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W econsideran alternative approach to thefoundationsofstatisticalm echanics,in which subjec-

tive random ness,ensem ble-averaging ortim e-averaging are notrequired.Instead,the universe (i.e.

the system togetherwith a su�ciently large environm ent)isin a quantum pure state subjectto a

globalconstraint,and therm alisation resultsfrom entanglem entbetween system and environm ent.

W eform ulateand provea \G eneralCanonicalPrinciple",which statesthatthesystem willbether-

m alised for alm ost allpure states ofthe universe,and provide rigorous quantitative boundsusing

Levy’sLem m a.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Despitem any yearsofresearch,thefoundationsofsta-

tisticalm echanicsrem ain acontroversialsubject.Crucial

questionsregarding the roleofprobabilitiesand entropy

(which areviewed both asm easuresofignoranceand ob-

jective properties ofthe state) are not satisfactorily re-

solved,and the relevanceoftim e averagesand ensem ble

averagesto individualphysicalsystem sisunclear.

Here we adopt a fundam entally new viewpoint sug-

gested by Yakir Aharonov [1],which is uniquely quan-

tum ,and which does not rely on any ignorance proba-

bilities in the description ofthe state. W e considerthe

globalstate ofa large isolated system ,the ‘universe’,to

beaquantum purestate.Hencethereisnolackofknowl-

edge aboutthe state ofthe universe,and the entropy of

the universe is zero. However,when we consider only

partoftheuniverse(thatwecallthe‘system ’),itispos-

sible thatitsstate willnotbe pure,due to quantum en-

tanglem ent with the rest ofthe universe (that we call

the ‘environm ent’). Hence there is an objective ‘lack of

knowledge’aboutthestateofthesystem ,even though we

know everything aboutthestateoftheuniverse.In such

cases,theentropy ofthesystem isnon-zero,even though

wehaveintroduced norandom nessand theuniverseitself

haszero entropy.

Furtherm ore,interactionsbetween thesystem and en-

vironm ent can objectively increase both the entropy of

the system and that ofthe environm ent by increasing

their entanglem ent. It is conceivable that this is the

m echanism behind the second law oftherm odynam ics.

Indeed,asinform ation aboutthesystem willtend toleak

into (and spread outin)the environm ent,wem ightwell

expectthattheirentanglem ent(and henceentropy)will

increaseovertim e in accordancewith the second law.

The above ideas provide a com pelling vision of the

foundations ofstatisticalm echanics. Such a viewpoint

hasbeen independently proposed recently by G em m eret

al.[2].

In thispaper,we addressone particularaspectofthe

above program m e. W e show that therm alisation is a

generic property ofpure states ofthe universe,in the

sensethatforalm ostallofthem ,thereduced stateofthe

system isthecanonicalm ixed state.Thatis,notonly is

thestateofthesystem m ixed (dueto entanglem entwith

the restofthe universe),but itisin precisely the state

wewould expectfrom standard statisticalargum ents.

In fact,we prove a stronger result. In the standard

statisticalsetting,energy constraintsareim posed on the

stateoftheuniverse,which then determ ineacorrespond-

ingtem peratureand canonicalstateforthesystem .Here

we consider that states of the universe are subject to

arbitrary constraints. W e then show that alm ost every

purestate ofthe universesubjectto those constraintsis

such thatthe system isin the corresponding generalised

canonicalstate.

O ur results are kinem atic, rather than dynam ical.

Thatis,wedo notconsiderany particularunitary evolu-

tion oftheglobalstate,and wedonotshow thattherm al-

isation ofthe system occurs. However,because alm ost

allstatesoftheuniversearesuch thatthesystem isin a

canonicaltherm alstate,we anticipate that m ostevolu-

tionswillquickly carry astatein which thesystem isnot

therm alised to one in which it is,and that the system

willrem ain therm alised form ostofitsevolution.

A keyingredientin ouranalysisisLevy’sLem m a[3,4],

which plays a sim ilar role to the law oflarge num bers

and governs the properties of typical states in large-

dim ensionalHilbert spaces. Levy’s Lem m a has already

been used in quantum inform ation theory to study en-

tanglem ent and other correlation properties ofrandom

states in large bipartite system s [5]. It provides a very

powerfultoolwith which to evaluate functions ofran-

dom ly chosen quantum states.

The structure ofthis paper is as follows. In section

IIwe present our m ain result in the form ofa G eneral

CanonicalPrinciple.In section IIIwesupportthisprin-

ciple with precisem athem aticaltheorem s.In section IV

we introduce Levy’s Lem m a,which is used in sections

V and VIto provide proofsofourm ain theorem s. Sec-

tion VIIillustratestheseresultswith thesim pleexam ple

ofspins in a m agnetic � eld. Finally,in section VIIIwe

presentourconclusions.

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0511225v3
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II. G EN ER A L C A N O N IC A L P R IN C IP LE

Consideralargequantum m echanicalsystem ,‘theuni-

verse’,thatwedecom poseinto two parts,the‘system ’S

and the ‘environm ent’E . W e willassum e that the di-

m ension ofthe environm entism uch largerthan thatof

the system .Considernow thatthe state ofthe universe

obeys som e globalconstraintR. W e can representthis

quantum m echanically by restricting the allowed states

ofthe system and environm entto a subspace H R ofthe

totalHilbertspace:

H R � HS 
 HE ; (1)

where H S and H E are the Hilbertspacesofthe system

and environm ent, with dim ensions dS and dE respec-

tively. In standard statisticalm echanics R would typ-

ically bea restriction on thetotalenergy oftheuniverse,

butherewe leaveR com pletely general.

W e de� ne ER ,the equiprobable state of the uni-

verse corresponding to the restriction R,by

ER =
11R

dR
; (2)

where 11R is the identity (projection) operator on H R ,

and dR is the dim ension ofH R . ER is the m axim ally

m ixed state in H R ,in which each pure state has equal

probability. This correspondsto the standard intuition

ofassigning equala prioriprobabilities to allstates of

the universeconsistentwith the constraints.

W e de� ne 
S,the canonical state of the system

corresponding to the restriction R,asthequantum

stateofthesystem when theuniverseisin theequiprob-

able state ER . The canonicalstate ofthe system 
S is

thereforeobtained by tracing outtheenvironm entin the

equiprobablestate ofthe universe:


S = TrE (ER ): (3)

W e now com eto the m ain idea behind ourpaper.

Asdescribed in theintroduction,wenow considerthat

the universe is in a pure state �,and not in the m ixed

stateER (which representsasubjectivelack ofknowledge

about its state). W e prove that despite this,the state

ofthe system is very close to the canonicalstate 
S in

alm ostallcases. Thatis,foralm ostevery pure state of

the universe,the system behavesasifthe universe were

actually in the equiprobablem ixed stateER .

W e now statethisbasicqualitativeresultasa general

principle,thatwillsubsequently be re� ned by quantita-

tivetheorem s:

G eneralC anonicalP rinciple: Given a su�ciently

sm allsubsystem ofthe universe,alm ostevery pure state

of the universe is such that the subsystem is approxi-

m ately in the canonicalstate 
S.

Recalling thatthecanonicalstateofthesystem 
S is,

by de� nition,thestateofthesystem when theuniverseis

in the equiprobable state ER we can interpretthe above

principleasfollows:

P rinciple of A pparently Equal a priori P roba-

bility: For alm ostevery pure state ofthe universe,the

state ofa su�ciently sm allsubsystem is approxim ately

the sam e asifthe universe were in the equiprobable state

ER . In other words,alm ostevery pure state ofthe uni-

verseislocally(i.e.on thesystem )indistinguishablefrom

ER .

For an arbitrary pure state j�i of the universe, the

stateofthe system aloneisgiven by

�S = TrE (j�ih�j): (4)

O urprinciplestatesthatforalm ostallstatesj�i2 H R ,

�S � 
S: (5)

O bviously,the above principle is stated qualitatively.

To expressthese resultsquantitatively,we need to care-

fully de� newhatwem ean by a su� ciently sm allsubsys-

tem ,under what distance m easure �S � 
S,and how

good this approxim ation is. This willbe done in the

rem aining sectionsofthe paper.

W eem phasisethattheaboveisageneralised principle,

in thesensethattherestriction R im posed on thestates

oftheuniverseiscom pletely arbitrary (and isnotneces-

sarily the usualconstrainton energy orotherconserved

quantities).Sim ilarly,the canonicalstate 
S isnotnec-

essarily theusualtherm alcanonicalstate,butisde� ned

relativeto the arbitrary restriction R by equation (3).

To connectthe above principle to standard statistical

m echanics,allwehaveto do isto considertherestriction

R to be thatthe totalenergy ofthe universe isclose to

E ,which then sets the tem perature scale T. The total

Ham iltonian ofthe universeH U isgiven by

H U = H S + H E + H int; (6)

where H S and H E are the Ham iltonians ofthe system

and environm entrespectively,and H int istheinteraction

Ham iltonian between the system and environm ent. In

the standard situation,in which H int is sm alland the

energy spectrum ofthe environm entissu� ciently dense

and uniform ,the canonicalstate 

(E )

S
can be com puted

using standard techniques,and shown to be



(E )

S
/ exp

�

�
H S

kB T

�

: (7)

Thisallowsusto statethetherm alcanonicalprinciple

that establishes the validity (at least kinem atically) of

the viewpointexpressed in the introduction.

T herm al C anonical P rinciple: Given that the total

energy ofthe universe is approxim ately E ,interactions

between the system and the restofthe universe are weak,

and that the energy spectrum of the universe is su�-

ciently dense and uniform ,alm ostevery purestateofthe
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universe issuch thatthe state ofthe system alone isap-

proxim ately equalto the therm alcanonicalstate e
�

H S
kB T ,

with tem perature T (corresponding to the energy E )

W eem phasiseherethatourcontribution in thispaper

is to show that �S � 
S,and has nothing to do with

showing that
S / e
�

H S
kB T ,which isa standard problem

in statisticalm echanics.

Finally,we note thatthe G eneralCanonicalPrinciple

applies also in the case where the interaction between

the system and environm ent is not sm all. In such sit-

uations,the canonicalstate ofthe system is no longer

e
�

H S
kB T , since the behaviour ofthe system willdepend

verystronglyon H int.Nevertheless,thegeneralprinciple

rem ainsvalid forthecorrespondinggeneralised canonical

state 
S. Furtherm ore ourprinciple willapply to arbi-

trary restrictionsR thathavenothing to do with energy,

which m ay lead to m any interesting insights.

III. Q U A N T ITA T IV E SET U P

A N D M A IN T H EO R EM S

W enow form ulateand proveprecisem athem aticalthe-

orem s correponding to the G eneralCanonicalPrinciple

stated in the previoussection.

Asa m easure ofthe distance between �S and 
S,we

usethe trace-norm k�S � 
Sk1,where[6]

kM k
1
= TrjM j= Tr

p
M yM ; (8)

as this distance willbe sm allifand only ifit would be

hard forany m easurem entto tell�S and 
S apart. In-

deed,kM k
1
= supkO k� 1 Tr(M O ),where the m axim isa-

tion is overalloperators(observables)O with operator

norm bounded by 1.

In our analysis, we also m ake use of the Hilbert-

Schm idt norm kM k
2
=
p
Tr(M yM ),which is easier to

m anipulate than kM k
1
. However,we only use this for

interm ediate calculationalpurposes,asitdoesnothave

the desirable physicalproperties ofthe trace-norm . In

particular k�S � 
Sk2 can be sm alleven when the two

statesareorthogonalforhigh-dim ensionalsystem s.

Throughout this paper we denote by h� i the average

overstatesj�i2 H R according to the uniform distribu-

tion.Forexam ple,itiseasy to seethat
S = h�Si.

W e willprovethe following theorem s:

T heorem 1 For a random ly chosen state j�i 2 H R �

H S 
 HE and arbitrary � > 0,the distance between the

reduced density m atrix ofthe system �S = Tr(j�ih�j)and

the canonicalstate 
S = TrER is given probabilistically

by

Prob
�
k�S � 
Sk1 � �

�
� �

0
; (9)

where

� = � +

s

dS

de�
E

; (10)

�
0 = 2exp

�
� C dR �

2
�
: (11)

In these expressions,C is a positive constant(given by

C = (18�3)� 1),dS and dR arethedim ensionsofH S and

H R respectively,and de�E isa m easureofthee�ectivesize

ofthe environm ent,given by

d
e�
E =

1

Tr
2
E

�
dR

dS
; (12)

where 
E = TrS ER . Both � and �0 willbe sm allquanti-

ties,and thusthestatewillbecloseto thecanonicalstate

with high probability,whenever de�E � dS (i.e.the e�ec-

tive dim ension ofthe environm ent is m uch larger than

thatofthesystem )and dR �
2 � 1 � �.Thislattercondi-

tion can beensured when dR � 1 (i.e.thetotalaccessible

space islarge),by choosing � = d
� 1=3

R
.

Thistheorem givesrigorousm eaningtoourstatem ents

in section IIabouttherm alisation being achieved for‘al-

m ostall’states: we have an exponentially sm allbound

on the relative volum e of the exceptionalset, i.e. on

the probability of� nding the system in a state that is

farfrom the canonicalstate.Interestingly,the exponent

scales with the dim ension ofthe space H R ofthe con-

straint,while the deviation from the canonicalstate is

characterised by the ratio between the system size and

the e� ective size ofthe environm ent,which m akesintu-

itivesense.

Theorem 1 providesa bound on the distance between

�S and 
S,but in m any situations we can further im -

prove it. O ften the system doesnotreally occupy allof

itsHilbertspace H S,and also the estim ate ofthe e� ec-

tive environm entdim ension de�E m ay be too sm all,due

to exceptionally large eigenvalues of
E = TrS ER . By

cutting outthesenon-typicalcom ponents(sim ilarto the

well-known m ethod ofprojecting onto the typicalsub-

space),we can optim ize the bound obtained,aswe will

show in Theorem 2. The bene� ts ofthis optim ization

willbeapparentin section VII,whereweconsidera par-

ticularexam ple.

T heorem 2 Assum ethatthereexistssom ebounded pos-

itive operator X R on H R satisfying 0 � XR � 11 such

that,with ~ER =
p
X R ER

p
X R ,

Tr(~ER )= Tr
�
ER X R

�
� 1� �: (13)

(I.e.theprobability ofobtainingtheoutcom ecorrespond-

ing to m easurem entoperator X R in a generalised m ea-

surem ent(POVM )on ER isapproxim ately one.)

Then,for a random ly chosen state j�i2 H R � HS 


H E and � > 0,

Prob
�
k�S � 
Sk1 � ~�

�
� ~�0; (14)
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where

~� = � +

s
~dS

~de�
E

+ 4
p
�; (15)

~�0 = 2exp
�
� C dR �

2
�
: (16)

Here,C and dR areasin Theorem 1, ~dS isthedim ension

ofthe supportofX R in H S,and
~de�E isthe e�ective size

ofthe environm entafter applying X R ,given by

~de�E =
1

Tr~
2
E

�
dR

~dS
; (17)

where ~
E = TrS(~ER ).In m any situations� can be m ade

very sm all, while at the sam e tim e im proving the rela-

tion between system and e�ective environm ent dim en-

sion. Note thatthe above is essentially the technique of

the sm ooth (quantum ) R�enyientropies [7,8]: log ~dS is

related to S�0(
S)and log ~d
e�
E to S�2(
E ).

In the processofproving these theorem s,we also ob-

tain the following subsidiary results:

1.Theaveragedistancebetween thesystem ’sreduced

density m atrix fora random ly chosen stateand the

canonicalstatewillbesm allwheneverthee� ective

environm entsizeislargerthan thesystem .Specif-

ically,

hk�S � 
Sk1i�

s

dS

de�
E

�

s

d2
S

dR
; (18)

where the e� ective dim ension ofthe environm ent

de�E isgiven by (12).

2.W ith high probability,the expectation value ofa

bounded observable O S on the system for a ran-

dom ly chosen state willbe very sim ilar to its ex-

pectation value in the canonical state whenever

dR � 1.Speci� cally,

Prob
�
jTr(O S�S)� Tr(OS
S)j� d

� 1=3

R

�

� 2exp

 

�
C d

1=3

R

kO Sk
2

!

;
(19)

whereC isa constant.

In our analysiswe use two alternative m ethods,with

thehopethatthedi� erentm athem aticaltechniquesem -

ployed willaid in future exploration ofthe � eld.

IV . LEV Y ’S LEM M A

A m ajor com ponent in the proofs of the following

sections is the m athem aticaltheorem known as Levy’s

Lem m a [3,4],which states that when a point � is se-

lected atrandom from a hypersphere ofhigh dim ension

and f(�)doesnotvary too rapidly,then f(�)� hfiwith

high probability:

Lem m a 3 (Levy’s Lem m a)Given a function f :Sd !

R de�ned on the d-dim ensionalhypersphere S
d, and a

point� 2 S
d chosen uniform ly atrandom ,

Prob
�
jf(�)� hfij� �

�
� 2exp

�
� 2C (d+ 1)�2

�2

�

(20)

where � is the Lipschitz constant of f, given by � =

supjr fj,andC isapositiveconstant(which can betaken

to be C = (18�3)� 1).

Due to norm alisation,pure states in H R can be repre-

sented bypointson thesurfaceofa(2dR � 1)-dim ensional

hypersphere S
2dR � 1, and hence we can apply Levy’s

Lem m a to functions ofthe random ly selected quantum

state� by setting d = 2dR � 1.Forsuch a random ly cho-

sen statej�i2 H R ,wewish toshow thatk�S � 
Sk1 � 0

with high probability.

V . M ET H O D I:A P P LY IN G LEV Y ’S

LEM M A T O k�S � 
 S k1

In this section, we consider the consequences ofap-

plying Levy’s Lem m a directly to the distance between

�S = TrE (j�ih�j)and 
S,by choosing

f(�)= k�S � 
Sk1 : (21)

in (20). As we prove in appendix A,the function f(�)

has Lipschitz constant� � 2. Applying Levy’s Lem m a

to f(�)then gives:

Prob

h�
�
�k�S � 
Sk1 � hk�S � 
Sk1i

�
�
�� �

i

� 2e� C dR �
2

:

(22)

To obtain Theorem 1,we rearrangethisequation to get

Prob
�
k�S � 
Sk1 � �

�
� �

0 (23)

where

� = � + hk�S � 
Sk1i (24)

�
0 = 2exp

�
� C dR �

2
�
: (25)

The focus ofthe following subsections is to obtain a

bound on hk�S � 
Sk1i.In section V C weshow that

hk�S � 
Sk1i�

s

dS

de�
E

(26)

where de�E isa m easure ofthe e� ective size ofthe envi-

ronm ent,given by (12). Inserting equation (26)in (24)

weobtain Theorem 1.

TypicallydR � 1(thetotalnum berofaccessiblestates

islarge)and henceby choosing � = d
� 1=3

R
wecan ensure

thatboth � and �0 are sm allquantities. W hen itisalso

truethatde�E � dS (theenvironm entism uch largerthan
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thatofthesystem )both � and �0willbesm allquantities,

leading to k�S � 
Sk1 � 0 with high probability.

To obtain Theorem 2,we considera generalised m ea-

surem ent which has an alm ost certain outcom e for the

equiprobablestate ER 2 H R ,and apply the correspond-

ing m easurem ent operator before proceeding with our

analysis.By an appropriatechoiceofm easurem entoper-

ator,the ratio ofthe system and environm ent’se� ective

dim ensions can be signi� cantly im proved (as shown by

the exam plein section VIIA).

A . C alculating


k�S � 
 S k1

�

As m entioned in section III,although k�S � 
Sk1 is

a physically m eaningfulquantity,it is di� cult to work

with directly,so we� rstrelateitto the Hilbert-Schm idt

norm k�S � 
Sk2.Thetwo norm sarerelated by

k�S � 
Sk1 �
p
dS k�S � 
Sk2 ; (27)

asproved in Appendix A.

Expanding k�S � 
Sk2 weobtain

hk�S � 
Sk2i �

r D

k�S � 
Sk
2

2

E

(28)

=
p
hTr(�S � 
S)

2i

=

q

hTr�2
S
i� 2Tr(h�Si
S)+ Tr
2

S

=

q

hTr�2
S
i� Tr
2

S
; (29)

and hence

hk�S � 
Sk1i�

q

dS (hTr�
2
S
i� Tr
2

S
) (30)

B . C alculating


Tr(�

2

S
)
�

In thissection weshow the fundam entalinequality



Tr�2S

�
� Trh�Si

2
+ Trh�E i

2
: (31)

The following calculations and estim ates are closely re-

lated to the argum ents used in random quantum chan-

nelcoding [9]and random entanglem entdistillation (see

[10]).

Tocalculate


Tr�2S

�
,itishelpfultointroduceasecond

copy oftheoriginalHilbertspace,extending theproblem

from H R to H R 
 HR 0 whereH R 0 � HS 0 
 HE 0.

Note that

TrS �
2
S =

X

k

(�kk)
2

=
X

k;l;k0;l0

(�kl)(�k0l0)hkk
0jll0ihl0ljkk0i

= TrSS 0

�
(�S 
 �S 0)FSS 0

�
; (32)

whereFSS 0 isthe 
 ip (orswap)operation S $ S0:

FSS 0 =
X

S;S 0

js0ihsjS 
 jsihs0jS 0; (33)

and hence

TrS �
2
S = TrR R 0

�
(j�ih�j
 j�ih�j)R R 0(FSS 0 
 11E E 0)

�
:

(34)

So,ourproblem reducesto the calculation of

V � hj�ih�j
 j�ih�ji=

Z

j�ih�j
 j�ih�jd�: (35)

As V is invariant under operations of the form V !

(U 
 U )V (Uy 
 Uy) for any unitary U ,representation

theory im pliesthat

V = ��
sym

R R 0 + ��anti
R R 0; (36)

where �
sym /anti

R R 0 are projectors onto the sym m etric and

antisym m etric subspacesofH R 
 HR 0 respectively,and

� and � areconstants.As

(j�ih�j
 j�ih�j)
1
p
2
(jabi� jbai)= 0 8a;b;�; (37)

itisclearthat� = 0,and asV isa norm alised state,

� =
1

dim (RR 0
sym )

=
2

dR (dR + 1)
: (38)

Hence

hj�ih�j
 j�ih�ji=
2

dR (dR + 1)
�
sym

R R 0: (39)

and therefore



TrS �

2
S

�
= TrR R 0

��
2�

sym

R R 0

dR (dR + 1)

�

(FSS 0 
 11E E 0)

�

:

(40)

To proceed furtherwe perform the substitution

�
sym

R R 0 =
1

2
(11R R 0 + FR R 0); (41)

where FR R 0 isthe 
 ip operatortaking R $ R0. Noting

thatFR R 0 = 11R R 0(FSS 0 
 FE E 0),thisgives



TrS �

2
S

�
= TrR R 0

��
11R R 0

dR (dR + 1)

�

(FSS 0 
 11E E 0)

�

+ TrR R 0

��
11R R 0

dR (dR + 1)

�

(11SS 0 
 FE E 0)

�

� TrR R 0

��
11R

dR



11R 0

dR

�

(FSS 0 
 11E E 0)

�

+ TrR R 0

��
11R

dR



11R 0

dR

�

(11SS 0 
 FE E 0)

�

= TrSS 0

�
(
S 
 
S)FSS 0

�

+ TrE E 0

�
(
E 
 
E )FE E 0

�
: (42)

Hence from equation (32),


TrS(�

2
S)
�
� TrS 


2
S + TrE 


2
E

= Trh�Si
2
+ Trh�E i

2
(43)
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C . B ounding


k�S � 
 S k1

�

Insertingtheresultsofthelastsection in equation (30)

weobtain

hk�S � 
Sk1i�

q

dS TrE 

2
E

(44)

Intuitively,we can understand thisequation by de� n-

ing

d
e�
E =

1

TrE 

2
E

; (45)

as the e� ective dim ension of the environm ent in the

canonicalstate. Ifallofthe non-zero eigenvaluesof
E

wereofequalweightthiswould sim ply correspond to the

dim ension of
E ’s support, but m ore generally it will

m easure the dim ension ofthe space in which the envi-

ronm ent is m ost likely to be found. W hen there is no

constraint on the accessible states ofthe environm ent,

such thatH R = H 0
S 
 HE then de�E = dE

Denoting theeigenvaluesof
E by �kE (with m axim um

eigenvalue�m ax
E ),itisalso interesting to note that

TrE 

2
E =

X

k

(�kE )
2

� �
m ax
E

X

k

�
k
E

= m ax
j E i

h E jTrS

�
11R

dR

�

j E i

= m ax
j E i

X

s

hs E j
11R

dR
js E i

�
dS

dR
: (46)

Hence de�E � dR =dS,and we obtain the � nalresultthat

hk�S � 
Sk1i�

s

dS

de�
E

�

s

d2
S

dR
: (47)

The average distance hk�S � 
Sk1i will therefore be

sm allwhenever the e� ective size ofthe environm ent is

m uch largerthan thatofthe system (de�E � dS).

Insertingtheresultsofequation (47)intoequation (24)

givesTheorem 1.

D . Im proved bounds using restricted subspaces

Asm entioned in section III,in m any casesitispossi-

ble to im prove the boundsobtained from Theorem 1 by

projecting the statesonto a typicalsubspacebeforepro-

ceedingwith theanalysis.Thiscan allow oneto decrease

the e� ective dim ension ofthe system dS (by elim inating

com ponentswith negligibleam plitude),and increasethe

e� ective dim ension ofthe environm entde�E = (Tr
2
E )

� 1

(by elim inating com ponents of
E with disproportion-

ately high am plitudes),whilst leaving the equiprobable

stateER largely unchanged.

To allow forthe m ostgeneralpossibility,we consider

a generalised m easurem ent operator X R satisfying 0 �

X R � 11 (ofwhich a projector is a specialcase),which

hashigh probability ofbeing satis� ed by ER ,such that

TrR (ER X R )� 1� �: (48)

W e denote the dim ension ofthe supportofX R in H S

by ~dS,which willplay theroleofdS in therevised anal-

ysis[11].Theboundson hk�S � 
Sk1iwillbeoptim ized

by choosing X R such that ~dS isassm allaspossible,and
~de�E aslargeaspossible.

W ealsode� nethesub-norm alised statesobtained after

m easurem entofX R :

j~�i =
p
X R j�i (49)

~ER =
p
X R ER

p
X R =

X R

dR
(50)

~
S = TrE (~ER ) (51)

~
E = TrS(~ER ) (52)

Applying thesam eanalysisasin theprevioussections

to these states,we� nd



TrS ~�

2
S

�
= TrR R 0

�D

j~�ih~�j
 j~�ih~�j

E

(FSS 0 
 11E E 0)
�

= TrR R 0

 

(X R 
 XR )�
sym

R R 0

dR (dR + 1)
(FSS 0 
 11E E 0)

!

� TrR R 0

��
X R

dR


X R 0

dR

�

(FSS 0 
 11E E 0)

�

+ TrR R 0

��
X R

dR


X R 0

dR

�

(11SS 0 
 FE E 0)

�

= TrS ~
2
S + TrE ~
2

E ; (53)

where in the second equality we have used the factthat

[
p
X R 


p
X R 0;�

sym

R R 0]= 0. From the analogue ofequa-

tion (30)wecan then obtain

D




~�S � ~
S







1

E

�

s
~dS

~de�
E

; (54)

where(using the analogueof(46))

~de�E =
1

TrE ~
2
E

�
dR

~dS
: (55)

To transform thisbound on






~�S � ~
S







1
into a bound

on k�S � 
Sk1,wenotethat

k�S � 
Sk1 � k�S � ~�Sk1 +







S � ~
S







1
+






~�S � ~
S







1
:

(56)
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W e bound k�S � ~�Sk1 asfollows:

k�S � ~�Sk1 �






j�ih�j� j~�ih~�j







1

�
p
2






j�ih�j� j~�ih~�j







2

=

q

2Tr(j�ih�j� j~�ih~�j)2

=

q

2(1� 2h�j
p
X R j�i

2 + h�jX R j�i
2)

�
p
2(1� h�jXR j�i

2)

�
p
4(1� Tr(XR j�ih�j)); (57)

where in the � rst inequality we have used the non-

increase ofthe trace-norm under partialtracing,in the

second inequality we have used Lem m a 6 (Appendix A)

and thefactthatj�iand j~�ispan atwo-dim ensionalsub-

space,and in the third inequality we have used the fact

thatX R �
p
X R (becauseX R � 11R ).

Itfollowsthat

hk�S � ~�Sk1i �

Dp
4(1� Tr(XR j�ih�j))

E

�
p
h4(1� Tr(XR j�ih�j))i

=
p
4(1� Tr(XR ER )

� 2
p
�; (58)

wherewehaveused theconcavityofthesquarerootfunc-

tion and equation (48).

In addition,note thatfrom the triangleinequality,







S � ~
S







1
= kh�S � ~�Sik1

� hk�S � ~�Sk1i

� 2
p
�: (59)

Insertingtheseresultsintotheaverageofequation (56)

weget

hk�S � 
Sk1i�

s
~dS

~de�
E

+ 4
p
� (60)

and inserting thisin equation (24)weobtain Theorem 2.

V I. M ET H O D II:A P P LY IN G LEV Y ’S

LEM M A T O EX P EC TA T IO N VA LU ES

In this section,we describe an alternative m ethod of

obtaining boundson k�S � 
Sk1 by considering the ex-

pectation values ofa com plete set ofobservables. The

physicalintuition is that ifthe expectations ofallob-

servableson two statesare close to each other,then the

statesthem selvesm ustbe close.

W e begin by showing thatforan arbitrary (bounded)

observable O S on S,the di� erence in expectation value

between a random ly chosen state �S = TrE (j�ih�j) and

thecanonicalstate
S issm allwith high probability.W e

then proceed to show thatthisholdsfora fulloperator

basis,and thereby provethat�S � 
S with high proba-

bility when dR � d2S.

In this m ethod,Levy’s Lem m a plays a far m ore cen-

tralrole. This approach m ay be m ore suitable in som e

situations,and yieldsfurtherinsightsinto theunderlying

structureofthe problem .

A . Sim ilarity ofexpectation values for random and

canonicalstates

Consider Levy’s Lem m a applied to the expectation

valueofan operatorO S on H S,forwhich wetake

f(�)= Tr(O S �S): (61)

in (20). Let O S have bounded operator norm kO Sk

(wherekO Sk isthem odulusofthem axim um eigenvalue

ofthe operator). Then the Lipschitz constant off(�)

isalso bounded,satisfying � � 2kOSk (asshown in ap-

pendix A).W e thereforeobtain

Prob
�
jTr(O S�S)� hTr(OS�S)ij� �

�
� 2exp

�

� C dR �
2

kO S k
2

�

:

(62)

However,note that

hTr(O S�S)i= Tr(O Sh�Si)= Tr(O S
S); (63)

and hence that

Prob
�
jTr(O S�S)� Tr(OS
S)j� �

�
� 2exp

�

� C dR �
2

kO S k
2

�

:

(64)

By choosing � = d
� 1=3

R
weobtain the resultthat

Prob
�
jTr(O S�S)� Tr(OS
S)j� d

� 1=3

R

�

� 2exp

�

�
C d

1=3

R

kO S k
2

�

:
(65)

FordR � 1,theexpectation valueofany given bounded

operator for a random ly chosen state willtherefore be

close to thatofthe canonicalstate 
S with high proba-

bility [13].

B . Sim ilarity ofexpectation values for a com plete

operator basis

Hereweconsidera com pletebasisofoperatorsforthe

system .Ratherthan Herm itian operators,we� nd itcon-

venientto considera basisofunitary operatorsU x
S . W e

show that with high probability all ofthese operators

willhave (com plex)expectation valuesclose to those of

the canonicalstate.
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Itisalwayspossibleto de� ned2S unitary operatorsU x
S

on the system ,labelled by x 2 f0;1;:::d2S � 1g,such

thattheseoperatorsform acom pleteorthogonaloperator

basisforH S satisfying [14]

Tr(U
xy

S
U
y

S
)= dS �xy; (66)

where �xy isthe K roneckerdelta function. O ne possible

choiceofU x
S isgiven by

U
x
S =

dS � 1X

s= 0

e
2�is(x� (x m od dS ))=d

2

S j(s+ x)m oddSihsj:

(67)

NotingthatkU x
S k= 1 8x (dueto unitarity),wecan then

apply equation (64)to O S = U x
S to obtain

Prob
�
jTr(U x

S �S)� Tr(UxS 
S)j� �
�
� 2e� C dR �

2

8x:

(68)

Furtherm ore,as there are only d2S possible values ofx,

thisim pliesthat

Prob
�
9x :jTr(U x

S �S)� Tr(UxS 
S)j� �
�
� 2d2Se

� C dR �
2

(69)

Ifwe take � = d
� 1=3

R
� 1,note thatasthe righthand

side of(69)willbe dom inated by the exponentialdecay

e� C d
1=3

R ,itisvery likely thatalloperatorsU x
S willhave

expectation valuescloseto theircanonicalvalues.

C . O btaining a probabilistic bound on k�S � 
 S k1

Asthe U x
S form a com plete basis,we can expand any

state�S as

�S =
1

dS

X

x

Cx(�S)U
x
S (70)

where

Cx(�)= Tr(U
xy

S
�S)= Tr(U x

S �S)
?
: (71)

Expressing equation (69)in these term sweobtain

Prob
�
9x :jCx(�)� Cx(
 )j� �

�
� 2d2Se

� C dR �
2

(72)

W hen jCx(�S)� Cx(
S)j� � forallx,an upperbound

can be obtained for the squared Hilbert-Schm idt norm

[15]asfollows:

k�A � 
A k
2

2
=












1

dS

X

x

(Cx(�S)� Cx(
S))U
x
S












2

2

=
1

d2
S

Tr

 
X

x

(Cx(�S)� Cx(
S))U
x
S

! 2

=
1

dS

X

x

(Cx(�S)� Cx(
S))
2

� dS�
2 (73)

Hence using the relation between the trace-norm and

Hilbert-Schm idt-norm (proved in appendix A),

k�S � 
Sk1 �
p
dS k�S � 
Sk2 � dS�: (74)

Incorporating thisresultinto equation (72)yields

Prob
�
k�S � 
Sk1 � dS�

�
� 2d2Se

� C dR �
2

: (75)

Ifwechoose

� =

�
dS

dR

� 1=3

(76)

weobtain the � nalresultthat

Prob
�
k�S � 
Sk1 �

1

�

�
� 2d2Se

� C �
: (77)

where

� =

�
dR

d2
S

� 1=3

(78)

Notethatk�S � 
Sk1 � 0with high probabilitywhen-

ever� � log2(dS)� 1,and hence when dR � d2S.This

resultisqualitatively sim ilarto theresultobtained using

the previousm ethod,although itcan be shown thatthe

bound obtained isactually slightly weakerin thiscase.

V II. EX A M P LE:SP IN C H A IN

W IT H np EX C ITA T IO N S

As a concrete exam ple ofthe above form alism ,con-

sidera chain ofn spin-1/2 system sin an externalm ag-

netic � eld in the + z direction,where the � rst k spins

form thesystem ,and therem aining n� k spinsform the

environm ent.W ethereforeconsideraHam iltonian ofthe

form

H = �

nX

i= 1

B

2
�
(i)
z (79)

whereB isa constantenergy (proportionalto theexter-

nal� eld strength),and �
(i)
z isa Paulispin operatorfor

the ith spin.

Under these circum stances, the globalenergy eigen-

states can be divided into orthogonalsubspaces depen-

denton the totalnum berofspinsaligned with the � eld.

W econsidera restriction to oneofthesedegeneratesub-

spacesH R 2 H S 
 HE in which npspinsarein theexcited

statej1i(oppositetothe� eld)and therem ainingn(1� p)

spinsarein theground statej0i(aligned with the� eld).

W ith thissetup,dS = 2k and

dR =

�
n

np

�

: (80)
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Approxim ating thisbinom ialcoe� cientby an exponen-

tial(asin Appendix C),gives

dR �
2nH (p)

n + 1
(81)

whereH (p)= � plog2(p)� (1� p)log2(1� p)(theShannon

entropy ofa singlespin).

From Theorem 1,

Prob
�
k�S � 
Sk1 � �

�
� �

0
; (82)

where

� = � +

s

dS

de�
E

; (83)

�
0 = 2exp

�
� C dR �

2
�
: (84)

In addition,

s

dS

de�
E

�

s

d2
S

dR
�
p
(n + 1)2� (nH (p)� 2k)=2

: (85)

Foran appropriate choice of� (e.g. � = d
� 1=3

R
� 1),we

willobtain k�S � 
Sk1 � 0 with high probability when-

ever

p
(n + 1)2� (nH (p)� 2k)=2 � 1 (86)

For � xed p,this condition willbe satis� ed for allsu� -

ciently largen � k.

W e em phasise that our results concern the distance

between �S and 
S. Com puting the precise form of
S

isa standard exercisein statisticalm echanics,which we

sketch hereforcom pleteness.

In the regim e where n � k2,the canonicalstate 
S

willtakethe approxim ateform


S =
X

s

(n � k)!

dS(np� jsj)!(n(1� p)� (k� jsj))!
jsihsj

�
X

s

n!(np)jsj(n(1� p))k� jsj

dS n
k(np)!(n(1� p))!

jsihsj

=
X

s

p
jsj(1� p)k� jsjjsihsj (87)

= (pj1ih1j+ (1� p)j0ih0j)
 k: (88)

and hencethecanonicalstateofthesystem willapproxi-

m atethatofk uncorrelated spins,each with aprobability

p ofbeing excited,asexpected.

To connect our result to the standard statisticalm e-

chanicalform ula,


S / exp

�

�
H S

kB T

�

(89)

we use Boltzm ann’sform ula relating the entropy ofthe

environm entSE (jej) to the num ber ofstates N E (jej)of

the environm entwith a given num ber ofexcitations jej

to get

SE (jej) = kB lnN E (jej)

= kB ln

�
n � k

jej

�

� kB

�

(n � k)ln(n � k)� jejlnjej

� (n � k � jej)ln(n � k � jej)

�

; (90)

where in the third line we have used Stirling’s approxi-

m ation.De� ning the tem perature in the usualway,and

noting that the energy ofthe environm ent is given by

E = jejB � (n � k)B =2,weobtain

1

T
=

dSE (E )

dE

�
�
�
�
E = hE i

=
1

B

dSE (jej)

djej

�
�
�
�
jej= (n� k)p

�
kB

B
ln

�
n � k� jej

jej

� �
�
�
�
jej= (n� k)p

=
kB

B
ln

�
1� p

p

�

(91)

This form ula expresses how the probability p de� nes

a tem peratureT ofthe environm ent.Rearranging equa-

tion (87) to incorporate equation (91) gives the usual

statisticalm echanicalresult


S � (1� p)k
X

s

�
p

1� p

� jsj

jsihsj

= (1� p)k
X

s

exp

�

� jsjln

�
1� p

p

��

jsihsj

= (1� p)k
X

s

exp

�

�
jsjB

kB T

�

jsihsj

/ exp

�

�
H S

kB T

�

: (92)

A . P rojection on the typicalsubspace

W e can obtain an im proved bound on k�S � 
Sk1 by

noting thatthesystem statealm ostalwaysliesin a typ-

ical subspace with approxim ately kp excitations. W e

m akeuseofthisobservation by applyingTheorem 2with

a m easurem entoperatorX R given by

X R = � S 
 11E (93)

where� S isa projectoronto the typicalsubspaceofthe

system ,in which itcontainsa num berofexcitationsjsj

in the range

kp� � � jsj� kp+ �: (94)
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It is easy to show,using classicalprobabilistic argu-

m ents(seeAppendix B),that

TrR (X R ER )= TrS(� S
S)� 1� � (95)

where

� = 2exp

�

�
�2

4kp(1� p)

�

(96)

Furtherm ore,the dim ension ~dS ofthe supportofX R

on H S (which hereissim ply thedim ension ofthetypical

subspace)isshown in appendix C to be given by

~dS =

kp+ �X

jsj= kp� �

�
k

jsj

�

� (2� + 1)2kH (p)+ �G (p) (97)

where

G (p)=

�
�
�
�

dH (p)

dp

�
�
�
�=

�
�
�
�log2

�
p

1� p

��
�
�
�: (98)

From Theorem 2 weobtain:

Prob
�
k�S � 
Sk1 � ~�

�
� ~�0; (99)

where,using ~de�E � dR =
~dS,and inserting the results of

equations(81),(96)and (97),

~� = � +
p
(n + 1)(2� + 1)2(k� n=2)H (p)+ �G (p)(100)

+
p
32exp

�

�
�2

8kp(1� p)

�

~�0 = 2exp
�
� C dR �

2
�
: (101)

Choosing � = k2=3 and � = d
� 1=3

R
yields

~� = (n + 1)1=3 2� nH (p)=3

+
p
(n + 1)(2k2=3 + 1)2� (n� 2k)H (p)=2+ k

2=3
G (p)

+
p
32exp

�

�
k1=3

8p(1� p)

�

(102)

~�0 = 2exp

�

�
C 2nH (p)=3

(n + 1)1=3

�

: (103)

In the therm odynam ic lim it in which p is � xed (cor-

responding to the tem perature),the ratio ofthe system

and environm ent sizes r = k=(n � k) is � xed at som e

value r < 1 (i.e.the system issm allerthan the environ-

m ent),and n tends to in� nity,� ! 0 and �0 ! 0,and

hence �S ! 
S.

Forlarge(but� nite)n thesystem willbetherm alised

foralm ostallstateswhen thesystem issm allerthan the

environm ent(i.e. r < 1). Note thatas� dependsexpo-

nentially on (n � 2k),� � 1 can be achieved with only

sm alldi� erences in the num ber ofspins in the system

and environm ent.

V III. C O N C LU SIO N S

Let us look back at what we have done. Concern-

ing theproblem oftherm alisation ofa system interacting

with an environm ent in statisticalm echanics,there are

severalstandard approaches. O ne way oflooking at it

isto say thatthe only thing we know aboutthe stateof

theuniverseisaglobalconstraintsuch asitstotalenergy.

Thusthe way to proceed is to take a Bayesian pointof

view and consider allstates consistent with this global

constraintto be equally probable. The average overall

thesestatesindeed leadstothestateofany sm allsubsys-

tem being canonical. Butthe question then ariseswhat

is the m eaning ofthis average,when we dealwith just

one state. Also,these probabilities are subjective,and

thisraisesthe problem ofhow to argue foran objective

m eaning ofthe entropy. A form alway out is that sug-

gested by G ibbs,to consider an ensem ble ofuniverses,

butofcoursethisdoesn’tsolvethepuzzle,becausethere

isusually only oneactualuniverse.Alternatively,itwas

suggested thatthe state ofthe universe,asitevolvesin

tim e,can reach any ofthestatesthatareconsistentwith

the globalconstraint. Thusifwe look attim e averages,

theyarethesam eastheaveragethatresultsfrom consid-

ering each state ofthe universe to be equally probable.

To m ake sense ofthis im age one needs assum ptions of

ergodicity,to ensure that the universe explores allthe

available space equally,and ofcourse this doesn’tsolve

the problem ofwhat the state ofthe subsystem is at a

given tim e.

W hat we showed here is that these averages are not

necessary. Rather,(alm ost) any individualstate ofthe

universeissuch thatany su� ciently sm allsubsystem be-

haves as ifthe universe were in the equiprobable aver-

age state. Thisisdue to m assive entanglem entbetween

the subsystem and the rest ofthe universe,which is a

generic feature ofthe vastm ajority ofstates.To obtain

thisresult,we have have introduced m easuresofthe ef-

fective size ofthe system ,dS,and its environm ent(i.e.

therestoftheuniverse),de�E ,and showed thattheaver-

age distance between the individualreduced states and

the canonicalstate isdirectly related to dS=d
e�
E .Levy’s

Lem m a is then invoked to conclude that allbut an ex-

ponentially sm allfraction ofallstates are close to the

canonicalstate.

In conclusion,the m ain m essage ofour paper is that

averagesarenotneeded in orderto justify thecanonical

stateofa system in contactwith therestoftheuniverse

{ alm ost any individualstate ofthe universe is enough

to lead to the canonicalstate. In e� ect,we propose to

replace the Postulate ofEquala prioriProbabilities by

the PrincipleofApparently Equala prioriProbabilities,

which statesthatasfarasthesystem isconcerned every

singlestateofthe universeseem ssim ilarto the average.

W e stressonce m ore thatwe are concerned only with

the distance between the state of the system and the

canonicalstate,and not with the precise m athem atical

form ofthis canonicalstate. Indeed,it is an advantage
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ofourm ethod thatthese two issuesare com pletely sep-

arated. For exam ple,our result is independent ofthe

canonicalstate having Boltzm annian form ,ofdegenera-

ciesofenergy levels,ofinteraction strength,orofenergy

(ofsystem ,environm entorthe universe)atall.

In future work [17],we willgo beyond the kinem atic

viewpointpresentedheretoaddressthedynam icsofther-

m alisation.In particular,wewillinvestigateunderwhat

conditionsthe stateofthe universewillevolveinto (and

spend alm ostallofitslatertim e in)the large region of

itsHilbertspacein which itssubsystem saretherm alised.
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N ote added:A very recentindependentpaperby G old-

stein et. al. [18]discusses sim ilar issues to those ad-

dressed here.

A P P EN D IX A :LIP SC H IT Z C O N STA N T S

A N D N O R M R ELA T IO N

Lem m a 4 The Lipschitz constant � of the function

f(�)= k�S � 
Sk1,satis�es� � 2.

P roof: De� ning the reduced states�1 = TrE (j�1ih�1j)

and �2 = TrE (j�2ih�2j),and using theresultthatpartial

tracing cannotincreasethe trace-norm

jf(�1)� f(�2)j
2
= jk�1 � 
 k

1
� k�2 � 
 k

1
j
2

� k�1 � �2k
2

1

� kj�1ih�1j� j�2ih�2jk
2

1

= 4

�

1� jh�1j�2ij
2
�

� 4jj�1i� j�2ij
2

(A1)

Hencejf(�1)� f(�2)j� 2jj�1i� j�2ij,and thus� � 2.�

Lem m a 5 The Lipschitz constant � of the function

f(�) = Tr(X j�ih�j), where X is any operator on H R

with �nite operator norm kX k satis�es� � 2kX k.

P roof:

jf(�1)� f(�2)j =
�
�h�1jX j�1i� h�2jX j�2i

�
�

=
1

2

�
�(h�1j+ h�2j)X (j�1i� j�2i)

+ (h�1j� h�2j)X (j�1i+ j�2i)
�
�

� kX k
�
�j�1i+ j�2i

�
�
�
�j�1i� j�2i

�
�

� 2kX k
�
�j�1i� j�2i

�
�: � (A2)

Lem m a 6 Forany n� n m atrix M ,kM k
1
�
p
nkM k

2
.

P roof: IfM haseigenvalues�i,

kM k
2

1
= n

2

 

1

n

X

i

j�ij

! 2

� n
2 1

n

X

i

j�ij
2 = nkM k

2

2
;

by the convexity of the square function. Taking the

square-rootyieldsthe desired result.�

A P P EN D IX B :P R O JEC T IO N O N T O

T H E T Y P IC A L SU B SPA C E

Lem m a 7 Given a system in thecanonicalstate
S,the

probability ofitcontaining a num berofexcitationsjsjin

the range kp� � � jsj� kp+ � isgiven by

Tr(� S
S)� 1� � (B1)

where

� = 2exp

�

�
�2

4kp(1� p)

�

(B2)

P roof: 
S is essentially a classicalprobabilistic state,

obtained by choosing k spins at random from a ‘bag’

containingnp excited spinsand n(1� p)un-excited spins

withoutreplacem ent.Itiseasy to seethatthisstatewill

liein thetypicalsubspacewith higherprobability than if

thespinswerereplaced in thebag aftereach selection,as

the form erprocessism ean reverting,whereasthe latter

is not. W e can bound the probability oflying outside

the typicalsubspace in the case with replacem entusing

Cherno� ’s inequality [16]for the sum X =
P

i
(si � p),

wheresi 2 f0;1g isthe valueofthe ith spin.Thisgives

Prob

h�
�X

�
�> �

i

� 2e
�

�
2

4� 2 (B3)

where�2 = kp(1� p)isthe varianceofX .Hence

Prob

h�
�jsj� kp

�
�> �

i

� 2e
�

�
2

4kp(1� p) (B4)

and thus

Tr(� S
S) = 1� Prob

h�
�jsj� kp

�
�> �

i

� 1� 2e
�

�2

4kp(1� p) � (B5)

A P P EN D IX C :EX P O N EN T IA L B O U N D S

O N C O M B IN A T O R IA L Q U A N T IT IES

In this appendix we obtain bounds for the com bina-

toricquantitiesrequired to considerthe exam ple caseof

a spin-chain.
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From standard probability theory weknow that

nX

k= 0

�
n

k

�

p
k(1� p)n� k = 1; (C1)

with the m axim alterm in the sum being obtained when

k = np.Hence

�
n

np

�

p
np(1� p)n(1� p) � 1 �

nX

k= 0

�
n

np

�

p
np(1� p)n(1� p):

(C2)

Noting that

p
np(1� p)n(1� p) = 2� nH (p) (C3)

where H (p) = � plog2(p)� (1 � p)log2(1 � p),we can

rearrangeequation (C2)to get

2nH (p)� log
2
(n+ 1) �

�
n

np

�

� 2nH (p)
: (C4)

W e also require an upper bound forthe dim ension of

the typicalsubspaceofsystem S,given by

~dS =

kp+ �X

jsj= kp� �

�
k

jsj

�

: (C5)

The m axim alterm in this sum occurs when jsj = k~p

where

~p=

8
<

:

p+ �=k : p < 1

2
� �=k

1
2

:
�
�p� 1

2

�
�� �=k

p� �=k : p > 1
2
+ �=k;

(C6)

and asthe sum consistsof(2� + 1)term s,

~dS � (2� + 1)

�
k

k~p

�

: (C7)

Bounding the binom ialcoe� cient by an exponentialas

aboveweobtain

~dS � (2� + 1)2kH (~p)
: (C8)

AsH (p)isa concavefunction ofp,wealso notethat

kH (~p)� kH (p)� �

�
�
�
�

dH (p)

dp

�
�
�
� (C9)

De� ning

G (p)=

�
�
�
�

dH (p)

dp

�
�
�
�=

�
�
�
�log2

�
p

1� p

��
�
�
�; (C10)

wetherefore� nd that

~dS � (2� + 1)2kH (p)+ � G (p)
: (C11)
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