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We study a chaotic particle-conserving kinetically constrained model, with a single parameter
which allows us to break reflection symmetry. Through extensive numerical simulations we find
that the domain wall state shows a variety of dynamical behaviors from localization all the way
to ballistic transport, depending on the value of the reflection breaking parameter. Surprisingly,
such anomalous behavior is not mirrored in infinite-temperature dynamics, which appear to scale
diffusively, in line with expectations for generic interacting models. However, studying the particle
density gradient, we show that the lack of reflection symmetry affects infinite-temperature dynamics,
resulting in an asymmetric dynamical structure factor. This is in disagreement with normal diffusion
and suggests that the model may also exhibit anomalous dynamics at infinite temperature in the
thermodynamic limit. Finally, we observe low-entangled eigenstates in the spectrum of the model,
a telltale sign of quantum many body scars.

Introduction – Out-of-equilibrium properties of many-
body systems present one of the central problems in
quantum statistical mechanics. Of particular interest are
the different universality classes of dynamics found in
various models. Typically, generic chaotic models are ex-
pected to behave diffusively [1–10], although slower dy-
namics were observed in disordered systems [4, 11–16].

Recently however, it was shown that certain chaotic ki-
netically constrained models (KCMs) can exhibit super-
diffusive dynamics at infinite temperature [17]. Such non-
diffusive behavior was observed both in particle [18] and
energy transport [17]. Additionally, anomalous dynamics
can also arise at the level of pure states [19–24], as in the
celebrated PXP model, where certain states show long-
lived oscillations in the density of domain walls [21, 25].

Besides anomalous dynamical features, kinetically con-
strained models, first introduced in the context of classi-
cal glasses [26–28], also host other remarkable phenom-
ena. These range from Hilbert space fragmentation [29–
35] to quantum many-body scars [21, 36–45], defining the
novel paradigm of weak ergodicity breaking [46].

A paradigamtic example of KCMs is the celebrated
quantum East model [19]. The quantum East model
hosts a localization transition in the ground state [22, 47]
and extremely slow dynamics [19, 47], while its Floquet
version has shown localized behavior [48] as well as an
exactly solvable point in parameter space [49]. However,
the model only has a single conserved charge, the energy,
which itself is not present in the Floquet version.

A recent work [24] introduced a particle conserving ver-
sion of the quantum East model. The combination of
U(1) symmetry and kinetic constraints leads to classical
and quantum Hilbert space fragmentation, i.e. fragmen-
tation in an entangled basis [35], and to a dramatic effect
on dynamics, which show super-diffusive behavior in cer-
tain initial states [24].

In this work we explore the interplay between reflection
symmetry and kinetic constraints. Specifically, we focus

on the dynamics of a constrained hopping model, inspired
by the particle conserving quantum East model [24]. In
the original model hopping is allowed between two neigh-
boring sites if the site immediately to the left of the
pair is occupied. Here we add the reflection-symmetric
West constrained hopping term, with a potentially dif-
ferent amplitude. This also allows particle hopping when
the nearest neighbor on the right is occupied, regardless
of the state of the left neighbor. The addition of this
term breaks both classical and quantum fragmentation,
allowing us to study infinite-temperature transport in the
dominant fragment of the Hilbert space and control the
reflection symmetry.

In spite of the absence of fragmentation and chaotic
level spacing statistics, the spectrum of the Hamiltonian
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Figure 1. (a) Particles move with different hopping am-
plitudes JW = 1 − JE depending on whether the constraint
is applied from the left or the right neighbor. (b) As JE is
changed from 0 to 1, the dynamical behavior of the left do-
main wall state, shown here for the small case of N = 4
particles and L = 8 sites, changes dramatically. Its dynamics
show a transition from fully localized at JE = 0 to ballistic for
JE ≤ 1/2 and to the expected diffusive behavior as JE is in-
creased further. However, at the opposite extreme (JE = 1)
the dynamics appear to enter an anomalous super-diffusive
regime.
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still presents intriguing characteristics [50]. In particular,
we find a large number of zero modes which depends on
particle parity and a set of weakly entangled eigenstates
reminiscent of quantum many-body scars [21, 36].

Studying the dynamics of the domain wall state [51,
52], a simple and experimentally accessible initial state,
we discover the presence of a rich phase diagram depen-
dent on the ratio of the two hopping terms. In our simu-
lations we observe a full spectrum of different dynamical
behaviors ranging from completely localized to a surpris-
ing ballistic behavior, in spite of the chaotic nature of
the model. This suggests that ballistic transport, typi-
cally observed in integrable models, which has been re-
lated to superconductivity [53, 54], can also be observed
in certain generic chaotic models. Upon increasing the
East hopping term beyond the symmetric point, where
the two hopping amplitudes are equal, the state recov-
ers the expected diffusive spreading. However, when the
West constraint is completely suppressed, we again ob-
serve anomalous dynamics, this time with super-diffusive
scaling up to the available times.

Using tensor-network methods, we further probe
infinite-temperature dynamics which indicate diffusive
scaling. However, analyzing the dynamical structure fac-
tor at infinite temperature [55], we observe long-lived
asymmetry. This finite asymmetry is at odds with nor-
mal diffusion and shows another intriguing anomaly of
transport in this model.

Model – We study kinetically constrained hard-core
bosons on a one-dimensional lattice of L sites. Hopping
among different sites is allowed only in certain configu-
rations, as encoded in the system Hamiltonian

Ĥ = JE

L−2∑
i=1

n̂i

(
ĉ†i+2ĉi+1 + H.c.

)
+ JW

L−2∑
i=1

(
ĉ†i+1ĉi + H.c.

)
n̂i+2 = JEĤE + JW ĤW ,

(1)

where ĤE(ĤW ) is the U(1)-conserving East(West)
Hamiltonian, ĉ†i is the hard-core boson creation operator
and n̂i = ĉ†i ĉi is the particle number operator. The action
of the two kinetic constraints is sketched in Figure 1(a).
Particles can hop only if their nearest neighbor to the left
(East) or to the right (West) is occupied, with amplitudes
JE and JW respectively. Throughout this work, we fix
the two hopping parameters such that JE + JW = 1. As
we will show in the following, varying the parameter JE
leads to the dramatic change in dynamics of the domain
wall state [51, 52] depicted in Figure 1(b).

Besides being particle-conserving, the Hamiltonian (1),
with periodic boundary conditions, is also translation in-
variant. At the symmetric point JE = JW = 1/2 the sys-
tem is further reflection symmetric. As opposed to the

closely related quantum East model, no additional sym-
metry emerges and the system does not exhibit Hilbert
space fragmentation away from JE ∈ {0, 1}, at least
within the half-filling sector on which we focus in this
work. Despite the absence of Hilbert space fragmenta-
tion, the analysis of the spectrum and of the eigenstates
of the Hamiltonian yields interesting observations [50].
On one hand the study of the level spacing distribution
confirms that the system is overall chaotic. On the other,
we notice the presence of a small number of weakly en-
tangled eigenstates, reminiscent of quantum many-body
scars. Finally, the spectrum presents an anomalously
large number of zero modes, which appear only for even
particle numbers N = L/2.

Domain wall dynamics – We now focus on the dy-
namics after a quantum quench in our system with open
boundary conditions. Our protocol consists of initializing
the system in the left domain wall state

|LDW⟩ = | • • • · · · •︸ ︷︷ ︸
N

◦ ◦ ◦ · · · ◦︸ ︷︷ ︸
L−N

⟩ n̂i|•⟩ = |•⟩
n̂i|◦⟩ = 0

, (2)

which at JE = 0 is an exact zero energy eigenstate of the
Hamiltonian. We then suddenly switch the East hopping
amplitude to its final value JE ∈ (0, 1].

To study the dynamics of |LDW⟩ we perform numeri-
cal simulations over an extensive number of system sizes
L ∈ [14, 100], using exact techniques for L ≤ 24 and ap-
proximate matrix-product-state time-evolution using the
time-evolving-block-decimation (TEBD) algorithm [56]
for L > 24 [50]. Our analysis focuses on the instanta-
neous dynamical exponent z(t) defining the dynamical
behavior of the state. For interacting chaotic systems
as the one we study, particle spreading is expected to
be diffusive (z = 2). Deviations from this behavior are
known in integrable models [57], which can present bal-
listic (z = 1) and super-diffusive (1 < z < 2) trans-
port [9, 10, 55, 58–61], and in disordered systems with
sub-diffusive dynamics (z > 2) [4, 12]. To numerically
obtain the instantaneous dynamical exponent, we take
the logarithmic derivative of the particle flow from the
domain wall

δN(t) =

N∑
i=1

⟨n̂i(t =0)⟩ − ⟨n̂i(t)⟩, δN(t) ∝ t1/z (3)

1

z
=

d log δN

d log t
. (4)

In Figure 2 we show the particle dynamics of the do-
main wall quench (a)-(d) as well as the instantaneous dy-
namical exponent (e)-(h) at different values of JE , high-
lighting the variety of different behaviors in our model.
When JE < 1/2 the dynamics of |LDW⟩ initially are, as
expected, relatively slow due to the combination of dom-
inant West constraint and large particle density in the
left half (a). Surprisingly, however, the transport expo-
nent shows clear ballistic scaling z = 1(e). Such behavior
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Figure 2. Density dynamics of |LDW⟩ dramatically changes as JE is tuned across the symmetric point JE = 1/2 (a)-(d). While
the model is fully chaotic and its infinite-temperature dynamics appear to scale diffusively, for JE ≤ 1/2 |LDW⟩ shows ballistic
behavior (a),(b). However, as JE > 1/2 (c),(d), the |LDW⟩ state deviates from the ballistic regime. This clearly emerges looking
at the instantaneous dynamical exponent z(t), whose inverse is shown in panels (e)-(h). For JE ≤ 1/2 (e),(f) the dynamical
exponent presents a long plateau at z−1 = 1 corresponding to ballistic behavior. This eventually ends when boundary effects
kick in at a critical time τ , which increases proportionally to system size, as shown in the insets. For 1/2 < JE < 1 (g), the
inverse dynamical exponent quickly decays below 1, relaxing at long times to a value close to diffusion z−1 = 1/2. Finally, as the
West contribution vanishes, JE = 1(h), |LDW⟩ acquires an unexpected super-diffusive behavior, with the dynamical exponent
rapidly oscillating at first, and later approaching a value well above diffusion. The data were generated for JE = 1/3, 1/2, 2/3, 1
using exact methods for L ≤ 24 and TEBD with bond dimension χ = [1536, 2048] for L ≥ 26.

persists until boundary effects kick in, as confirmed by
the analysis of the critical time τ when 1/z(τ) = 0.9,
shown in the inset of Figure 2(e). A similar behavior, al-
though with much faster particle spreading, is observed
for JE = 1/2, shown in panels (b) and (f). In both cases
the results indicate ballistic dynamics in the thermody-
namic limit.

As the hopping amplitude is increased even further,
entering the regime where JE > JW , the domain wall
recovers the expected diffusive behavior, as shown by the
dynamical exponent 1/z → 1/2 in Figure 2(g). How-
ever, at the extreme point JE = 1, where only the East
Hamiltonian participates in the dynamics, the domain
wall state acquires yet another unexpected dynamical ex-
ponent. As shown in Figure 2(h), after a series of initial
oscillations damping with systems size, 1/z approaches a
super-diffusive value, which at the timescales attainable
by our simulations is approximately 1/z ≈ 0.8.

While super-diffusion in the particle-conserving East
model was recently observed [24] with exact diagonali-
sation, here we discover that introducing the additional
West constraint and tuning the asymmetry between the
two yields the rich dynamical phase diagram for the do-
main wall state shown in Figure 1(b). In particular,

the presence of a ballistic state in an otherwise chaotic
model is highly atypical [62]. Finally, we mention that
for JE ≪ JW we notice a striking difference in dynamics
depending on the particle number N (akin to the number
of zero modes discussed previously). For even N , parti-
cles are confined within a small region and cannot explore
the full lattice, while for odd N they spread ballistically
through the whole chain [50].

Persistent asymmetry at infinite temperature – To fur-
ther characterize the dynamics in the model, we analyze
the dynamical exponent of mixed states close to infinite
temperature ρ0 = ⊗iρ

(i)
0 ,

ρ
(i)
0 =

(
1/2 + µ(i) 0

0 1/2− µ(i)

)
, µ(i) =

{
µ0 i ≤ L/2

−µ0 i > L/2

(5)

with µ0 ≪ 1 [60]. Using TEBD, we simulate the dynam-
ics of a system of L = 512 sites in a wide parameter range
JE ∈ [0.15, 0.5] and µ ∈ [0.001, 0.1].

First, we focus on the dynamical exponent z. To get an
estimate of its value, we perform a collapse of the density
profiles at different times, shown in Figure 3. Given the
dynamical exponent, density dynamics are expected to
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be captured by a scale-invariant function f(x/t1/z). The
different curves in Figure 3 collapse on one another within
a broad range of times as the space-axis is rescaled by

√
t,

suggesting diffusive scaling. This observation is further
confirmed by the dynamical exponent approaching z = 2
at late times, as reported in the inset. Similar results are
obtained for other values of the hopping parameters [50].
The usual diffusive behavior, then, seems to be recov-
ered at high temperature. We note that tiny but non-
vanishing faster-than-diffusive corrections would be diffi-
cult to identify and thus cannot be ruled out. Therefore,
there could be other states that share the same ballis-
tic behavior as the |LDW⟩ state, so long as they remain
a sufficiently small or vanishing fraction of the Hilbert
space size.

In a diffusive system, particle spreading is expected
to be symmetric around the central chemical potential
step µ. Our model, however, is inherently asymmetric
and could deviate from this behavior. To characterize
this possible asymmetry, we analyze the particle density
gradient ∆ni,i+1 = |⟨n̂i⟩µ − ⟨n̂i+1⟩µ|, which is related to
the dynamical structure factor S(x, t) = ⟨n̂x(t)n̂0(0)⟩ =
limµ→0

1
µ∆nx,x+1 [55]. Here ⟨Ô⟩µ represents the expec-

tation value of the operator with the weak domain wall
initial state from Eq. (5).

The asymmetric constraints in our Hamiltonian to-
gether with the asymmetric initial state, instead, yield
rather a skewed distribution (see [50] for some examples).
To quantitatively capture the amount of asymmetry in
the state at a given time, we calculate the discrete skew-
ness of the dynamical structure factor

S =
∑
y

P∆n(y)

(
y − µ1

σ

)3

. (6)

Here P∆n is the normalized particle density gradient, µ1

and σ are the corresponding mean and standard devia-
tion.

For all finite µ, the skewness relaxes to a finite negative

Figure 3. Mixed state density profiles at different times
t ∈ [75, 300] collapse on one another upon rescaling the x-axis
by

√
t suggesting diffusive scaling at infinite temperature. The

diffusive scaling is further confirmed by the dynamical expo-
nent approaching z−1 ≈ 0.5 at late times, as shown in the
inset. The data shown here are for JE = 1/2, µ = 0.01 and
χ = 384.

0 50 100 150 200
t

−0.02

0.00

S µ
→

0

JE =0.5 JE =0.33 JE =0.25 JE =0.15

Figure 4. The extrapolation of the skewness S for µ → 0
shows a finite long-time value for JE < 1/2, indicating per-
sistent asymmetry even in the absence of the initial chemical
potential step. The late time behavior of the skewness as a
function of JE shows a monotonic decrease of the asymmetry
as JE → 0. Due to reflection symmetry, a mirrored behavior
appears with positive S at JE > 1/2. The data were obtained
by extrapolating the intercept of a linear fit of S(t) vs µ for
values of µ ∈ [0.001, 0.05]. The system size is L = 512 sites,
and the bond dimension used was χ = 448.

value at long times. As we take the linear response limit
µ → 0 and the asymmetry of the initial state vanishes,
however, S is expected to vanish proportionally following
the expectations for normal diffusion. Using a linear fit,
we extrapolate the skewness at µ = 0 [50], which we show
in Figure 4.

Surprisingly, whenever JE ̸= JW a finite skewness per-
sists at µ = 0. At the symmetric point, instead, skewness
vanishes, as expected due to the symmetries in that case.
Comparing Sµ→0 at late times we observe a monotonic
increase of the skewness as a function of JE , crossing zero
at the symmetric point.

While this may be expected for an asymmetric model,
the asymmetric diffusive behavior we observe deviates
from expectations for diffusion. This suggests that, while
the bare transport exponent is not affected by the kinetic
constraint, dynamics in general are, revealing a novel
anomalous dynamical feature caused by the interplay of
kinetic constraints and a lack of reflection symmetry.

Conclusions – In this work we studied the influence
of kinetic constraints in combination with breaking re-
flection symmetry on the dynamical properties of quan-
tum many-body systems. Specifically, we generalized
the particle-conserving quantum East model [24] allow-
ing also for West constrained hopping. While the system
exhibits chaotic level spacing statistics, we find a pure
state with anomalous dynamics. Within a range of the
model parameter JE , the dynamics from the LDW state
exhibit several different types of transport ranging from
the more typical insulating and diffusive dynamics to su-
perdiffusion and even ballistic dynamics, typically asso-
ciated to integrable systems [63–65]. The discovery of
anomalous dynamics in the LDW state invites further re-
search into the model, specifically identifying other states
sharing similar dynamics would be extremely insightful.
Furthermore, the observation of ballistic dynamics in a
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chaotic models invites further research into models with
broken reflection symmetry in order to understand the
underlying properties that give rise to such dynamics.

We further observed diffusive scaling at infinite tem-
perature, consistent with the model’s ergodic nature.
However, the finite asymmetry we observed implies that
the dynamics are not described by a diffusion equation
with a constant diffusion coefficient. Indeed, due to the
nature of the model, one might argue that the diffusion
constant should depend on the particle density, which
could explain our observations, however, the exact nature
of this dependence remains an open question. Interest-
ingly, the direction of the asymmetry suggests the exis-
tence of many states moving faster to the left, in contrast
to the LDW state moving ballistically to the right. These
discrepancies present interesting open questions for fu-
ture research, which would allow us to improve our un-
derstanding on the effects of breaking reflection symme-
try on the dynamical properties of many-body quantum
systems.

Moving from dynamical to spectral properties, we ob-
serve certain anomalies in the spectrum. Prominently,
our model hosts a set of weakly entangled eigenstates,
reminiscent of quantum many-body scars [21, 36], and
an anomalously large number of zero modes only for even
particle number. Here, similarly to the PXP model, these
weakly entangled eigenstates are not engineered, hence
the model represents a potential avenue to improve our
understanding of scars in other similar models.
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Spectrum of the Hamiltonian, level spacing distribution and entanglement of eigenstates.

We use exact diagonalization to obtain eigenvalues and eigenstates of the Hamiltonian for system sizes up to L = 20,
always in the half-filling sector N = L/2. In the case of periodic boundary conditions (PBC), we additionally resolve
translational invariance, and in the case of open boundary conditions at the symmetric point JE = 1/2, we resolve
the emergent reflection symmetry. The spectra are shown in Figure S1 for all cases studied. In order to show the
spectra for different values of L, we rescale the energies as ϵn = En/L and the x-axis by the Hilbert space dimension
D.

First, we note that the Hamiltonian we study has particle-hole symmetry, i. e. an operator which anti-commutes
with the Hamiltonian

Ĉ : {Ĉ, Ĥ} = 0, (S1)

such that for each eigenstate with energy En, the state Ĉ|En⟩ is also an eigenstate with opposite energy −En.
The presence of this anti-symmetry can lead to the presence of an anomalously large number of zero modes in the
Hamiltonian, as every simultaneous eigenstate of Ĉ and Ĥ necessarily has zero energy [21, 36, 67, 68]. In our case, we
do indeed notice the presence of exponentially many zero modes (the number of which we denote with Z), as shown in
the insets of Figure S1. Interestingly, Z ̸= 0 only for even number of particles N , suggesting a relation with particles
pairing, which might present an avenue for future research in this direction.

Next, we focus on the level spacing distribution, i.e. the normalized distribution of ordered nearest-neighbor eigen-
values spacing s = En − En−1. The distribution P (s), obtained through spectrum-unfolding, is a common measure
of ergodicity of a model [69–71]. In fact, it is believed that chaotic Hamiltonians behave in line with results from

Figure S1. In the top panels the spectra for different parameters, system sizes and boundary conditions all show the effects
of particle-hole symmetry, En → −En. Additionally, for even particle numbers N we observe an exponential number of zero
modes Z, as shown in the insets. Surprisingly, these zero energy eigenstates disappear as N becomes odd. In the bottom panels
the level statistics for different parameters and boundary conditions show convergence toward chaotic behavior as the system
size is increased. Interestingly, the PBC case with JE ̸= 1/2 shows convergence to the Gaussian Unitary Ensemble (GUE) as
opposed to the Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble (GOE) seen in all other cases.
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Figure S2. Half-chain entanglement entropy of eigenstates shows anomalously weakly entangled eigenstates in the OBC case
for JE ̸= 1/2 and at the symmetric point JE = JW in the PBC case. In the case of OBC, the number of weakly entangled
eigenstates grows with system size, while for PBC it seems to be reducing as L increases.

Random Matrix Theory (RMT), typically showing results compatible with the Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble (GOE)
or the Gaussian Unitary Ensemble (GUE) [69]

PGOE(s) =
πs

2
e−

πs2

4 PGUE(s) =
32

π2
s2e−

4
π s2 . (S2)

On the other hand, integrable and localized models instead exhibit a Poissonian level spacing distribution PPoisson(s) =
exp(−s). We evaluate P (s) for different system sizes and the results shown in Figure S1 clearly indicate chaotic
behavior. Interestingly, the PBC case for JE ̸= 1/2 shows a behavior in agreement with the GUE as opposed to GOE,
which is seen in all other cases.

The Gaussian Unitary Ensemble describes the level statistics of Hamiltonians with complex entries and without
time-reversal symmetry. Our Hamiltonian (1), instead, is fully real and therefore is expected to respect time-reversal
symmetry. As such, the presence of GUE statistics for the level spacing of the system with PBC and JE ̸= 1/2 is
unexpected and invites further investigation.
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Figure S3. Comparison of the inverse dynamical exponent for different bond dimensions shows good convergence in the
JE ≤ 1/2 case. Convergence is reached only at a higher bond dimension χ = 2048 in the JE = 1 case, while the hardest case,
JE > 1/2, would require even larger bond dimensions in order to accurately simulate the dynamics up to comparable times.

We further study the entanglement entropy of eigenstates, defined as the von Neumann entropy of the reduced
density matrix obtained by tracing out half of the system

SL/2 = −trρL/2 log ρL/2, ρL/2 = tri∈[1,L/2]ρ. (S3)

Highly excited eigenstates of an ergodic system are expected to have volume-law entanglement [69], which scales with
the system size. We observe such behavior for OBC with JE = 1/2 and for PBC with JE ̸= 1/2.

However, as shown in Figure S2, in the remaining cases a certain amount of weakly entangled eigenstates, reminiscent
of quantum many-body scars [36], appear. In particular, we observe that in the OBC case at JE ̸= 1/2, the number
of such states increases with system size. Most of the anomalous states concentrate around the center of the spectrum
at E = 0. For even particle numbers N this energy is highly degenerate, and therefore low-lying eigenstates can be
obtained by mixing within the degenerate subspace [72]. However, for odd N our model has no exact zero modes and
the weakly entangled eigenstates are close to, but not equal to, E = 0, and are thus not degenerate. This suggests a
deeper mechanism than a simple recombination of eigenstates in the nullspace of the Hamiltonian.

Convergence of tensor-network simulations

Pure Initial States

In the main text, we used time-evolving block decimation [56] (TEBD) to obtain the dynamics of pure initial states
such as the left domain wall. While in principle MPS methods would fail after a short time-evolution due to the
rapid growth of entanglement entropy, we observe that this is not the case for the |LDW⟩ state. Indeed using bond
dimensions of up to χ = 2048 we are able to reach times of up to t ≈ 100 for most cases.

In Figure S3 we show the bond dimension comparison for the largest system size achieved in the different cases
reported in the main text. For JE ≤ 1/2, where dynamics are ballistic, results are already converged at χ = 1536,
at least up to the times we use in the main text. The worst case corresponds to 1/2 < JE < 1 where dynamics are
diffusive. In this case, χ = 2048 is converged up to only t ≈ 25, which essentially limits the system size which we are
able to accurately study. Nevertheless, our results are sufficiently accurate to demonstrate clear diffusive behavior in
that regime. Finally, at JE = 1, a bond dimension of χ = 2048 is required to obtain converged dynamics up to the
times of interest.

Mixed Initial States

For mixed initial states such as the ones used in the second part of our work, the bond dimension typically rapidly
saturates. However, at long times, if the system relaxes towards the infinite-temperature state, a relatively small bond
dimension (χ = 256− 384) is usually sufficient to accurately capture the most significant behavior.

In Figure S4, we show the density profiles at late times for different bond dimensions and for all the values of JE
shown in the main text. We fix µ = 0.01, but results do not drastically change as long as µ ≪ 1. As one can readily
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Figure S4. Comparison of different bond dimensions for µ = 0.01 shows excellent convergence of the density at all values of
JE presented in the main text.

observe, at late times the different curves perfectly collapse on one another, thus ensuring the convergence of our
numerical simulations.

Even-odd difference in dynamics

We have already observed the difference between systems with even and odd particle numbers N in several properties
of the model throughout this work. Here, we show that dynamics also exhibit drastically different behavior depending
on the parity of N once finite size effects become relevant, especially when JE ≪ JW . In Figure S5, we show the
density dynamics for odd and even particle number (L = 42 and L = 40 respectively) for JE = 0.25 = JW /3.

In the system with odd particle number N , density spreads ballistically as reported in the main text even after finite
size effects begin influencing the dynamics. However, as we change to even N the situation changes dramatically.
Initially, particles have the same ballistic behavior. However, as the boundary effects kick in, around t ≈ 25, rightward
spreading comes to a stop, as indicated by the quick drop of the inverse dynamical exponent. Density in even particle
systems, then, is localized within a region RL = rL, r < 1. While this behavior is not relevant to the dynamics in
the thermodynamic limit, it is indicative of the clear differences that appear to be present in the spectral properties
of the model, depending on the number of particles N .

Figure S5. Density dynamics when JE ≪ JW (JE = 0.25 in this case) shows a dramatic difference depending on the parity of
the particle number. When N is odd, particles spread ballistically through the entire chain even after finite size effects become
relevant. However, for even N particles are not able to spread past a certain point in space, and seem to localize within the
left part of the chain. The time at which this occurs appears to coincide with the time when the boundary effects kick in.
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Evidence of diffusion at infinite temperature

In the main text, we reported evidence of diffusive transport for one particular choice of parameters of our model.
Here, we show that this feature persists in the model throughout the whole range of parameters studied.

In Figure S6, we show the inverse dynamical exponent for many values of µ and JE . After a short transient
phenomenon, 1/z approaches a value compatible with diffusion (z = 2) marked by the black dashed line. This
behavior appears to be consistent irrespective of the system parameters. As the East hopping (JE) is reduced, the
diffusive plateau is reached earlier in time.
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Figure S6. The dynamical exponent approaches a value compatible with diffusion irrespective of the initial step size µ both
in the symmetric and asymmetric case. The only noticeable difference is the faster relaxation to the diffusive plateau of the
asymmetric cases. Data are shown for χ = 448 and L = 512.

Details on the linear fit procedure for skewness

One of the most peculiar properties of our kinetically constrained model is the presence of asymmetry in the particle
gradient, in spite of the diffusive scaling observed in the model. Here, we give further details about the skewness S
and the fitting procedure yielding Figure 4 in the main text.

First, we focus on the dynamical structure factor, expressed through the density gradient S(i, t) =
limµ→0

1
µ∆ni,i+1 = limµ→0

1
µ |⟨n̂i(t)⟩µ − ⟨n̂i+1(t)⟩µ|. As mentioned in the main text, S(i, t) is not symmetric around

the center, which is contrary to what one would expect in a diffusive system. In Figure S7(a) we show the density
gradient for JE = 1/3 and µ = 0.01 over a wide range of times. The left half of the chain shows higher values as

Figure S7. (a) Particle density gradient for JE = 1/3 and µ = 0.01 is asymmetric at all times. (b),(c) Skewness rescaled by
the chemical potential step for JE = 1/2 and JE = 1/3 respectively. For JE = 1/2 the skewness converges to a single curve
when rescaled by µ. On the contrary, at JE ̸= 1/2 it diverges as µ → 0, indicating a finite value even in absence of an initial
chemical potential step. (d) The linear fit Eq. (S4) is very accurate for all values of JE . The shaded area (clearly visible only
for JE = 0.5) represents the error of the linear fit. Data are shown here for a snapshot at t = 175.
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compared with the right half, giving rise to the skewness we present in the main text.
In Figure S7(b) and (c) we show the skewness rescaled by the value of µ for JE = 1/2 and JE = 1/3 respectively.

Interestingly, the two show a dramatic difference. At the symmetric point, the curves collapse onto one another,
suggesting a vanishing skewness S as µ → 0. On the other hand, for JE ̸= 1/2, the rescaled skewness diverges as µ
decreases, thus implying a finite value of S0 at µ = 0.

To obtain S0, we perform a linear fit with the function

f(µ) = S0 + αµ. (S4)

Examples of this fit are reported in Figure S7(d) at a fixed time t = 175. The linear fit (dashed lines) is extremely
accurate, and the extracted S0 is non-zero whenever JE ̸= 1/2, as reported in the main text.
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