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The emergence of statistical mechanics from quantum dynamics is a central problem in quantum
many-body physics. Deriving observables aligned with the prediction of the canonical ensemble for
a quantum system relies on the presence of a bath provided either as an external environment or as
a larger part of a closed system. We demonstrate that thermal (canonical) observables for a whole
closed quantum system of finite size can arise in the absence of a bath. These thermal observables
stem from classical averaging over randomized unitary evolutions for a few-body system. The
temperature in the canonical ensemble appears as a global constraint on the total energy of the
system, determined by the choice of the initial state. From averaging randomized evolutions, we
derive spin-spin correlation functions for a finite spin chain and show that they exhibit a temperature-
dependent finite correlation length, in agreement with the prediction of the canonical ensemble. This
establishes a method for computing thermal observables in a closed, finite-size system from real-
time propagation without a bath. An implementation of this thermalization approach on a quantum
computer can be utilized for thermal state preparation.

Introduction. In statistical mechanics, computing
physical observables at finite temperature assumes the
presence of a thermal bath – a larger environment con-
nected to a system that sets the temperature of the
canonical ensemble via energy exchange with the bath. In
contrast, at the quantum mechanical level, we often con-
sider closed systems that evolve under unitary dynamics.
The process through which quantum unitary dynamics
gives rise to thermal observables is known as thermaliza-
tion [1–4]. In a closed quantum system that undergoes
thermalization, canonical averages emerge at the subsys-
tem’s scale, where observables are measured locally, while
the rest of the system effectively acts as a bath taken in
the thermodynamic limit [5–7]. In practice, numerical [8–
12] and experimental [13, 14] studies indicate that for a
finite-size system split into a subsystem and a bath, local
observables can approach their canonical averages.

Thermalization in finite-size systems has recently
become particularly relevant for quantum computa-
tion. Potential applications of quantum computation to
physics and chemistry imply the ability of programmable
quantum processors to simulate thermal behavior [15–
18]. However, the current and near-term quantum pro-
cessors operate with systems far from the thermodynamic
limit. Hence, generating thermal observables for quan-
tum few-body systems is essential. The natural thermal-
ization process has inspired several methods for prepar-
ing thermal states on quantum hardware by engineering
system-bath interactions/dissipative dynamics in a sim-
ulated system [19–28].

In this paper, we establish that observables matching
those from the canonical ensemble can be obtained for a
closed finite quantum system. Rather than reserving part
of the system for a bath, we take a statistical approach,
introducing random interactions within the system. In fi-
nite Fermi systems such as atomic nuclei, account of ran-
dom residual interactions between single-particle (mean-

field) orbitals results in the average orbital occupations
that, for large systems, were argued to agree with canoni-
cal ones, as if the system were in contact with a bath [29–
31]. Here, by introducing random interactions within a
few-body system, we justify that observables aligned with
the prediction of the canonical ensemble occur from aver-
aging unitary dynamics. Observables evolve in real time
under a target Hamiltonian perturbed by random inter-
actions in a strong perturbation regime, where the target
Hamiltonian describes a few-body system whose thermal
behavior we aim to probe. The evolved observables are
averaged over realizations of random interactions. Im-
plementing this approach in a few-qubit quantum simu-
lation demonstrates that canonically distributed occupa-
tions of many-body eigenstates in the target system can
be achieved in finite time [32].

For a finite spin chain used as our target system, we ex-
plain the thermalization mechanism behind our approach
and compute several observables. We derive many-body
occupations of the energy eigenstates in the target system
and spin-spin correlation functions. Many-body correla-
tion functions extracted from quantum dynamics are nat-
ural experimental probes of equilibration towards ther-
mal equilibrium [33]. In our case, the same-time spa-
tial correlation functions clearly exhibit a temperature-
dependent finite correlation length. All observables com-
puted by averaging randomized evolutions agree with the
canonical predictions, where the temperature is univer-
sally determined for all observables by the choice of the
initial state. This settles the approach to effectively ob-
tain statistical mechanical observables in a closed few-
body quantum system from real-time propagation.

The model. We sample randomized unitary evolu-
tions for the target Hamiltonian H0, so that the state of
the system evolves under the randomized Hamiltonian

H = H0 + V(j) (1)
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Figure 1. Thermalization from randomized dynamics. Panel (a) shows the eigenstate expectation value O(j)
αα =

⟨ψ(j)
α |O|ψ(j)

α ⟩ for O = |φν⟩⟨φν | (ν = 500) weighted by the eigenstate occupations in the initial state |c(j)α |2 = |⟨ψ(j)
α |ψin⟩|2,

averaged over M = 200 realizations of the system versus the many-body spectrum of H. For the horizontal axis, we use the
mean spectrum of H: Eα = E

(j)
α . The deviations from the mean values for each energy level are small as seen from the

horizontal error bars [34], defined as δEα =

√
|E(j)

α − Eα|2/(M − 1), which are less than the size of the marker. The blue

squares display |c(j)α |2O(j)
αα and the red circles display |c(j)α |2 O(j)

αα: the two data sets lie right on top of each other. The inset

shows |c(j)α |2 and O(j)
αα. The magenta dots denote the average values |c(j)α |2, and the pink lines display every tenth realization

of |c(j)α |2 that fluctuate from realization to realization. The green diamonds and the light green lines show the same for O(j)
αα.

Panel (b) shows the average eigenstate occupation probabilities w(Eα) = |c(j)α |2. The blue squares display w(Eα), and the
dashed red line corresponds to the Gibbs distribution with the temperature β−1 determined from Eq. (8). In the inset, the

green diamonds show the average eigenstate expectation value O(Eα) = O(j)
αα. In panels (a) and (b), the horizontal axis in the

inset and in the main figure coincide. In panel (c), the blue, red, and green histograms show the probability distributions for
three eigenstates of H sampled from M realizations each. The correspondingly colored lines show Porter-Thomas distribution,
P (p) = e−p/w(Eα)/w(Eα), for each eigenstate. All figures are plotted on a log scale except for the inset in panel (a).

as |ψ(t)⟩ = e−iHt|ψin⟩, where V(j) is the auxiliary ran-
dom interaction between the degrees of freedom of H0,
realizations of which correspond to different samples of
time-evolution that we label by j. We choose the 1d
transverse Ising model with an open boundary condition
as our target Hamiltonian:

H0 = −hg
N∑
i=1

σx
i − h

N−1∑
i=1

σy
i σ

y
i+1, (2)

where σx
i and σy

i are the first and second Pauli matrices.
We use the auxiliary interaction in the following form [32]

V(j) = −
N∑

i1>i2

J
(j)
i1i2

σ+
i1

i1−1∏
k=i2+1

σz
k σ

−
i2
+ h.c.. (3)

The coupling constants J (j)
i1i2

are drawn independently
from the Gaussian unitary ensemble (GUE) with zero
mean ⟨J (j)

i1i2
⟩ = 0 and finite variance ⟨|J (j)

i1i2
|2⟩ = J2/N .

We choose the initial state to be a product state ordered
along σy: |ψin⟩ = ⊗N

k=1

(
i 1

)T
k
/
√
2, while the parame-

ters of H0 are h = 0.1J and g = 1.5, which correspond to
the σx-ordered phase of the transverse Ising model at zero
temperature. We setN = 11 and take J as the largest en-
ergy scale in the problem. To facilitate further analysis,
we define the αth eigenstate |ψ(j)

α ⟩ and eigenenergy E(j)
α

of H for its jth realization: H|ψ(j)
α ⟩ = E

(j)
α |ψ(j)

α ⟩. Simi-

larly, we introduce the νth eigenstate |φν⟩ and eigenen-
ergy εν of H0: H0|φν⟩ = εν |φν⟩.

Our model is ergodic, which implies that the system
can achieve thermal equilibrium due to its own dynam-
ics in the thermodynamic limit. The many-body energy
spectra of ergodic systems exhibit Wigner–Dyson level
statistics of random matrix theory (RMT). In the case
of our model, the Hamiltonian (1) falls within the GUE
class of RMT [34]. If the system obeys RMT, forN → ∞,
we expect that a single realization of our model will be
a typical one and suffice to produce thermal observables.
In what follows, we demonstrate that averaging realiza-
tions of randomized evolutions yields canonical averages
for the finite-size system.

Thermalization from randomized dynamics.
Let’s compute the expectation value of an observable O:

⟨O⟩ = ⟨ψ(t)|O|ψ(t)⟩, (4)

where (. . .) =
∑M

j=1(. . .)/M denotes the average over
M = 200 realizations of the time-evolution of the state
|ψ(t)⟩ = e−iHt|ψin⟩. We decompose the initial state in
terms of the eigenstates of the total Hamiltonian (1) for
every realization of the latter: |ψin⟩ =

∑
α c

(j)
α |ψ(j)

α ⟩.
Then, we express the observable (4) as

⟨O⟩=
∑
α1α2

c
(j)∗
α1 c

(j)
α2 e

it∆E
(j)
α1α2O(j)

α1α2

t.av.
=

∑
α

|c(j)α |2O(j)
αα, (5)
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Figure 2. Occupation probabilities of eigenstates of the
Ising model calculated by averaging randomized evolutions.
The gray lines show the occupation probabilities for every
tenth of the 200 realizations. The blue squares are the average
occupation probabilities found from the r.h.s. of Eq. (5). The
red circles are occupation probabilities found from Eqs. (7-9).
The dashed black line shows occupations populated according
to the Gibbs distribution with the temperature determined
from Eq. (8).

where ∆E
(j)
α1α2 ≡ E

(j)
α1 −E

(j)
α2 and O(j)

α1α2 ≡ ⟨ψ(j)
α1 |O|ψ(j)

α2 ⟩.
In the above, we performed a long-time average as a re-
sult of which, only the diagonal contributions enter the
r.h.s. of Eq. (5), where |c(j)α |2 = |⟨ψ(j)

α |ψin⟩|2 is the occu-
pation probability of the αth eigenstate of H (for its jth
realization) in the initial state and O(j)

αα = ⟨ψ(j)
α |O|ψ(j)

α ⟩
is the corresponding eigenstate expectation value of the
observable O. For brevity, we do not introduce a sepa-
rate notation for long-time averaging, but we imply it for
all the observables from here on, unless stated otherwise.

So far, we have followed the standard steps that lead
to thermal observables [1–3]. However, there is a crucial
addition – the extra averaging over randomized realiza-
tions of H in Eq. (5), which allows us to study statistics
of |c(j)α |2 and O(j)

αα for every α. In Fig. 1a, we show that
while |c(j)α |2 and O(j)

αα may strongly fluctuate from real-
ization to realization, their averaging over realizations
can be performed independently as they are statistically
uncorrelated:

|c(j)α |2O(j)
αα = |c(j)α |2 O(j)

αα. (6)

For the observable, we use the projector O = |φν⟩⟨φν |
onto the eigenstate of H0 with ν = 500. In Fig. 1a,b,
we plot |c(j)α |2O(j)

αα, |c(j)α |2 O(j)
αα, |c(j)α |2, and O(j)

αα versus
the typical, i.e., mean, spectrum of H. Indeed, while the
energy levels of H can change slightly from realization to
realization, the deviation from the average value Eα =

E
(j)
α for each energy level is small, which is justified by

the size of the horizontal error bars, which is smaller than
the size of the marker. Hence, we consider |c(j)α |2 and O(j)

αα

as functions of Eα: |c(j)α |2 = w(Eα) and O(j)
αα = O(Eα).

The average of two uncorrelated, strongly fluctuating

entities in Eq. (6) resembles the thermalization scenario
#1 in Ref. [3]. In the latter scenario, the eigenstate oc-
cupations and eigenstate expectation values can exhibit
strong fluctuations in a narrow energy window around
the initial energy. However, these entities stay uncorre-
lated and average out independently in the chosen energy
window. As a result, one obtains the observable consis-
tent with the prediction of the microcanonical ensemble.
The key distinction from this scenario is that, in our case,
factorization of the average occurs in the domain of real-
izations rather than in the domain of energies.

In Fig. 1b, the average eigenstate occupations display
finite overlap of the initial state with all energy eigen-
states. This observation differs from conventional ther-
malization studies in which the broadening of the initial
state in the energy space is set by the small strength of
a perturbation that induces equilibration dynamics [3].
This is expected since we consider our model in the strong
perturbation regime, where the characteristic energy J of
the auxiliary interaction (3) is the largest energy scale
in the problem, effectively extending the energy win-
dow around the initial state to the whole system. Thus,
we have to account for all eigenstate expectation values
O(Eα), each weighted by w(Eα), to compute the expec-
tation value of the observable

⟨O⟩ =
∑
α

w(Eα)O(Eα), (7)

where
∑

α w(Eα) = 1.
Since Eq. (7) includes all energy eigenstates in the sys-

tem, the natural way to see thermalization at this level
is to determine whether the average occupations in the
initial state, w(Eα) = |⟨ψ(j)

α |ψin⟩|2, give rise to the canon-
ical ensemble. The corresponding temperature should be
found from the total energy conservation, so that the ex-
pectation value ⟨H⟩ = ⟨ψ(t)|H|ψ(t)⟩ would agree with
the prediction of the canonical ensemble [35]. In our
case, this condition on temperature involves averaging
over realizations of the system. Furthermore, for our
model, the total energy is, on average, constrained by
Ein = ⟨ψin|H0|ψin⟩ = ⟨H⟩ = ⟨ψin|H|ψin⟩ due to the zero
mean coupling in the auxiliary interaction (3). Combin-
ing these two conditions, the temperature in the canoni-
cal ensemble should be uniquely determined from⟨H⟩ = Tr(e−βHH)

Tr(e−βH)

Ein = ⟨H⟩
⇒ β = β(Ein), (8)

where β is the inverse temperature that explicitly de-
pends on the choice of the initial state.

In Fig. 1b, we demonstrate that the average eigenstate
occupation probabilities match the Gibbs distribution, so
that

w(Eα) = e−βEα/Z, (9)
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Figure 3. Correlation functions of the Ising model calculated by averaging randomized unitary dynamics. Panel
(a) shows the average same-time spin-spin correlators as functions of the lattice sites on a log scale. The blue squares represent
the correlator positioned at i0 = 0 and the red circles and green diamonds display the correlators placed at i0 = 2 and i0 = −2.
The correspondingly colored lines show the exponential decay with the rate determined from fitting the cental correlator in the
interval i = [−2, 2]. In panel (b), the blue squares, red circles, green diamonds, and magenta crosses show correlator positioned
at i0 = 0 for gradually increasing initial energies. The correspondingly colored lines show the fits performed at every initial
energy Ein. In panel (c) we plot the coherence length ξ as a function of the inverse temperature β determined by Ein (with
small uncertainties in the total energy ⟨H⟩ that stem from averaging over realizations). The blue squares show ξ found from the
fit in the central panel for the correlators computed using the exact diagonalization (ED). The magenta circles show the same
for the correlators computed with the real-time propagation (RTP). The solid blue line is the linear fit for the data and the
dashed red line shows predictions for ξ in the thermodynamic limit up to the finite-size offset. In the inset, the green diamonds
and black dashes display ⟨H⟩ and Ein = ⟨ψin|H0|ψin⟩ as a function of β. The horizontal axis is the same as in the main figure.

where Z =
∑

α e
−βEα and β is determined from the con-

dition (8). Changing the initial state accordingly changes
the temperature for average eigenstate occupations [34].
The origin of the Gibbs distribution for the average eigen-
state occupations w(Eα) = |⟨ψ(j)

α |ψin⟩|2, where |ψ(j)
α ⟩ is

the eigenstate of the Hamiltonian in the GUE class of
RMT, is rooted in the properties of random quantum
states of ergodic systems [36–38] that can also support
global constraints [39, 40]. Within our approach, sam-
pling many randomized realizations of the system allows
us to draw the probability distribution for the eigenstate
occupations |c(j)α |2 = |⟨ψ(j)

α |ψin⟩|2 for each individual en-
ergy eigenstate (at fixed α). In Fig. 1c, we show that this
probability distribution follows the Porter-Thomas dis-
tribution [41], P (|c(j)α |2) = e−|c(j)α |2/w(Eα)/w(Eα), char-
acteristic of chaotic behavior [36–38]. Subsequently, av-
eraging realizations of each eigenstate occupation proba-
bility and plotting the mean occupations versus the mean
spectrum of H leads to Fig. 1b and Eq. (9).

Observables. Calculating the expectation value of
the observable requires eigenstate occupation probabil-
ities w(Eα) = |⟨ψ(j)

α |ψin⟩|2 and eigenstate occupation

values O(Eα) = ⟨ψ(j)
α |O|ψ(j)

α ⟩. The former depend on
the energy of the initial state through β and do not de-
pend on the observable. The latter’s behavior depends
on the specific observable. We compute ⟨O⟩ for the
projector O = |φν⟩⟨φν | for all eigenstates |φν⟩ of the
Ising Hamiltonian H0 from the r.h.s. of Eq. (5) and
from Eqs. (7-9). We plot the results in Fig. 2. The
occupation probabilities of the eigenstates of the Ising
model computed from averaging randomized dynamics,

nν = ⟨ψ(t)|O|ψ(t)⟩ = |⟨ψ(t)|φν⟩|2, are thermal. The
ensemble temperature is set by the energy-conservation
constraint (8), and changes for different initial states [34].
For reference, we plot occupations populating the eigen-
states of the Ising model according to the Gibbs distribu-
tion: nν = e−βεν/

∑
ν e

−βεν . Although the Hamiltonian
H0 is integrable, adding the random interaction (3) with
zero mean and large variance turns the system ergodic.
Averaging randomized evolutions governed by the per-
turbed Hamiltonian leads to thermal observables. Choos-
ing the observable to be the projector onto the eigenstates
of H0 results in thermal occupation of these eigenstates.

In our previous analysis, we devised the properties
of the eigenstates of H to understand the mechanism
behind the emergence of thermal observables. Then,
we calculated the occupation probabilities of the eigen-
states of the Ising model within our approach. How-
ever, both tasks require that eigenstates and eigenen-
ergies of the system are known, which is generally not
the case in quantum many-body physics. Instead, ther-
mal behavior manifests itself in correlation functions that
can be computed theoretically or measured experimen-
tally. For the transverse-field Ising model (2), by com-
paring the model’s parameters with the determined tem-
perature (β−1 ≈ 2.7J ≫ 2h|1 − g| = 0.3J), we ex-
pect the same-time spatial spin-spin correlation function,
⟨σy(x)σy(0)⟩ ∼ e−|x|/ξ, to decay in the continuum limit
with the linear-in-β coherence length ξ = 4cβ/π [42].
Here, c = 2ha and a is the lattice constant. Having
established that canonical averages can be derived for
the relatively small isolated quantum system, we exam-
ine whether averaging randomized evolutions yields ther-
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mal behavior in the correlation functions. To do so, we
compute ⟨σy

i+i0
σy
i0
⟩ using the r.h.s. of Eq. (5) for the

correlation functions centered at i0 = −2, 0, 2.
In Fig. 3a, the average correlation functions show a

clear exponential decay over two sites on either side of
their center. Then, the decay slows down and tends to
saturate to a small value, which we attribute to the finite
size of the system. To determine the decay rate, we fit the
logarithm of the data for the centrally positioned corre-
lator (i0 = 0) by −|xi|/ξ in the interval i = [−2, 2], with
ξ being a fitting parameter and xi = ia. We compare the
spatially displaced correlators (i0 = −2, 2) and the decay-
ing function e−|xi±2|/ξ, where ξ was found by fitting the
central correlator. All correlation functions in the bulk of
the system decay at the same rate and show good agree-
ment with the fit. Since the initial energy determines the
temperature (8), we compute the coherence length as a
function of β by repeating the calculation for the central
correlator for four initial states with distinct Ein. Increas-
ing the initial energy leads to faster decay of the correla-
tor, as seen in Fig. 3b. In Fig. 3c, we show that increasing
the initial energy raises the temperature and suppresses
the correlation length. The correlation length is linear
in the inverse temperature, as expected in statistical me-
chanics. We fit ξ with a linear function ξ = (uβ + v)a.
We find an offset ∆ξ = va = (0.250± 0.004)a due to the
non-zero lattice spacing in the finite-size system. How-
ever, the slope u = (0.253± 0.017)J matches the predic-
tion of statistical mechanics 4c/(πa) ≈ 0.255J within the
error bar. This highlights that computing the correlation
functions for a few-body system by averaging randomized
unitary dynamics yields their thermal behavior.

Using exact diagonalization to compute eigenstate oc-
cupations and expectation values, performing a long-time
average, and then averaging over realizations of the aux-
iliary interaction in the r.h.s. of Eq. (5) is essential to
explain the emergence of thermal observables in our ap-
proach. However, the approach enables deriving thermal
observables directly from real-time propagation and av-
eraging over realizations, as in Eq. (4), which does not
require knowing the eigenstates of the system. Addition-
ally, the average observables relax to the thermal equi-
librium values in finite time t ∼ 1/J [32]. Using Eq. (4)
for Jt = 10, 20, 30, 40, we repeat the calculation for the
spin-spin correlation functions. After time-averaging the
central correlator for each initial energy with the four
time points, we apply the same fitting procedure as we
did above to determine the coherence length. As seen in
Fig. 3c, the computation recovers the temperature de-
pendence of the coherence length derived earlier, up to a
finite-size offset, within the error bar.

In this work, we use the all-to-all auxiliary interac-
tion (3). However, we established that thermalization in
our approach relies on the chaotic nature of the system’s
eigenstates rather than on the particular form of the in-
teraction. Provided that the ergodic character of the

system is preserved, we expect that thermalization may
be achieved when the connectivity of the auxiliary inter-
action is reduced. The latter is beneficial for applications
of the approach to sufficiently larger systems in quantum
and classical computation. In the case of reduced con-
nectivity, the strong random perturbation will not couple
all the degrees of freedom in the system instantaneously
but will spread through the system in finite time, which
may increase the equilibration time.

Thermalization from averaging randomized dynamics
is not restricted to the observables considered above.
Indeed, the chaotic behavior of individual many-body
eigenstates (Fig. 1c) does not depend on the particular
choice of the observable and leads to the emergence of the
Gibbs distribution (9) in Eq. (7). Then, eigenstate expec-
tation values of an arbitrary observable acquire thermal
weights, allowing randomized Hamiltonian dynamics to
efficiently simulate thermal behavior in a quantum few-
body system beyond single-particle observables [43, 44]
and deliver many-body correlation functions with char-
acteristic temperature-dependent correlation lengths.

Discussion. We demonstrate that a statistical ac-
count of random auxiliary interactions within a closed
few-body quantum system evolving in real time yields
thermal (canonical) observables. Thermal observables
occur without a bath introduced either as part of the
system or as an external environment. Thermalization
arises from the chaotic nature of individual many-body
eigenstates. By sampling realizations of auxiliary inter-
actions, we find that the occupation probability of each
individual many-body eigenstate in the initial state fol-
lows the Porter-Thomas distribution. Averaging over re-
alizations then leads to each eigenstate expectation value
of the observable in Eq. (7) being weighted by the Gibbs
distribution function (9). As a result, average observ-
ables, including many-body correlation functions, agree
with their canonical averages even for a finite-size system.
The temperature of the canonical ensemble is universally
determined by a global constraint on the total energy
conservation imposed by the initial state (8). In this
way, to obtain thermal observables for the target system,
we microscopically sample chaotic eigenstates respecting
global constraints. Such sampling creates the possibil-
ity of generating random circuits that implement con-
strained Haar-random evolutions [39, 40] from quantum
few-body Hamiltonian dynamics. In our approach, ther-
mal equilibrium values of the observables can be obtained
from real-time propagation in finite time. This enables
real-time evolution-based methods in quantum simula-
tion [32] and classical numerical computation (such as the
time-dependent variational principle with matrix product
states [45, 46]) to produce canonical averages in a closed
quantum system without allocating a part of the system
for a bath.
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APPENDIX

Level statistics

Our model (1) consists of the target (2) and auxil-
iary (3) terms, where each of them is integrable, while
their combination is not. The target system is the 1d
transverse-field Ising model, and the auxiliary interaction
can be mapped onto the random-hopping model using the
Jordan-Wigner transform: V(j) =

∑N
i1>i2

J
(j)
i1i2

c†i1ci2 +

h.c., where c†i and ci are fermionic creation and annihi-
lation operators at the ith site. If considered indepen-
dently, the target and the auxiliary terms can be repre-
sented in terms of free fermions. To avoid integrability,
we specifically choose the nearest neighbour interaction
in the target system along σy, so that the target and
auxiliary terms cannot be brought to the free-fermion
form in the same basis. As a result, adding the auxil-
iary interaction to the target system makes the system
ergodic, which we explicitly demonstrate by considering
level statistics of the total Hamiltonian H = H0 + V(j).

The many-body energy spectra of ergodic systems fol-
low Wigner–Dyson level statistics of random matrix the-
ory (RMT), in contrast to those of integrable or many-
body localized systems, which follow Poisson level statis-
tics [48]. To analyze the level statistics of the total
Hamiltonian (1), we use the probability distribution of
a ratio 0 ≤ r

(j)
α ≤ 1 determined from two consec-

utive level spacings of the many-body spectrum [49]:
r
(j)
α = min{δ(j)α+1, δ

(j)
α }/max{δ(j)α+1, δ

(j)
α }, where δ

(j)
α =

E
(j)
α+1 − E

(j)
α . In Fig. 4, we plot the probability distri-

bution of r(j)α for the 200 realizations of the Hamilto-
nian (1) with N = 11 spins, excluding two lowest and
two highest energies for every realization. The resulting
probability distribution in our system is consistent with
the probability distribution for the GUE class of RMT,
P (r) = 2(1 + r)2/(1 + r + r2)4/Z2, where Z2 is a nor-
malization constant. The mean value of the gap ratio r
coincides with the prediction of GUE, rGUE ≈ 0.6 [50].
For contrast, in Fig. 4, we add the probability distribu-
tion P (r) = 2/(1 + r)2 for the gap ratio of an integrable
or many-body localized system [49].

Figure 4. Probability distribution of the ratio of con-
secutive level spacings. The blue histogram shows the
probability distribution of r(j)α sampled from the 200 realiza-
tions of the Hamiltonian H with N = 11. The dashed black
line shows the probability distribution for a system with the
level statistics described by the Gaussian unitary ensemble of
random matrix theory. The dotted gray line is the probability
distribution for a system with Poisson level statistics.

Different initial states

In Fig. 5, we plot average eigenstate occupations
w(Eα) = |⟨ψ(j)

α |ψin⟩|2 for several initial states with differ-
ent energies. In Fig. 6, we plot occupations of the many-
body eigenstates of the Ising model nν = |⟨ψ(t)|φν⟩|2 for
different initial states.

Error bars

Fig. 1. In panel (a), the vertical error bars are com-
puted as standard errors from averaging over M real-
izations. The horizontal error bars are standard errors

δEα =

√
|E(j)

α − Eα|2/(M − 1) that characterize the de-
viations of E(j)

α from their mean values Eα. The error
bars in panel (b) are defined in the same way.

Fig. 2. The error bars for the data displayed
with the blue squares are computed as standard er-
rors from averaging over realizations. The error bars
for the data displayed with red circles are computed
as

√
O(Eα)2δw(Eα)2 + w(Eα)2δO(Eα)2, where we use

w(Eα) = e−βEα/Z. δO(Eα) are defined as standard er-
rors from averaging O(j)

αα over realizations. δw(Eα) are
defined as

√
(∂w(Eα)/∂β)2δβ2 + (∂w(Eα)/∂Eα)2δE2

α.
δβ stems from the uncertainties δH in the total en-
ergy ⟨H⟩ (calculated as standard errors from averaging
over realizations) and the average thermal variance of

H: δβ = δH/

∣∣∣∣Tr(e−βHH2)
Tr(e−βH)

−
[
Tr(e−βHH)
Tr(e−βH)

]2∣∣∣∣. δEα are the

same as defined in Fig. 1.
Fig. 3. In panels (a) and (b), the vertical error bars

are computed as standard errors from averaging over the
realizations. In panel (c), the vertical error bars are com-
puted as the square root of the covariance of the fit. The
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Figure 5. Average eigenstate occupation probabilities for different initial states. Legends in panels (a)–(c) are
analogous to the legend in Fig. 1b.

Figure 6. Occupation probabilities of eigenstates of the Ising model for different initial states. Legends in panels
(a)–(c) are analogous to the legend in Fig. 2.

horizontal error bars δβ are the same as defined in Fig. 2.
In the inset, the vertical error bars are set by δH and the
horizontal error bars are the same as the vertical ones in
the main figure. The length of the black dashes (Ein) is
fixed by the error bars in β.

The error bars in Figs. 5, 6 are defined similarly to the
error bars in Figs. 1b, 2, respectively.
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