho k ®) 90

where In the third line we have used Stirling’s approxi-
mation. De ning the tem perature n the usualway, and
noting that the energy of the environm ent is given by

E=%B n k)B =2, we obtain
1 dsg E)
T dE E=DE i
_ 1ds: ()
B d®] 56 wop
ks om k33
B ¥J £+ @0 K)p
k; 1
- 4 P 1)
B p

This form ula expresses how the probability p de nes
a tem perature T of the environm ent. R earranging equa-
tion &5]‘) to ncorporate equation C_§]_;) gives the usual
statisticalm echanical result

X p J3J
s e p — Jihs]
1 p
S
X
= @1 pf exp Fjh —  Fihsj
S
X .
BB .. .
) ZZ giks
(pi‘SeXP o s
Hs
92
/ exp _— (92)

A . ProZction on the typical subspace

W e can obtain an Im proved bound on k g sk, by
noting that the systam state aln ost always lies in a typ—
ical subspace with approxin ately kp excitations. W e
m ake use ofthis ocbservation by applying T heorem :j with
a m easuram ent operator X g given by

Xr = s I (93)

where 5 isa profctor onto the typical subspace of the
system , in which it contains a num ber of excitations Fj
In the range

kp+

kp B3 (94)



Tt is easy to show, using classical probabilistic argu—
ments (see Appendix B), that

Tk XrER)=Trs (s s) 1 (95)

w here

2

—_— (96)
dkp@ p)

= 2exp

Furthem ore, the dim ension ds of the support of X g
on Hg (which here is sin ply the dim ension ofthe typical
subspace) is shown in appendix I_S: to be given by

]Y+
ds = k
. BJ
JIF kp
@ + st e 97)
w here
dH () p
G ) = o by, T ©8)
From T heorem :_Zwe obtain:
Prob k s Skl ~ '9; (99)

where, using dag _ & =ds, and Inserting the resuls of
equations 1), {96) and ©7),

p
~ =+ @+ 1R + 12k TR Er 6@ o)
P 2
+ 32exp _
8kp(l p)
= 2exp Ca 2 101)
Choosing = K3 and =4 '~ yklds

~ = (1'1+ 1)1=32 nH (p)=3

+p M+ 1)@k¥3+ 1)2 @ 20H @=2+ k*7%G (p)

pP— LS
+ 3Rexp —— (102)
8pl p)
P)=3
L= 2exp ﬂ (103)
O+ 1)1-3

In the them odynam ic lin it In which p is xed (cor-
responding to the tem perature), the ratio of the system
and environm ent sizes r = k=@ k) is =xed at some
valle r < 1 (ie. the system is an aller than the environ-
ment), and n tendstoin niy, ! Oand °! 0, and
hence s ! S -

For large (but nite) n the system willbe them alised
for alm ost all states when the system is am aller than the
environm ent (ie. r< 1). Note that as depends expo—
nentially on v 2k), 1 can be achieved w ith only
an all di erences in the number of spins In the system
and environm ent.
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VIII. CONCLUSIONS

Let us ook back at what we have done. Concem-—
Ing the problem ofthemm alisation ofa system interacting
w ith an environm ent in statistical m echanics, there are
several standard approaches. O ne way of looking at it
is to say that the only thing we know about the state of
the universe isa globalconstraint such as its totalenergy.
T hus the way to proceed is to take a Bayesian point of
view and consider all states consistent w ith this global
constraint to be equally probabl. The average over all
these states Indeed leadsto the state ofany am all subsys—
tem being canonical. But the question then arises what
is the m eaning of this average, when we dealw ith jast
one state. A lso, these probabilities are sub fctive, and
this raises the problem ofhow to argue for an ob ective
m eaning of the entropy. A form alway out is that sug—
gested by G bbs, to consider an ensem ble of universes,
but of course this doesn’t solve the puzzle, because there
isusually only one actualuniverse. A fematively, it was
suggested that the state of the universe, as i evolves in
tin e, can reach any ofthe states that are consistent w ith
the global constraint. Thus if we look at tin e averages,
they are the sam e as the average that results from consid—
ering each state of the universe to be equally probable.
To m ake sense of this In age one needs assum ptions of
ergodicity, to ensure that the universe explores all the
available space equally, and of course this doesn’t solve
the problem of what the state of the subsystem is at a
given tim e.

W hat we showed here is that these averages are not
necessary. Rather, (@lm ost) any individual state of the
universe is such that any su ciently an all subsystem be-
haves as if the universe were In the equiprobable aver-
age state. This is due to m assive entanglem ent betw een
the subsystem and the rest of the universe, which is a
generic feature of the vast m a prity of states. To obtain
this resul, we have have Introduced m easures of the ef-
fective size of the system , dg, and its environm ent (ie.
the rest of the universe), dg , and showed that the aver-
age distance between the individual reduced states and
the canonical state is directly related to dg=dg . Levy's
Lemm a is then invoked to conclude that all but an ex—
ponentially am all fraction of all states are close to the
canonical state.

In conclusion, the m ain m essage of our paper is that
averages are not needed In order to justify the canonical
state ofa system in contact w ith the rest ofthe universe
{ alm ost any individual state of the universe is enough
to lead to the canonical state. In e ect, we propose to
replace the Postulate of Equal a priori P robabilities by
the P rinciple of A pparently Equala priori P robabilities,
which states that as far as the system is concemed every
sihgle state of the universe seem s sin ilar to the average.

W e stress once m ore that we are concemed only w ith
the distance between the state of the system and the
canonical state, and not w ith the precise m athem atical
form of this canonical state. Indeed, it is an advantage



of our m ethod that these two issues are com pletely sep—
arated. For exam ple, our result is independent of the
canonical state having Bolzm annian form , of degenera-
cies of energy levels, of interaction strength, or of energy
(of system , envjrom_n ent or the universe) at all.

In future work [_1]'], we w ill go beyond the kinem atic
view point presented here to addressthe dynam ics ofther—
m alisation. In particular, we w ill investigate under w hat
conditions the state of the universe w ill evolre into (@nd
soend aln ost all of its Jater tin e In) the large region of
isH ibert space in which its subsystem s are therm alised.
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APPENDIX A:LIPSCHITZ CONSTANTS
AND NORM RELATION

Lemm a 4 The Lipschitz constant of the function

f()=kg sk,, satis es 2.

Proof: De ning the reduced states 1 = T (J1h 1)
and .= Tx (j 24 29, and using the resul that partial
tracing cannot increase the trace-nom

F(1) £(F = k1  k k2 k7
ki oK
kjih 1J Joh zjii
= 41 hij.if
4411 9.iF @1)
Hence £ (1) £(2)J 2311 Joijandthus 2.

Lemm a 5 The Lipschitz constant of the function
f()= TrX jih J), where X is any operator on Hy
wih nite operator nom kX k satis es 2kX k.

P roof:

E (1)

£(2)] hi1XJjii hoKJjoi

1
=3 h 13+ h23X G114 Jo21)
+hi13 heIdX Gi1i+ j2i)
KXk jii+ joi jii  Joi
2kX k 311 A2)

Joi:
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Lemma 6 Foranyn nmatrixM ,kM k pHkMkz.
P roof: IfM haseigenvalues i,
|
2 2 1X . .2
kM ki = n — JiJ
n
1
1X 5
1’%— jif:nkMkz;
noy
by the convexity of the square function. Taking the

square-root yields the desired resul.

APPENDIX B:PROJECTION ONTO
THE TYPICAL SUBSPACE

Lemm a 7 Given a system in the canonicalstate s, the
probability of it containing a num ber of excitations Fjin

the range kp B)] kp+ isgiven by
Tr(s s) 1 B1)
where
2
T2 Tpa ©2
P roof: 5 is essentially a classical probabilistic state,

obtained by choosing k spins at random from a bag’
containing np excited spinsand n (I  p) un-excied soins
w ithout replacem ent. It is easy to see that this statew ill
lie in the typical subspace w ith higher probability than if
the spins were replaced in the bag after each selection, as
the form er process ism ean reverting, w hereas the latter
is not. W e can bound the probability of lying outside
the typical subspace in the case with rep]a@ ent using

Chemo ’'s Inequality :_[1_6'3] forthe sum X =, (s; P),
where s; 2 £0;1g is the value of the i spin. T his gives
h i 2
Prob X > 2e 1?2 ®B3)
where 2= kp(l p) isthe variance ofX . Hence
h i 2
Prob Bj kp > 2e ixp@ p) B4)
and thus
h i
Tr( s s) = 1 P rob ﬁj kp>
2
1 2e%r@ p) B5)

APPENDIX C:EXPONENTIAL BOUNDS
ON COMBINATORIAL QUANTITIES

In this appendix we obtain bounds for the combina—
toric quantities required to consider the exam ple case of
a spin-chain.



From standard probability theory we know that

xe

S ()

k=0

w ith them axin alterm in the sum beihng obtained when
k= np.Hence

xn
np a p) np 1 p).
P of 1 p B0 pJ :
k=0
c2)
N oting that
PPl pP® P =2 @ €3
where H () = plg () 1 plbg@l p), wecan
rearrange equation 2) to get
onH () log, (+1) n o ®), c4)
np

W e also require an upper bound for the din ension of
the typical subspace of system S, given by
}5?+
k
d’s = o
FJ

JF kp

C5)

The maximal term in this sum occurs when Bj= kp
where
8
<

P=

O »In'o
NIRRT
Il
=~
a
2

1 p<
P
tp>2+  =k;
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and as the sum consistsof 2 + 1) tem s,

& @ +1)

Bounding the binom ial coe cient by an exponential as
above we obtain

ds @ + 1)sH @, c8)

AsH (p) isa concave fiinction ofp, we also note that

dH ()
kH ) kH (o) c9)
dp
De ning
dH () p

G = = Io —_— ; C10
©) ap Jo 1 D ( )

we therefore nd that
ds @ + 1) e+ ¢ @), C11)
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