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Involvement of the environment is indispensable for establishing the statistical distribution of system. We
analyze the statistical distribution of a quantum system coupled strongly with a heat bath. This distribution is
determined by tracing over the bath’s degrees of freedom for the equilibrium system-plus-bath composite. The
stability of system distribution is largely affected by the system–bath interaction strength. We propose that the
quantum system exhibits a stable distribution only when its system response function in the frequency domain
satisfies �̃�(𝜔 = 0+) > 0. We show our results by investigating the non-interacting bosonic impurity system from
both the thermodynamic and dynamic perspectives. Our study refines the theoretical framework of canonical
statistics, offering insights into thermodynamic phenomena in small-scale systems.

Introduction. In recent decades, researchers have delved
into the fundamental principles of statistical physics by ap-
plying foundational quantum concepts [1–6]. At the heart of
quantum statistical mechanics lies the density operator of the
canonical ensemble, expressed as:

𝜌𝛽 =
1
𝑍𝛽

exp
(−𝛽𝐻S

)
. (1)

Here, 𝛽 ≡ 1/(𝑘𝐵𝑇) denotes the inverse temperature, 𝐻S is
the system Hamiltonian, and 𝑍𝛽 ≡ tr exp(−𝛽𝐻S) is the par-
tition function. The typicality of the canonical distribution,
as described in Eq. (1), was established by Goldstein et al.
[3]. Their seminal study examines an isolated composite sys-
tem consisting of a small system (S) and a large thermal bath
(B). The principle of equal a priori probabilities results in the
quantum state of the S + B composite system uniformly dis-
tributing over the Hilbert space within a narrow energy shell.
Due to the high dimensionality of this uniform distribution,
the central limit theorem is employed to show that for any |Ψ⟩
within the energy shell around 𝐸,

trB |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ | ∝
∑︁
𝑖

ΩB (𝐸 − 𝜀𝑖) |𝜀𝑖⟩⟨𝜀𝑖 |, (2)

where ΩB is the bath density of states and 𝜀𝑖 is the 𝑖-th eigen-
value of system. Consequently, for a microscopic ensemble of
|Ψ⟩, the system reduced density operator remains proportional
to the right-hand side of Eq. (2). Further assuming 𝜀𝑖 ≪ 𝐸 and
followed by the standard textbook derivation [7], the canoni-
cal distribution is established.

It is noticed that the proof of Eq. (2) relies on the assump-
tion of neglecting the system–bath interaction, i.e., |𝑉SB | ≪
|𝐻S |. While this assumption holds true for systems in the
thermodynamic limit, it may prove inadequate for small-scale
systems subjected to significant environmental interactions.
The exploration of statistical physics within the realm of small
systems is crucial for advancing both theoretical frameworks
[5, 8–12] and practical applications. Hill’s nanothermody-
namics, as an early pioneering endeavor, studies the non-
additive thermodynamic properties of such systems [8]. Over
time, this area of research has burgeoned, extending its rele-
vance to diverse fields encompassing nano-science [13, 14],

surface physics [15], and biological physics [16]. Neverthe-
less, scant attention has been paid to how the environment af-
fects the statistical distribution of system based on the founda-
tional principles of quantum mechanics, especially when large
system–bath integration exists.

In this Letter, we study the statistical distribution and the
stability condition of quantum systems subject to significant
environmental influence. Our theory starts with considering
the adiabatic process of mixing the system and bath. The
corresponding hybridization free energy [17, 18] character-
izes the deviation of the system distribution from the canon-
ical distribution. However, when the system–bath interaction
strength surpass a critical value, the system may exhibit the
instability. We propose that the quantum system exhibits a
stable distribution only when its system response function sat-
isfies

�̃�(𝜔 = 0+) ≡
ˆ ∞

0
𝜒(𝑡) d𝑡 > 0. (3)

We discuss our results by investigating the non-interacting
bosonic impurity system. We show that violating the stabil-
ity condition leads to the free energy being non-analytic at
the critical point and thus being a non-physical observable.
Furthermore, the stability condition also confirms whether the
time evolution of system–plus–environment dynamics reaches
equilibrium, which is deduced by examining the Routh–
Hurwitz stability criterion for the exact equations of motion.
Thorough this Letter, we set ℏ ≡ 1.

Setup. Consider the isolated system–bath composite (S +
B) depicted in the left panel of Fig. 1. We partition the ther-
mal bath B into the primary environment E and the secondary
one E′. We stipulate that E′ remains its character as a thermal
bath with inverse temperature 𝛽 and disregard the interactions
between S + E and E′. The validity of this partitioning relies
on two key criteria: (i) the original bath B possesses an in-
finite number of degrees of freedom, and (ii) the ratio of the
interaction between a system and a thermal bath to the sys-
tem’s internal energy diminishes with increasing system vol-
ume.Consequently, the state of S+E is given by the canonical
distribution, 𝜌S+E = 𝑍−1

S+E exp(−𝛽𝐻S+E). Here, the Hamilto-
nian reads 𝐻S+E = 𝐻S + 𝐻E + 𝑉SE with 𝑉SE being the system–
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FIG. 1. The left panel depicts the isolate composite: the system (S),
the bath (B), and their interaction. We divide the bath B into the
primary bath E and the secondary one E′, shown in the right panel.
The secondary bath remains the temperature given by 𝛽 = 1/(𝑘𝐵𝑇)
and the interactions of E′ with others are ignored. The core system
S + E satisfies the canonical typicality.

environment interaction.
The distribution of system S is characterized by the Hamil-

tonian of mean force 𝐻★
S (𝛽), defined via [5, 19–23]

𝜌S = trE 𝜌S+E ≡ 1
ZS

exp
( − 𝛽𝐻★

S (𝛽)
)
, (4)

where ZS ≡ 𝑍S+E/𝑍E = tr exp(−𝛽𝐻★
S (𝛽)) with 𝑍E =

trE exp(−𝛽𝐻E). The existence of interaction 𝑉SE leads to
𝐻★

S (𝛽) ≠ 𝐻S in general. Note that the second–order pertur-
bation master equation yields the high–temperature approxi-
mation [24], reading lim𝛽→0 𝐻

★
S (𝛽) ≈ 𝐻S − 𝜂�̂�2, with 𝜂 be-

ing the environment–induced reorganization energy and �̂� the
system–interacting mode. There are many other approaches to
analyzing 𝐻★

S (𝛽); See [5, 25–27]. We will not explore more
in this work.

Hybridization free energy. Define the 𝜆–augmented form
of S + E composite Hamiltonian as 𝐻S+E (𝜆) = 𝐻S + 𝐻E +
𝜆𝑉SE with 𝜆 ∈ [0, 1]. The hybridization free energy reads
[17, 18, 28, 29]

𝐴hyb (𝛽) ≡ −𝛽−1
ˆ 1

0
d𝜆

𝜕

𝜕𝜆
ln 𝑍S+E (𝛽; 𝜆)

= −𝛽−1 (lnZS − ln 𝑍𝛽), (5)

with 𝑍S+E (𝛽; 𝜆) = Tr exp(−𝛽𝐻S+E (𝜆)) being the S + E space
equilibrium partition function and 𝑍𝛽 being the canonical par-
tition function given by Eq. (1). Here, Tr represents the trace
over the S+E space. In fact, the difference between the ther-
mal entropy defined via −𝜕𝐴hyb/𝜕𝑇 and the entanglement en-
tropy of system serves as a measurement of the difference be-
tween 𝜌S and 𝜌𝛽 . We shall discuss this in the end of the Letter.

Using the relation,

Tr
[ 𝜕
𝜕𝜆
𝑒�̂�(𝜆)

]
= Tr

[𝜕�̂�(𝜆)
𝜕𝜆

𝑒�̂�(𝜆)
]
,

we further have

𝐴hyb (𝛽)=
ˆ 1

0

d𝜆
𝜆

Tr
[(𝜆𝑉SE)𝜌S+E (𝛽; 𝜆)] ≡ˆ 1

0
d𝜆 ⟨𝑉SE⟩𝜆 , (6)

with 𝜌S+E (𝛽; 𝜆) = 𝑒−𝛽𝐻S+E (𝜆)/𝑍S+E (𝛽; 𝜆). Equation (6) inter-
prets the hybridization free energy indeed as the integration
of reversible work for the hybridization process, with the dif-
ferential work being [18] 𝛿𝑤 = Tr[𝛿𝐻S+E (𝜆)𝜌S+E (𝛽; 𝜆)] =
⟨𝑉SE⟩𝜆𝛿 𝜆. On the other hand, Eq. (6) also provides us with
a practical way to evaluate the hybridization free energy, just
by calculating the mean value of the interaction, ⟨𝑉SE⟩𝜆, for
all 𝜆 ∈ [0, 1].

Stability condition. To proceed, we consider the non-
interacting bosonic impurity system (also named as the Brow-
nian oscillator model). The Hamiltonian reads [30–32]

𝐻S =
ΩS
2
( �̂�2 + �̂�2), 𝐻E =

∑︁
𝑗

𝜔 𝑗

2
( �̂�2

𝑗 + �̂�2
𝑗 ),

and

𝑉SE = �̂�𝐹 = �̂�
∑︁
𝑗

𝑐 𝑗 �̂� 𝑗,

where the dimensionless coordinates {�̂�, �̂� 𝑗} and momenta
{ �̂�, �̂�𝑗} satisfy the Heisenberg commutation relations. The
phase–space representation of 𝜌S is of Gaussian distribu-
tion, characterized by the mean values [30–32] , ⟨�̂�⟩ =
⟨�̂�⟩ = 0, and the variances, ⟨𝛿 �̂�2⟩ and ⟨𝛿 �̂�2⟩, with ⟨· · ·⟩ ≡
Tr (· · · 𝜌S+E). Then we obtain the Hamiltonian of mean force
[22, 31, 32], 𝐻★

S (𝛽) = 1
2Ωeff (𝛽) ( �̂�2 + �̂�2) with Ωeff (𝛽) =

2𝛽−1arcoth(2
√︁
⟨𝛿 𝑝2⟩⟨𝛿𝑞2⟩) being the effective system fre-

quency. The fluctuation–dissipation theorem yields [31, 33]

⟨𝛿 �̂�2⟩ = 1
𝛽
�̃�(0) + 2

𝛽

∞∑︁
𝑛=1

�̃�(𝑖𝜛𝑛),

⟨𝛿 �̂�2⟩ = 1
𝛽ΩS

+ 2
𝛽ΩS

∞∑︁
𝑛=1

[
1 − Ω−1

S 𝜛2
𝑛 �̃�(𝑖𝜛𝑛)

]
,

(7)

with {𝜛𝑛 = 2𝜋𝑛/𝛽} being the Matsubara frequencies. Here,
we define the system response function 𝜒(𝑡) ≡ 𝑖⟨[�̂�(𝑡), �̂�(0)]⟩
and its frequency domain �̃�(𝜔) with denoting �̃� (𝜔) ≡´ ∞

0 d𝑡 𝑒𝑖𝜔𝑡 𝑓 (𝑡) for any 𝑓 (𝑡). By exploring the Heisenberg equa-
tions for �̂�(𝑡) and �̂�(𝑡), we obtain

�̃�(𝜔) = ΩS

Ω2
S − 𝜔2 − ΩS�̃�E (𝜔)

, (8)

where 𝜙E (𝑡) ≡ ∑
𝑗 𝑐

2
𝑗 sin(𝜔 𝑗𝑡) = 𝑖⟨[𝐹E (𝑡), 𝐹E (0)]⟩E is the

bare–environment response function. Specifically, 𝐹E (𝑡) ≡
𝑒𝑖𝐻E𝑡𝐹𝑒−𝑖𝐻E𝑡 and ⟨· · ·⟩E ≡ trE (· · · 𝑒−𝛽𝐻E/𝑍E). With the same
procedure, we have the hybridization free energy, reading [18]

𝐴hyb (𝛽) = −1
𝛽
𝜗(0) − 2

𝛽

∞∑︁
𝑛=1

𝜗(𝜛𝑛), (9)

where 𝜗(𝜔) is the free-energy spectral function, evaluated via

𝜗(𝜔) = Re
ˆ 1

0
d𝜆 𝜆�̃�E (𝑖𝜔) �̃�(𝑖𝜔; 𝜆)

=
1
2

ln
���� Ω2

S + 𝜔2

Ω2
S + 𝜔2 − ΩS�̃�E (𝑖𝜔)

����, (10)
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with �̃�(𝜔; 𝜆) defined through the 𝜆–augmented Hamiltonian,
i.e., 𝑉SE → 𝜆𝑉SE.

Define the environment–induced reorganization energy as
[30, 32, 33] 𝜂 ≡ �̃�E (0)/2 =

∑
𝑗 𝑐

2
𝑗 /(2𝜔 𝑗), which serves as

a measure for the system–environment interaction strength.
We see from Eq. (10) that 𝜗(𝜔) diverges at 𝜔 = 0 when the
environment–induced reorganization energy reaches ΩS/2.
Consequently, the hybridization free energy is not analytic in
the 𝜂–space. Fig. 2 depicts the 𝜂–dependence of 𝐴hyb. We see
that the orange dashed line 𝜂 = ΩS/2 separates 𝐴hyb into two
different regions. However, we shall show that only within
𝜂 ∈ (0,ΩS/2) the system is stable and the free energy is phys-
ically observed.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
[ in ΩS

−0.6

−0.4

−0.2

0.0

�
hy

b
in
Ω

S

← ( = 
S/2

FIG. 2. The 𝜂–dependence of the hybridization free energy 𝐴hyb (𝛽)
for the non-interacting bosonic impurity system. The environment
response is modeled using the Drude spectral function, �̃�E (𝜔) =
𝜂𝛾/(𝛾 − 𝑖𝜔). The parameters are given by 𝛾 = 2ΩS and 𝑘𝐵𝑇 = 0.2ΩS.

We first note that, at thermal equilibrium, the response func-
tion 𝜒(𝑡) must be finite-time supported [33]. In detail, there
exists a constant 𝐾 > 0, such that for all 𝑡 > 0, we have
| 𝜒(𝑡) | ≤ 𝐾. This leads to the Fourier transformation �̃�(𝜔)
being analytic in the upper–half plane. By exploring the
Cramers-Krönig relation and the fluctuation–dissipation the-
orem, we obtain [33]

lim
𝜔→0+

�̃�(𝜔) = 1
𝜋

Im
ˆ ∞

−∞
d𝜔

�̃�(𝜔)
𝜔

> 0. (11)

Substituting Eq. (8) into Eq. (11) yields ΩS−2𝜂 > 0. Similarly,
for the bare–environment response, we have �̃�E (0+) = 2𝜂 > 0,
which is consistent with the definition of the reorganization
energy. The finite supported property is general in a dissipa-
tive quantum system. For a system at thermal equilibrium, the
correlation functions must follow the asymptotically uncor-
related statistics, lim𝑡→∞⟨�̂�(𝑡) �̂�(0)⟩ = ⟨�̂�⟩⟨�̂�⟩, for arbitrary
observables [30–33].

Furthermore, we analyze the stability dynamics for the
non-interacting bosonic impurity system, using the Routh–
Hurwitz criterion [34]. The equations of motion are derived
based on the hierarchical equations of motion (HEOM), an
exact formalism for open quantum systems [35–39]. For sim-
plicity, we consider the Drude environment case, �̃�E (𝜔) =

2𝜂𝛾/(𝛾 − 𝑖𝜔). By using the HEOM, we obtain the equations of
motion for mean values, reading [38]

¤̄𝑞 = ΩS �̄�,

¤̄𝑝 = −ΩS�̄� − 𝜑 −
∞∑︁
𝑛=1

𝜃𝑛,

¤𝜑 = −𝛾𝜑 − 2𝜂𝛾�̄�,
¤𝜃𝑛 = −𝜛𝑛𝜃𝑛.

(12)

Here, �̄�(𝑡) ≡ tr [�̂�𝜌S (𝑡)], �̄�(𝑡) ≡ tr [ �̂�𝜌S (𝑡)], and {𝜑(𝑡), 𝜃𝑛 (𝑡)}
are auxiliary variables characterizing the environmental influ-
ences. Utilizing the Hurwitz theorem [34], we find that the
dynamics described by Eq. (12) is stable if and only if

𝑓 (𝑧) = 𝑧3 + 𝛾𝑧2 + Ω2
S𝑧 + (ΩS − 2𝜂)𝛾ΩS

is a Hurwitz polynomial, i.e., all of its roots should be dis-
tributed in the left–half complex plane [34]. By applying
the Routh–Hurwitz criterion [34] on the corresponding Hur-
witz matrix, one can obtain the stability conditions being
ΩS − 2𝜂 > 0 and 𝜂 > 0. In other words, the system cannot
reach thermal equilibrium when the stability conditions are
violated. In Fig. 3, we plot the time evolution results of the
mean values and variances of the system Gaussian distribu-
tion at different reorganization energies. We see that all the
quantities diverge at 𝜂 = 0.8ΩS, while they reach equilibrium
at 𝜂 = 0.2ΩS. For the critical case, 𝜂 = 0.5ΩS, the dynamics
behaves like a random walk: The variance of coordinate 𝜎𝑞𝑞 (𝑡)
is proportional to 𝑡 in long time, but other quantities converge.
This is because the effective system frequency is reorganized
to zero at the critical point.

The above discussions reveal that the stability of the sys-
tem distribution is largely affected by the system–bath in-
teraction strength. One key criterion to ensure the system
reaches thermal equilibrium is that �̃�(0+) must be greater
than zero. For this reason, we usually add the total system–
plus–environment Hamiltonian a reorganization energy term,
𝐻re = 𝜂�̂�2, in order to maintain the dynamic stability of
the system [24, 30–32]. However, the reorganization energy
would impose an additional positive contribution to the hy-
bridization free energy [29], 𝐴re

hyb = 2
´ 1

0 d𝜆 𝜆𝜂⟨�̂�2⟩𝜆.

Subdivision potential. Let us turn back to the distribution
under the stability conditions. To identify the deviation of 𝜌S

from the canonical distribution 𝜌𝛽 , an acceptable choice is the
subdivision potential E [8, 25],

E ≡ 𝐸S − ⟨𝐻★
S (𝛽)⟩, (13)

with 𝐸S ≡ − 𝜕
𝜕𝛽 lnZS. The subdivision potential is firstly intro-

duced by Hill to accommodate the non-extensive thermody-
namic behavior of small systems [8–10]. The subdivision po-
tential approaches to zero when (i) 𝐻eff (𝛽) varies barely with
the temperature or (ii) the system S is large enough such that
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FIG. 3. The time evolution of �̄�(𝑡) ≡ tr[�̂�𝜌S (𝑡)], �̄�(𝑡) ≡ tr[ �̂�𝜌S (𝑡)], 𝜎𝑞𝑞 (𝑡) ≡ tr[�̂�2𝜌S (𝑡)], 𝜎𝑝𝑝 (𝑡) ≡ tr[ �̂�2𝜌S (𝑡)], and 𝜎𝑞𝑝 (𝑡) ≡ tr[�̂��̂�𝜌S (𝑡)]
at 𝜂 = 0.2, 0.5, and 0.8ΩS. The Drude spectral function is adopted for modeling environment. The parameters are given by 𝛾 = 2ΩS and
𝑘𝐵𝑇 = 0.2ΩS.

the interaction term is negligible. For practical use, we recast
Eq. (13) as

E = 𝑇 (𝑆therm − 𝑆ent), (14)

where we define the thermodynamic entropy, 𝑆therm ≡
− 𝜕
𝜕𝑇 𝐴therm with 𝐴therm = −𝑘𝐵𝑇 lnZS, and the entanglement

entropy (or von Neumann entropy), 𝑆ent ≡ −𝑘𝐵trS (𝜌S ln 𝜌S).
While 𝑆ent characterizes the local information regarding solely
the system, the hybridization entropy 𝑆therm encompasses both
the local and non-local contributions arising from the system–
bath hybridization. These two entropies may exhibit disparate
behaviors [40] in the context of quantum impurity systems,
leading to a notable subdivision potential and a markedly non-
canonical distribution. The condition E = 0 serves as a crite-
rion for determining whether the system conforms to a canon-
ical distribution, as at this juncture, the significance of non-
local entanglement information involving the environment di-
minishes.

Figure 4 depicts the temperature dependence of the subdi-
vision potential at various values of 𝜂. Notably, we observe
that for a fixed 𝜂, the energy E diminishes as the temperature
tends towards either zero or infinity. This trend stems from the
behavior of the difference between the thermodynamic and
entanglement entropies, which is finite at zero temperature
and diminishes at high temperature. Moreover, the subdivi-
sion potential minimizes around 𝑘𝐵𝑇 ∼ 0.2ΩS, showing little
sensitivity to changes in 𝜂. Additionally, the magnitude of E
escalates as the interaction strength between the system and
the bath increases.

One may generalize our discussion to other ensemble se-
tups. For the grand canonical case, the particle number op-

0 1 2 3 4 5
9�) in ΩS
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−0.005

0.000

0.005

E
in
Ω

S

[ = 0.15ΩS [ = 0.3ΩS [ = 0.45ΩS

0 1
9�) in ΩS

0

1

Δ(therm

Δ(ent

FIG. 4. The main panel presents the temperature dependence of the
subdivision potential for 𝜂 = 0.15, 0.3, and 0.45ΩS. In the inset
panel, Δ𝑆therm ≡ 𝑆therm − 𝑆𝛽 and Δ𝑆ent ≡ 𝑆ent − 𝑆𝛽 as functions of
temperature are depicted specifically at 𝜂 = 0.3ΩS, where 𝑆𝛽 is the
entropy defined via Eq. (1). The bath response is modeled using the
Drude spectral function. We set 𝛾 = 2ΩS.

erator is additive [25], i.e., �̂�S+E = �̂�S + �̂�E. The equi-
librium state of the S + E composite then follows 𝜌S+E ∝
exp [−𝛽(𝐻S+E − 𝜇�̂�S+E)], with 𝜇 being the chemical poten-
tial. The Hamiltonian of mean force is then constructed by
replacing 𝐻★

S with 𝐻★
S (𝛽, 𝜇) − 𝜇�̂�S in Eq. (4). The subdivision

potential is still defined by 𝐸S − ⟨𝐻★
S (𝛽, 𝜇)⟩.

Summary. To summary, this Letter investigates the statis-
tical distribution of a quantum system coupled with a heat
bath. By scrutinizing the equilibrium state of the system-bath
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composite and tracing over the bath’s degrees of freedom, we
unveil the underlying distribution. Our investigation entails
assessing the free-energy change throughout the system-bath
hybridization process, offering crucial insights into the sys-
tem’s stability. Furthermore, we explore the analytic prop-
erties of the free-energy spectral function to characterize the
quantum system’s stability. By exploring the exact equations
of motion, we obtain that the key criterion to ensure the sys-
tem both dynamic and thermodynamic stable is that �̃�(0+)
must larger that zero. Introducing the subdivision potential
as a measure, we quantify deviations from the canonical dis-
tribution, elucidating disparities between thermodynamic and
entanglement entropies. This work refines the theoretical un-
derpinnings of canonical statistics, providing a nuanced un-
derstanding of thermodynamic phenomena in small-scale sys-
tems, with implications for a range of physical contexts.
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