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We identify emergent hydrodynamics governing charge transport in Brownian random time evo-
lution with various symmetries, constraints, and ranges of interactions. This is accomplished via
a mapping between the averaged dynamics and the low-energy spectrum of a Lindblad operator,
which acts as an effective Hamiltonian in a doubled Hilbert space. By explicitly constructing dis-
persive excited states of this effective Hamiltonian using a single-mode approximation, we provide a
comprehensive understanding of diffusive, subdiffusive, and superdiffusive relaxation in many-body
systems with conserved multipole moments and variable interaction ranges. Our approach further
allows us to identify exotic Krylov-space-resolved diffusive relaxation despite the presence of dipole
conservation, which we verify numerically. Therefore, we provide a general and versatile frame-
work to qualitatively understand the dynamics of conserved operators under random unitary time
evolution.

Introduction. Recent years have seen a surge of inter-
est in the nonequilibrium dynamics of quantum many-
body systems, driven by rapid advancements in quantum
simulation capabilities across diverse physical platforms.
In particular, significant attention has been devoted to
understanding the thermalization process of interacting
many-body systems [1–7]. A vital theoretical tool that
provides key insights into the dynamics of thermalizing
quantum systems is the study of random unitary time
evolution. While retaining analytical tractability, such
methods can successfully capture universal properties of
non-integrable many-body dynamics such as transport,
operator spreading, or entanglement growth [8–16]. In
particular, the application of methods based on ran-
dom unitary evolution has highlighted the importance
of symmetries and constraints in many-body dynamics,
unveiling a rich phenomenology of emergent hydrody-
namics at late times. Recent results range from trans-
port in long-range interacting systems [17–20] to anoma-
lously slow subdiffusion [21–32] or even localization due
to Hilbert space fragmentation in models with kinetic
constraints [33–44].

In this work, we introduce a simple, yet powerful
method to understand the qualitative behavior of late-
time hydrodynamics based on Brownian Hamiltonian
evolution, which can be modeled by Markovian dynam-
ics and thus captured by a Lindblad equation [45–50].
Our approach successfully reproduces results reported in
previous literature and allows us to uncover novel, uncon-
ventional hydrodynamic relaxation in constrained many-
body systems. The key technical step relates dynamical
properties such as the auto-correlation of conserved oper-
ators to the low-energy spectrum of an emergent effective
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FIG. 1. Brownian circuit and effective Hamiltonian.
Mapping (a) random operator dynamics to (b) imaginary-
time evolution by an effective Hamiltonian L in a doubled
Hilbert space. On the left, an operator ρ is evolved by a lo-
cal Hamiltonian Ht ≡

∑
i hidBi,t with Brownian random vari-

able dB. Overlapping blocks for forward/backward evolution
(dark/light) share the same Brownian variable, but all other
Brownian variables are independently drawn from Gaussian
distributions. On the right, we average over random variables
while taking timesteps to zero; this produces imaginary-time
Schrodinger evolution by a Lindbladian operator.

Hamiltonian in a doubled Hilbert space [51, 52]. The low-
energy excitation spectrum of the latter thus dictates the
long-time dynamics of such correlations. Accordingly,
this mapping allows us to utilize well-established tech-
niques in condensed matter physics, such as the single-
mode approximation, to analyze our problem. Here, we
apply this method to various scenarios: We show that
systems conserving U(1) global charge as well as higher
multipole moments exhibit diverse hydrodynamic relax-
ation depending on their symmetries and ranges of in-
teractions. Then, we extend our approach to understand
Krylov-subspace-resolved hydrodynamics, where we un-
cover general conditions under which relaxation is diffu-
sive despite the presence of dipole conservation. We ver-
ify this diffusive relaxation numerically in lattice models
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in both one and two spatial dimensions.
Brownian Circuits. We consider time evolution by

a time-dependent Hamiltonian Ht ≡
∑

i hi dBi,t, defined
via interaction terms hi with hx,λ =hx+1,λ and Brownian
random variables dBt,i at each time slice [t, t+ δ). Here,
the label i=(x, λ) encodes both the spatial support and
operator type of hi. The random variables have vanishing
mean E[dB] = 0 and finite variance E[dB2] = 1/δ.
Under this time evolution, a density matrix ρ(t) evolves

as ρ(t+ δ)≡ e−iHtδρ(t)eiHtδ. Averaging the infinitesimal
time evolution over the random variables, the leading
order operator evolution becomes [53](Sec. B):

E[∂tρ] = −1

2

∑
i

(h2i ρ− 2hiρhi + ρh2i ) = L[ρ], (1)

where L is a superoperator called the Lindblandian.
We now construct an alternative description of the op-

erator dynamics Eq. (1) by employing the Choi isomor-
phism, a mapping from an operator acting on the Hilbert
space H to a state defined on the doubled Hilbert space
Hu ⊗ Hl, where subscripts u, l are introduced to dis-
tinguish two copies of H. For a given operator O, the
mapping reads O 7→ ∥O⟩⟩≡∑

i |i⟩ ⊗
(
O|i⟩

)
, where the

summation is over all basis states of the original Hilbert
space [53](Sec.A). Under this mapping, the Lindbladian

superoperator L maps to a linear operator ĤL acting on
the doubled Hilbert space:

ĤL =
1

2

∑
i

∣∣hTi ⊗ I− I⊗ hi
∣∣2 =:

1

2

∑
x,λ

O†
x,λOx,λ. (2)

where | . . . |2 should be understood as (. . . )†(. . . ), and

Ox,λ = (hTx,λ ⊗ I − I ⊗ hx,λ). The average dynamics in

Eq. (1) can then be recast into an imaginary time evolu-

tion generated by the effective Hamiltonian ĤL:

∂t∥O⟩⟩ = −ĤL∥O⟩⟩ ⇒ ∥O(t)⟩⟩ = e−tĤL∥O0⟩⟩. (3)

We are interested in the dynamics of a local operator O
under Brownian evolution, which we characterize by the
averaged auto-correlation function E⟨Oy(0)Ox(t)⟩ρ [54]
with respect to the maximally mixed state ρ= 1

D I, where
D is the dimension of the many-body Hilbert space.

Note that Eq. (2) inherits translation invariance from
the interaction terms, hx,λ = hx+1,λ. Therefore, we

can label the eigenstates of ĤL by their momentum; let
∥k, ν⟩⟩ be the eigenstates of ĤL with energy Ek,ν , carry-
ing momentum k and an additional label ν. Inserting a
completeness relation, we obtain

E⟨Oy(0)Ox(t)⟩ρ =
1

D
⟨⟨Oy(0)∥e−tĤL∥Ox(0)⟩⟩

=
1

D

∑
k,ν

e−tEk,νeik·(y−x)|⟨⟨k, ν∥Ox⟩⟩|2. (4)

Consider a d-dimensional system. Assuming a gapless
dispersion minν{Ek,ν}∼ kn at low momentum k→ 0, as

well as a finite overlap |⟨⟨k, ν∥Ox⟩⟩|2 of the operator of
interest ∥Ox⟩⟩ with these gapless modes [55], the auto-
correlation at x= y decays algebraically as

E⟨Ox(t)Ox(0)⟩ρ ∼
t→∞

∫
k

e−tkn

ddk ∼ t−d/n, (5)

implying that the dynamical exponent z=n. Therefore,
the study of late-time operator dynamics in the Brownian
evolution reduces to the identification of gapless dispers-
ing states in the effective Hamiltonian ĤL.
Charge Conservation. We now assume that each hi in

the original Hamiltonian exhibits a U(1) charge conserva-
tion symmetry. In the doubled Hilbert space, the symme-
try is doubled as well, and the effective Hamiltonian ĤL
in Eq. (2) must be symmetric under G=U(1)u × U(1)l.
We denote by Gdiag and Goff the diagonal and off-

diagonal subgroups of G, generated by gdiag/off = Q̂u⊗I∓
I⊗ Q̂l, where Q̂ is the total charge operator [53](Sec.A).

First, we examine the ground states of ĤL, which is
positive semidefinite. The Choi state of the identity op-
erator ∥I⟩⟩ satisfies ĤL∥I⟩⟩=0 and is thus a ground state

of ĤL. Due to U(1) symmetry, I decomposes into the
summation over projectors onto different charge sectors:
I=

∑
m Pm, where Pm is the projector onto a U(1) sector

of charge m. For a system with N = Ld sites and local
Hilbert space dimension M , m ∈ {0, 1, ...,MLd}. We de-
note ∥m⟩⟩ as the Choi state of Pm. As such, ∥m⟩⟩ is also
a ground state of ĤL with vanishing Gdiag charge and
a Goff-charge of 2m. Note that ⟨⟨m∥m⟩⟩=dim[Hm], the
dimensionality of the charge-m sector. Moving forward,
we renormalize ∥m⟩⟩ to ⟨⟨m∥m⟩⟩=1.
The degenerate groundstate manifold with different

Goff-charges implies spontaneous symmetry breaking of
Goff. This can be shown explicitly by constructing a
groundstate state ∥θ⟩⟩ ≡ ∑

m f(m)eimθ∥m⟩⟩ such that
under the rotation by Goff generator, eiαgoff∥θ⟩⟩ = ∥θ +
α⟩⟩ ̸= ∥θ⟩⟩. The low-energy excitations of ĤL must be
given by the Nambu-Goldstone modes for the broken con-
tinuous symmetry. A standard approach for constructing
Goldstone modes is to apply Goff density modulations
with momentum k on the ground state ∥m⟩⟩. The varia-
tional ansatz for such a state is defined as

∥mk⟩⟩ ≡
1√Nk

ρ̂k∥m⟩⟩, ρ̂k ≡
∑
x

eik·x

Ld/2
(ρ̂x,u + ρ̂x,l),

(6)

where ρ̂x,u/l measures U(1) charge in the layer u or l

at position x, and Nk ≡⟨⟨m∥ρ̂†kρ̂k∥m⟩⟩ is a static struc-

tural factor with ρ̂†k = ρ̂−k. It straightforward to show
that ∥mk⟩⟩ carries a well-defined momentum k and thus
⟨⟨mk∥mk′⟩⟩= δk,k′ [53](Sec. E). We remark that since
(ρ̂x,u+ρ̂x,l) measures a local Goff-charge, the constructed
mode corresponds to the density fluctuations of the Goff-
charge.
What is the energy of this variational state? With

orthogonality between ∥mk⟩⟩ for different momenta, the
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variational expected energy provides an upper bound for
the low-energy dispersion of Eq. (2):

⟨⟨mk∥ĤL∥mk⟩⟩ =
1

Nk

∑
x,λ

⟨⟨m∥[Ox,λ, ρ̂k]
†[Ox,λ, ρ̂k]∥m⟩⟩,

(7)

where we used Ox,λ∥m⟩⟩=0. By using U(1) symmetry,
the commutator in Eq. (7) can be recast as

[Ox,λ, ρ̂k] = eik·x
∑
y∈Sx

∞∑
n=1

[Ox,λ,
[ik · (y − x)]n

n!
ρ̂y], (8)

where we used [Ox,λ,
∑

y ρ̂y] = 0, and Sx is the local sup-

port of the operator Ox,λ (thus warranting the expan-

sion of eik·(y−x) for small k). Generally, assuming a
finite expectation value of the local dipole fluctuations

⟨⟨m∥
∣∣[Ox,λ,

∑
y yi ρ̂y]

∣∣2∥m⟩⟩, the expansion Eq. (8) does
not vanish at n=1, giving rise to a leading order contri-
bution proportional to k:

[Ox,λ, ρ̂k] ∝ k ⇒ ⟨⟨mk∥ĤL∥mk⟩⟩ ∝ k2. (9)

Here, we focus on isotropic systems for simplicity; how-
ever, dynamical exponents can be obtained similarly for
non-isotropic systems. Furthermore, Nk is a constant,
independent of k [53](Sec. E). Therefore, ∥mk⟩⟩ generi-
cally exhibits a quadratic (Ek ∝ k2) dispersion, regard-
less of the details of the effective Hamiltonian. Note the
similarity of our approach to the single-mode approxima-
tion in superfluid or quantum Hall states [56–58], where
the Feynman-Bijl ansatz [53](Sec.D) provides variational
states that capture the dispersion of density fluctuation
excitations.

Long-Range Interactions. We extend our preceeding
analysis to charge-conserving systems with long-range in-
teractions. Specifically, we consider the effects of long-
range terms in our Hamiltonian of the form hx,x′ =

|x−x′|−α(Ŝ+
x Ŝ

−
x′+h.c.), where Ŝ±

x are raising and lower-

ing operators for the charge ρ̂x at site x and Q̂ =
∑

x ρ̂x
is conserved. The effective Hamiltonian reads ĤL =∑

x,x′ O†
x,x′Ox,x′ and the commutator entering Eq. (7)

becomes

[Ox,x′ , ρ̂k] = eik·x
(1− eik·(x

′−x))

|x− x′|α
[
Õx,x′ , ρ̂x

]
, (10)

where Õx,x′ :=Ox,x′ |x−x′|α is now distance-
independent. Assuming α>d/2 and a finite expectation
value for the square of the commutator on the RHS of
Eq. (10), the variational energy of ∥mk⟩⟩ is [53](Sec. F)

⟨⟨mk∥ĤL∥mk⟩⟩ ∝
k→0

C1(α)|k|2α−d + C2(α)k
2. (11)

Thus, for α< 1+ d/2, the system relaxes superdiffusively
with z=2α− d, successfully reproducing previous works
on long-range interacting systems [17, 18, 59]. Alter-
natively, for α≤ d/2 the prefactors C1(α) and C2(α)

exhibit divergences and the associated modes become
gapped [53](Sec. F); accordingly, the operator decays ex-
ponentially fast [17], entering an effectively nonlocal “all-
to-all” interacting regime.

Dipole Conservation. The method outlined above
also applies to systems with conserved quantities beyond
U(1) charges. Let us focus on one-dimensional models
with charge multipole symmetries, as relevant to frac-
ton systems [60–68], generated by Q(n) ≡ ∑

x x
nρ̂x =∑

x x
n(ρ̂x,u + ρ̂x,l). Concretely, we consider Brown-

ian time evolution conserving the first two multipole
moments n=0 and n=1, i.e. [hi, Q

(0)] = [hi, Q
(1)] = 0.

This combination of charge and dipole symmetries gen-
erally leads to Hilbert space fragmentation [33, 34, 69]:
For a given symmetry sector Q(0), Q(1) labeled by the
different charge and dipole values, there are numerous
distinct Krylov sectors, K, connected by the Hamilto-
nian evolution. Our goal is to understand the associ-
ated Krylov-space-resolved hydrodynamics in such sys-
tems. For this purpose, we introduce the operator PK
projecting onto an individual Krylov sector, K, and its
Choi state ∥K⟩⟩, which we define to be normalized. In the
doubled Hilbert space formalism, we thus define new ex-
cited states, ∥Kk⟩⟩= ρ̂k∥K⟩⟩/(NK

k )1/2, where ĤL∥K⟩⟩=0

and NK
k ≡⟨⟨K∥ρ̂†kρ̂k∥K⟩⟩ is the Krylov-resolved structure

factor.

In the presence of both charge and dipole conserva-
tion symmetries, the commutator in Eq. (8) now van-
ishes at n=1, and takes a finite value only at order
n≥ 2. Accordingly, the excited modes ∥Kk⟩⟩ carry an

energy Ek = ⟨⟨Kk∥ĤL∥Kk⟩⟩ ∝ 1
NK

k

k4. For generic dipole-

conserving systems featuring weak fragmentation, the
largest Krylov sector K0 makes up a finite portion of
the full Hilbert space (up to a prefactor algebraic in sys-
tem size). As a consequence, its static structure factor

NK0

k →O(1) remains finite as k→ 0. We thus obtain
subdiffusive relaxation with dynamical exponent z=4.
The generalization of this result to systems conserving
{Q(0), ..., Q(m)} multipoles is straightforward: The com-
mutator in Eq. (8) now vanishes up to order n=m, giving
rise to a dispersion proportional to k2(m+1) and dynam-
ical exponent z=2(m + 1), in accordance with previous
results [22–25, 70, 71].

Similar to the charge-conserving case, these
results can be extended to long-range interact-
ing systems in arbitrary dimensions. For exam-
ple, consider power-law decaying dipole hopping

terms hx,x′ ∼ 1
|x−x′|α (D

†
xDx′ +h.c.), where Dx

is a local operator lowering the dipole moment.
When α> d

2 , we determine the dispersion to be

Ek ∼C1(α)k
2α+2−d +C2(α)k

4 [53](Sec. F). Therefore, if
α< 1+ d/2, charge spreads faster than the subdiffusive
transport z=4 of short-range systems. For α< d

2 ,
dipole hopping becomes highly non-local, and charge
transport effectively arises from individual local dipole
creation/annihilation terms, analogous to systems with
conventional charge conservation. In our framework,



4

FIG. 2. Relaxation dynamics in multipole-conserving
systems with long-range interactions. Systems with
1
rα

power-law decaying hopping of local multipoles of or-
der m exhibit three distinct dynamical regimes. When
α> d

2
+ 1 (orange), the dynamics is (sub)diffusive with dy-

namical exponent z = 2(m + 1). For d
2

+ 1>α> d
2

(blue),
the dynamics is faster, with dynamical exponent z = 2(m +
α)− d. When α≤ d

2
, the system is effectively non-local,

thus, relaxation occurs from individual m-th multipole cre-
ation/annihilation operators, which are hoppings of (m− 1)-
th multipole charges. This results in (sub)diffusive transport
with z = 2(m− 1) + 2 = 2m.

after renormalizing the single-mode dispersion to be
bounded [53](Sec. F), we obtain Ek ∼ k2. We provide
a summary of the dynamical exponents emerging in
multipole-conserving systems with such long-range
hopping of local moments in Fig. 2.

Constrained dynamics. Returning to short-range mod-
els with dipole-conservation, we may ask whether re-
laxation differing from the subdiffusive behavior z = 4
can emerge in specific Krylov sectors. The presence
of the structure factor in the dispersion of Eq. (7) sug-
gests this may be the case in Krylov sectors where
charge fluctuation follow a sub-volume law with vanishing
limk→0 NK

k = 0. We demonstrate this effect in concrete
examples below.

Let us first consider a one-dimensional chain with
charge and dipole conservation and introduce bond vari-
ables êx defined via ρ̂x = êx − êx−1, i.e. êx =

∑x
i=0 ρ̂i.

For convenience, we define the charge density ρ̂x relative
to its average value within K, i.e.

∑
x ⟨ρ̂x⟩K = 0. We note

that the êi can be understood as a local dipole density,
with

∑
x êx = Q(1) [27, 72, 73]. Let us now assume that

a sector K exhibits bounded fluctuations of these bond

variables. Formally, limL→∞ ⟨êkê−k⟩K
k→0−−−→ σ2

1 < ∞,
where êk = 1√

L

∑
x e

ikxêx and σ1 corresponds to the

average fluctuation of the local dipole density. Since
êx =

∑x
i=0 ρ̂i, the finiteness of êx implies area-law fluctu-

ations of the total charge within any given region. Using
that ρ̂k =(1 − e−ik)êk for k ̸=0, the structure factor for
small k becomes

NK
k = ⟨ρ̂kρ̂−k⟩K = k2 ⟨êkê−k⟩ → σ2

1 k
2. (12)

Therefore, for Krylov sectors satisfying Eq. (12), the en-
ergy of the excited mode ∥Kk⟩⟩ scales as Ek ∝ k2 and
we expect diffusive relaxation, despite the presence of
dipole-conservation. To interpret this result, note that
the êx constitute a conserved local density with an effec-
tively finite local state space due to their bounded fluc-
tuations. If êx is bounded, these local dipoles move with-
out additional kinetic constraints and are thus expected
to relax diffusively, see also Ref. [72]. Generalization to
systems conserving {Q(0), ..., Q(m)} is again straightfor-
ward: Krylov sectors with bounded multipole densities
up to order p≤m have Nk →σ2

p k
2p, leading to a disper-

sion ∝ k2(m−p+1) in short-range systems.

As a concrete example of Eq. (12), we consider ran-
dom Brownian evolution in a S = 1 spin chain with local
dipole-conserving terms hi = Ŝ+

i (Ŝ−
i+1)

2Ŝ+
i+2 +h.c.. Al-

though these terms induce a strong fragmentation of the
Hilbert space, there exist exponentially large, delocalized
Krylov sectors [33, 35]. We label the local charge density
by ρ̂x = Sz

x ∈ {0,±} and consider the Krylov sector con-
taining the initial state |ψ0⟩ = |...00 + 00...⟩. In terms of
the variables êx introduced above, |ψ0⟩ = |...00111...⟩
corresponds to a domain wall, and the êx ∈ {0, 1}
can be shown to take values in a bounded range [33],
thus satisfying our condition Eq. (12). Diffusive relax-
ation of this state has indeed been found in Ref. [72],
and E⟨Sz

x=L/2(t)⟩∼ t−1/2 can be verified numerically us-

ing random classical time evolution, as illustrated in
[53](Sec.G).

To illustrate the generality of the condition Eq. (12),
we consider systems beyond 1D. In analogy to
d=1, for d> 1 we write ρ̂(x)=∇ · ê(x), where
ê(x)= (ê1(x), ..., êd(x)) is now a d-component vector.
We recognize that ê(x) is not uniquely determined by the
charge configuration ρ̂(x), and the relation between these
variables takes the form of a U(1) Gauss law, where the
ê(x) constitute electric field degrees of freedom. Indeed,
area-law charge fluctuations arise in U(1) gauge theories
if fluctuations of the electric fields ê(x) are bounded, as∫
V
dV ρ̂(x)=

∫
∂V

dA · ê(x). Thus, imposing global dipole
conservation on U(1) link models [74–76] with a finite
electric field state space gives rise to diffusive behavior
through Eq. (12). To verify this prediction, we numeri-
cally simulate classical, discrete random time evolution in
a hard-core dimer model on a square lattice (see Fig. 3a),
which can be mapped to a U(1) link model [77, 78]. Un-
der this mapping, a site x without any attached dimer
carries a charge ρ̂(x)= (−1)x1+x2 at x=(x1, x2), while
a site with an attached dimer carries no charge. In
the dynamics carried out numerically (see [53] Sec.G,
as well as Refs. [21, 24, 25, 70] for related approaches),
we then explicitly incorporate conservation of the dipole
moment associated to ρ̂(x). Starting from an initial state
with an isolated positive charge in the bulk of the sys-
tem ρ̂(x, t=0)= δx1,0 δx2,0 (see Fig. 3a), we numerically
find a diffusive broadening of the resulting charge dis-
tribution at late times. As the overall charge density in
the system vanishes, and positive and negative charges
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FIG. 3. Relaxation dynamics in a dipole-conserving
dimer model. a) We numerically consider a classical, dis-
crete random time evolution in a dimer model with hard-core
constraint, i.e. maximally one dimer attached to each site in
the square lattice. This model can be mapped onto a U(1)
link model following Refs. [74–76]. Under this mapping, va-
cancies, i.e. sites without attached dimer, carry positive (blue
spheres) or negative charge (orange spheres), depending on
their sublattice. We explicitly incorporate preservation of the
hard-core constraint, the total charge, and the dipole moment
associated with these charges in the time evolution. b) De-
cay of the charge density ρ̄(0, t) for an isolated positive charge
initially placed at x = 0 in the bulk of the system: see a).
The decay is consistent with diffusion in two dimensions. c)
Scaling collapse of the charge distribution at different times
along ρ̄(x = (x, 0), t), indicating Gaussian diffusion. Numeri-
cal results were averaged over 3×106 runs of the random time
evolution [53](Sec. G).

occupy different sublattices, we consider the quantity
ρ̄(x1, t)≡ ρ̂((x1, 0), t)+ρ̂((x1−1, 0), t). We show in Fig. 3c
that t ρ̄(x1, t) exhibits a scaling collapse when plotted
against x1/

√
t, in agreement with diffusive relaxation in

two dimensions.

Conclusion and Outlook. In this work we have estab-
lished a comprehensive understanding of conserved oper-
ator dynamics under Brownian random unitary time evo-
lution through a duality with the spectral properties of an
associated effective Hamiltonian. Though the U(1) sym-
metric Brownian evolution was used for clarity of presen-
tation, these results generalize for any dynamics conserv-
ing a continuous global symmetry governed by a Lindblad
equation [53](Sec. C). As the groundstate manifold al-
ways exhibits a spontaneous symmetry breaking of a con-

tinuous symmetry, a single-mode approximation could be
applied to capture the low energy physics of this effec-
tive Hamiltonian to reproduce a number of dynamical
universality classes for short- and long-range interacting
systems with charge and multipole conservation laws. In
addition, our formalism allowed us to study the Krylov-
space-resolved hydrodynamics of dipole-conserving sys-
tems, establishing diffusive behavior in Krylov spaces
with area law charge fluctuations, in contrast to more
generic dynamics in the presence of dipole conservation.
We expect that such diffusive relaxation in dipole-

conserving systems is valid beyond the specific examples
studied numerically here and holds whenever the time
evolution proceeds within an effective state space (not
necessarily a Krylov space) that fulfills Eq. (12). In par-
ticular, bounded fluctuations of the variables êx can arise
from energetics, for example via a term ∼ (êx)

2 in the
Hamiltonian, as appears naturally in standard electro-
magnetism. In this context, the resulting area-law charge
fluctuations can be interpreted as Coulomb repulsion,
which consequently leads to diffusive relaxation in dipole-
conserving systems. Furthermore, bounded charge fluc-
tuations occur in many other interesting models: It was
shown in Refs.[73, 79] that area law charge fluctuations
can arise in dipole-conserving Bose-Hubbard models in
low-energy Mott states whenever a finite energy gap ex-
ists for charged excitations. It would be interesting to
study the relevance of our results to such systems in the
future.
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aware of independent related works [80, 81]. The previous
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be bounded results in a finite dynamical exponent for
α0 ≤ d/2 as shown in Fig. 2.
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Appendix A: Doubled Hilbert Space Formalism

In this section, we provide a brief introduction to the
Choi isomorphism and doubled Hilbert space formalism.
For a given Hermitian operator O =

∑
j λj |ψj⟩⟨ψj | act-

ing on the Hilbert space H (such as a physical observable
or density matrix), the Choi state ∥O⟩⟩ [51, 52] is defined
in a doubled Hilbert space Hd = Hu ⊗Hl as follows:

∥I⟩⟩ :=
∑
i

|i⟩u ⊗ |i⟩l

∥O⟩⟩ := (I⊗O)∥I⟩⟩ =
∑
i

|i⟩u ⊗O|i⟩l

=
∑
f

λj |ψ∗
j ⟩u ⊗ |ψj⟩l = (OT ⊗ I)∥I⟩⟩, (A1)

where subscripts u, l is introduced to distinguish two
copies ofH. Also, note that (A⊗B)∥I⟩⟩ = (ABT⊗I)∥I⟩⟩ =
(I ⊗ BAT )∥I⟩⟩. Therefore, under Choi Isomorphism,
AOB 7→ (BT ⊗A)∥O⟩⟩. Note that, for a given Choi state
∥O⟩⟩, its operator form can then be obtained by taking
an overlap with a states ∥i, j⟩⟩ ≡ |i⟩ ⊗ |j⟩ ∈ Hd:

⟨⟨i, j∥O⟩⟩ = ⟨j|O|i⟩. (A2)

The Choi state automatically respects the following
symmetry:

SWAP∗ ≡ C ◦ SWAP, (A3)

where the SWAP symmetry exchanges Hu and Hl, and
C is the complex-conjugation symmetry. This operation
corresponds to Hermitian conjugation in the operator
language.
Similarly, under the Choi isomorphism, a quantum

channel acting on the space of linear operators defined
on H would map into a linear operator (not necessar-
ily Hermitian) defined on Hd, namely the Choi operator.
For a generic quantum channel E with Kraus representa-

tion {Ki} (E : ρ 7→ ∑
iKiρK

†
i ), its Choi operator form

is defined as the following:

E 7→ Ê ≡
∑
i

K∗
i ⊗Ki. (A4)

For example, the averaged action of the Brownian time
evolution in Eq.(1) from the main text would be mapped
into a Lindbladian operator acting on the doubled Hilbert
space under the Choi isomorphism.
Turning to symmetry constraints, let G be the symme-

try group acting on the original Hilbert space H. Then,
the Choi state will enjoy a doubled symmetry group
Gu × Gl. We remark that the symmetry representation
of g ∈ G in the upper Hilbert space, Hu, is defined as
a complex-conjugated version of the original representa-
tion, U∗(g). Accordingly,

|Ψ⟩ 7→ (U∗(gu)⊗ U(gl))|Ψ⟩ ∀gu · gl ∈ Gu ×Gl. (A5)

Appendix B: Brownian Circuit and the Lindbladian

In the body of this paper, we chose a specific type of
Brownian circuit in order to demonstrate charge trans-
port in a clear manner. Here, we will derive the Choi
operator for the averaged dynamics of a general Brow-
nian circuit. The most general Brownian circuit em-
ploys random variables {dBi} for the timeslice [t, t+∆)
such that the first moment E[dBi] = µi and the second
moment E[dBidBj ] = µiµj + δij/∆. Using these vari-
ables, the Hamiltonian at time slice [t, t + ∆) is defined
as Ht ≡

∑
i hidBi,t, so that a density matrix ρt evolves

as

e−iHt∆ρte
iHt∆ = ρt − i∆

∑
i

[hi, ρt]dBi

− ∆2

2

∑
i,j

[hi, [hj , ρt]]dBi dBj + · · · . (B1)

This allows one to characterize the expected continuous-
time dynamics of ρt as

E[∂τρ] ≡ lim
∆→0

E[ρt+∆ − ρt]

∆

=
∑
i

(
− iµi[hi, ρ]−

1

2
[hi, [hi, ρ]]

)
=

∑
i

(
− iµi(hiρ− ρhi)−

1

2
(h2i ρ− 2hiρhi + ρh2i )

)
.

(B2)
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Employing the Choi isomorphism explained in the previ-
ous section, we can recast the operator ρt as a state vector
in a doubled Hilbert space, ∥ρt⟩⟩. Similarly, the above ac-
tion of averaged time evolution, which can be understood
as a quantum channel, can be recast into a linear opera-
tor ĤL acting on the doubled state as ∂τ∥ρ⟩⟩ = −ĤL∥ρ⟩⟩
where

ĤL =
∑
i

iµi

(
hTi ⊗ I− I⊗ hi

)
+
(
hTi ⊗ I− I⊗ hi

)2
=

∑
i

(
iµiOi +O†

iOi

)
, (B3)

where Oi ≡ hTi ⊗ I− I⊗hi. At µi = 0, we recover Eq.(3)
in the main text.

In fact, a similar structure is obtained from the master
equation in Lindblad from, where the time evolution of
the density matrix (or operator) is given as

ρ̇ = −i[H, ρ] +
∑
i

γi

(
LiρL

†
i −

1

2
{L†

iLi, ρ}
)
. (B4)

Under the Choi isomorphism, the RHS can be expressed
as the action of the following linear operator ĤL on ∥ρ⟩⟩:

ĤL = −i
(
HT ⊗ I− I⊗H

)
−
∑
i

γi
2

(
2L∗

i ⊗ Li − (L†
iLi)

T ⊗ I− I⊗ L†
iLi

)
,

(B5)

where H is the system Hamiltonian, Li are the jump
operators, and γi ≥ 0 are the damping weights. When

the jump operators are Hermitian up to a phase, i.e. L†
i =

eiθLi, and we set H = 0, we see a familiar form:

ĤL =
∑
i

γi
2
|LT

i ⊗ I− I⊗ Li|2 =
1

2

∑
x,ν

Õ†
x,νÕx,ν , (B6)

where Õi=(x,ν) = LT
i ⊗I−I⊗Li. Thus, in a system obey-

ing Lindbladian dynamics governed by hermitian jump
operators, our results should hold. The intuition about
why such a system would imitate random Brownian evo-
lution comes from the fact that these conditions imply
that the relevant system dynamics all come from interac-
tions with an infinite-temperature environmental bath.

Appendix C: Generalization

In the main body of the paper, we have discussed
the Brownian dynamics essentially captured by Eq. (B4)
with H = 0 and L = eiθL†. In the following, we re-
lax this condition and investigate how this gives rise to
non-Hermitian effective Hamiltonian.

1. Discrete Evolution

First, we remark that the averaged dynamics in the
doubled Hilbert space can be expressed as

e−ĤLdt :=

∫
dBtp(dBt)

(
e−ihT (dBt)dt ⊗ e−ih(dBt)dt

)
(C1)

where p(dBt) is the probability distribution for the Brow-
nian random variable dBt. The above expression can be
immediately extended to any random local-unitary en-
semble U = {(p(U), U)} where each U conserves a de-
sired symmetry (e.g. U(1)) by replacing a continuous
time evolution by a discrete-time evolution, where its av-
eraged dynamics for each time step is captured as

e−H =

∫
dUp(U)

(
UT ⊗ U

)
. (C2)

Note that the RHS has its eigenvalue magnitudes always
equal or smaller than 1, implying that H ≽ 0. Now, the
late-time averaged dynamics of this random ensemble U
is captured by the low energy spectrum of the effective
HamiltonianH, since after the application of this random
unitary circuit layers T ≫ 1 times, the Choi states with
small eigenvalues against H would survive.

2. Quantum Coherent Terms

Second, for more generic Lindbladian evolution, we
loosen the restrictions imposed by Brownian evolution
and add quantum-coherent terms to our Lindbladian to
examine the effects on our dynamics. To do so, we re-
turn to Eq. (B3) with µi ̸= 0 or Eq. (B4) with H ̸= 0.
Treating each term separately, we get

ĤL = iH1 +H2

H1 = −
(
HT ⊗ I− I⊗H

)
H2 =

∑
i

γi
2

(
LT
i ⊗ I− I⊗ Li

)† (
LT
i ⊗ I− I⊗ Li

)
(C3)

where H1 and H2 are Hermitian operators. Note that H2

is positive semi-definite and ∥I⟩⟩ is the ground state with
zero energy, i.e., H1∥I⟩⟩ = H2∥I⟩⟩ = 0. This is because

(O ⊗ I)∥I⟩⟩ = (I⊗OT )∥I⟩⟩. (C4)

When H2 = 0, and H1 respects translational symmetry
strongly [83], the evolution is entirely coherent, and we
would expect charge dynamics to be ballistic due to mo-
mentum conservation. However, when H1 = 0, as shown
in the main text, charge dynamics would be diffusive.
Although we cannot apply variational estimates for

the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, let us attempt to un-
derstand what would happen if both coherent (H1) and
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stochastic (H2) terms are present. We would assume
that each component is independently symmetry pre-
serving: [H1,2, Qdiag] = 0 (this condition is equivalent
to [H,Q] = [Li, Q] = 0). These two components may not
commute; however, due to translation invariance, they
should still have a spectrum parameterized by momen-
tum eigenstates as Ek,ν = if1(k, ν) + f2(k, ν). As such,
the autocorrelation function should take the form:

E⟨Oy(t)Ox(0)⟩ρ
∝

∑
k,ν

eik·∆x−if1(k,ν)te−tf2(k,ν)|⟨⟨k, ν∥Ox⟩⟩|2 (C5)

where ∆x = y − x. Now if we assume that f1(k, ν) ≈
cνk + . . . is approximately linear for small k, and
f2(k, ν) ∼ kβ , then we obtain just what we might ex-
pect: a decay determined by the real part, yielding an
expected decay, but with one operator in the autocorre-
lation shifted by distance ∆x = cνt

E⟨Ox−cνt(t)Ox(0)⟩ρ ∼
t→∞

∫
k

e−t(E0+kβ)ddk ∼ e−tE0

|t|d/β .
(C6)

Now, let us evaluate real and imaginary components us-
ing variational states defined in the main text:

⟨⟨mk∥ĤL∥mk⟩⟩ = i⟨⟨mk∥H1∥mk⟩⟩+ ⟨⟨mk∥H2∥mk⟩⟩
= i⟨⟨m∥ρ−k[H1, ρk]∥m⟩⟩
+
∑
i,λ

⟨⟨m∥[Oi,λ, ρk]
†[Oi,λ, ρk]∥m⟩⟩

≈
k→0

iC1k + C2k
2 (C7)

The first term is linear in k for a generic H1 because

[H1, ρk] =
∑

n,x
(ikx)n

n! [H1, ρx], and the n = 0 term van-
ishes due to symmetry. Naively, this would seem to
give a ballistically spreading front; however, we have
to be careful when applying our variational estimate.
While it is still true that our variational modes may
bound the real spectrum arising from H2, the imagi-
nary component coming from H1 should not have any
such bound. Instead, the imaginary component of the
spectrum will generically either be gapped or have a lin-
ear dispersion. Expanding to the lowest order, we have
f1(k, ν) ≈ c0,ν + cνk + . . . , where c0,ν can be zero.
A non-zero c0,ν is generically expected, resulting in

diffusion with some form of oscillating phase factor:

E⟨Oy(t)Ox(0)⟩ρ ∼
t→∞

∫
k

ei(k∆x−C1t)e−tC2k
2

dk (C8)

∼ e−iC1t
e−

(∆x)2

4C2t

√
C2t

.

To make this more precise, we need to bring up an impor-
tant fact about Lindbladians. Because they preserve her-
miticity (as encoded by the SWAP symmetry in Sec.A,
which is complex-conjugation symmetry in the operator

formalism), any complex-valued eigenstates of our effec-

tive Hamiltonian, ĤL, must come in conjugate pairs. As
such, there will always exist an index ν′ such that, at low-
est order, the spectrum is Ek,ν′ = iC1,ν′ +C2,ν′k2, where
C1,ν′ = −C1,ν , C2,ν′ = C2,ν . Thus, we obtain multiple
spreading fronts, so that, summing over these pairs

E⟨Oy(t)Ox(0)⟩ρ ∼
t→∞

∑
ν ̸=ν′

cos (C1,νt)e
− (∆x)2

4C2,νt√
C2,νt

, (C9)

which gives a diffusive dynamics with an oscillating pref-
actor.

3. Non-Hermitian Jump Operators

Finally, what if L†
i ̸= eiθLi for any θ? To proceed,

we have to understand the non-Hermitian nature of ĤL
better. As a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, ĤL will gener-
ically have different left and right eigenvectors ⟨⟨Lα∥ and
∥Rα⟩⟩ for the shared eigenvalue ϵα. Although generically
right (left) eigenvectors are not orthogonal to each other,
they satisfy a biorthonormality:

⟨⟨Lα∥Rβ⟩⟩ = δαβ . (C10)

Thus, if we wish to describe to the evolution of an oper-

ator ⟨O(t)⟩ = tr(Oρ(t)) = ⟨⟨O∥e−tĤL∥ρ⟩⟩, we may choose
to study late-time dynamics in the Schrodinger picture by
focusing on right eigenvectors with ground state ∥ρeq⟩⟩, or
in the Heisenberg picture by focusing on left eigenvectors
with ground state ⟨⟨I∥.
To carry out further analysis, we switch from density

matrix evolution to operator evolution. This is because
the steady state for density matrix evolution is generi-
cally not the maximally mixed state I, yet that of opera-
tor evolution always is due to the trace-preserving nature
of the Lindbladian dynamics.

tr(ρ(t)) = ⟨⟨I∥ρ(t)⟩⟩ = 1

⇒ ∂t⟨⟨I∥ρ⟩⟩ = ⟨⟨I∥ĤL∥ρ⟩⟩ = 0 (C11)

Since this holds for any density matrix, ∥ρ⟩⟩, it is clear
that ⟨⟨I∥ is a left-ground state. This ground state struc-
ture greatly simplifies our analysis, and since we care
about the rates of decay, not the exact form of the equi-
librium density matrix, we focus on operator evolution.

The operator evolution is given as

Ȯ = i[H,O] +
∑
i

γi

(
L†
iOLi −

1

2
{L†

iLi, O}
)

= i[H,O] +
∑
i

γi
2

(
{Lh

i , [O,L
a
i ]} − {La

i , [O,L
h
i ]}

)
+

∑
i

γi
2

(
[Lh

i , [O,L
h
i ]] + [La

i , [O,L
a
i ]]

)
(C12)

Where we have split the jump operator into hermi-
tian and antihermitian components, Li = Lh

i + iLa
i ,
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where both Lh and La are hermitian. Using the Choi-
Isomorphism, this can be translated into an effective
Hamiltonian of the form

ĤL = iH1 +H2

H1 =
(
HT ⊗ I− I⊗H

)
+
∑
i

γi
2

(
(Lh

i )
T ⊗ I+ I⊗ Lh

i

)(
I⊗ (La

i )
T − La

i ⊗ I
)

−
∑
i

γi
2

(
(La

i )
T ⊗ I+ I⊗ La

i

)(
I⊗ (Lh

i )
T − Lh

i ⊗ I
)

H2 =
∑
i

γi
2

(
(Lh

i )
T ⊗ I− I⊗ Lh

i

)2
+
∑
i

γi
2

(
(La

i )
T ⊗ I− I⊗ La

i

)2
, (C13)

where H1 and H2 are both Hermitian. Using (C4), it
quickly follows that H1∥I⟩⟩ = H2∥I⟩⟩ = 0. Given this,
using the same logic as above, we see that the new iH1

will generically contribute to an oscillating amplitude,
now with additional influence from the jump operators
Li. Naively applying the variational estimate from the
previous subsection, H2, the sum of two locally squared
operators, will once more result in diffusion. However,
a rigorous understanding of diffusive dynamics with this
non-Hermitian effective Hamiltonian would require fur-
ther study.

Appendix D: Feynman-Bijl Formula

The collective excitations described in the body of
this paper closely mirror variational density fluctuation
modes in bosonic systems, as described by the Feynman-
Bijl formula [56–58]. In this literature, low-lying modes
are described by the variational wavefunction in the first
quantized form,

ψk =
1

Ld/2
ρ̂kϕ0 =

1

Ld/2

∑
x

eik·xϕ0, (D1)

where ϕ0 is the exact ground state wavefunction. The
difference between this original formulation and our con-
struction is that our dispersing mode is written in sec-
ond quantized form, where ρ̂k = 1

Ld/2

∑
x e

ik·xρ̂x. In
addition, we chose to describe excitations over a specific
ground state of fixed charge ∥m⟩⟩ or a Krylov sector ∥K⟩⟩.
Carrying on with the Feynman-Bijl derivation, the vari-
ational estimate for the energy of density fluctuation ex-
citations is given by

ϵk =
⟨ψk|H − E0|ψk⟩

⟨ψk|ψk⟩
=
f(k)

s(k)
, (D2)

where E0 is the exact ground state energy (which we set
to zero). f(k) is called the oscillator strength, which can
be evaluated as

f(k) =
1

2Ld
⟨ϕ0|

[
ρ̂†k, [H, ρ̂k]

]
|ϕ0⟩, (D3)

and s(k) is the static structure factor:

s(k) = ⟨ψk|ψk⟩ =
1

Ld
⟨ϕ0|ρ̂†kρ̂k|ϕ0⟩. (D4)

In the context of superfluid Helium [56, 57], the oscillator
strength f(k) ∼ k2 while the structural factor s(k) ∼ k,
giving rise to the linear dispersion of the density fluctu-
ation modes Ek ∼ k.
For our problems of interest, the oscillator strength

under the presence of m-th multipole conservation sym-
metry is given as f(k) ∼ k2(m+1) for short-range inter-
actions, and f(k) ∼ k2(m+α)−d for long-range interac-
tions falling off as 1/rα when d

2 + 1 > α > d
2 . On the

other hand, the static structural factor is generically con-
stant, as elaborated in the next section, unless there is
a constraint on the magnitude of local multipole density
fluctuations.

Appendix E: Orthonormal Basis States

In this section, we examine the orthonormality of con-
structed density fluctuation modes. Specifically, we ex-
amine the orthonormality of the excitations in a Krylov
sector, K,

∥Kk⟩⟩ ≡
1√
NK

k

ρ̂k∥K⟩⟩. (E1)

As mentioned in the body of this paper, orthonormality
plays an essential role in the construction of our vari-
ational modes in two respects. First, if orthogonality
breaks down such that ∥Kk⟩⟩ has significant overlap with
the ground state, our variational modes may display a
gapless dispersion even when the spectrum of our effec-
tive Hamiltonian, ĤL, is gapped. Next, as was explained
in the section on constrained dynamics, the dispersion
of ∥Kk⟩⟩ may depend on the normalization by its static
structure factor, NK

k
We begin by discussing a concrete example where a

failure in orthonormality would result in incorrectly pre-
dicted relaxation times. Consider a charge conserving
effective Hamiltonian that has a gapped spectrum. Due
to the finite spectral gap, ∆E, the relaxation should oc-
cur in O(1) time. However, it is possible for the ex-
pected energy of our collective modes to still yield a gap-
less, quadratic dispersion: ⟨⟨mk∥ĤL∥mk⟩⟩ ∼

k→0
k2, which

would predict diffusive transport.
This situation can arise if ∥mk⟩⟩ is formed from the

superposition of the ground state and a small portion of
a gapped excitation, ∥e1⟩⟩. For example, we can consider
the following imagined decomposition at small k:

∥mk⟩⟩ =
k→0

√
1− |ck|2∥m⟩⟩+ c|k|∥e1⟩⟩ (E2)

⟨⟨mk∥mk′⟩⟩ ≈
k→0

1− |c|2
2

|k − k′|2 (E3)

⟨⟨mk∥ĤL∥mk⟩⟩ ∝
k→0

k2⟨⟨e1∥ĤL∥e1⟩⟩ ∝ k2∆E. (E4)
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Where c is some O(1) constant, and ∆E is the energy
gap associated with ∥e1⟩⟩.
However, overlap with the ground state is not the only

way for orthogonality to fail. When considering individ-
ual Krylov sectors, if K is translation invariant and its di-
mension is at least extensive in system size, momentum is
well-defined, and orthogonality of variational states ∥Kk⟩⟩
follows directly. However, in general, a Krylov subspace,
K, may not be translation symmetric, i.e., TrKT †

r ̸= K
because multipole conservation and translation symme-
tries do not commute. In this case, our variational mode
∥Kk⟩⟩ will not be a momentum eigenstate, and orthogo-
nality does not follow. In order to circumvent this issue,
we consider the symmetrized Krylov subspace, Ks, as the
following:

Ks ≡
⊕
r

TrKT †
r . (E5)

We can thus define a new momentum eigenmode ∥Ks
k⟩⟩ =∑

r Tr∥Kk⟩⟩/Ld/2. The translation invariance of the
Lindbladian ensures that the modes ∥Kk⟩⟩ have the same
energy expectation value as that of the symmetrized
space:

⟨⟨Ks
k∥L∥Ks

k⟩⟩ =
∑
r

⟨⟨Kk∥T †
r ĤLTr∥Kk⟩⟩
Ld

= ⟨⟨Kk∥ĤL∥Kk⟩⟩,

(E6)

where we use the fact that Krylov sectors are preserved
under the action of L, but not translation, so that
⟨⟨Kk∥T †

r ĤLTr′∥Kk⟩⟩ ∼ δr,r′ . As such, we must now in-
terpret k in ∥Kk⟩⟩ as a label for the eigenstate that is dis-
tinct from the momentum. However, since ∥Kk⟩⟩ shares
the same spectral properties as ∥Ks

k⟩⟩, we may exploit
the translation invariance of ∥Ks

k⟩⟩ to derive the compact
form of Eq.(4) from the main text. Still, a similar expres-
sion should exist for ∥Kk⟩⟩, with k effectively entering as
a mere integration variable.

Finally, the dispersion of our variational modes de-
pends on a normalizing structure factor. In general, this
may be difficult to calculate explicitly; however, in a
charge conserving system, it can be directly calculated
as

Nk =
∑
x,x′

eik·(x
′−x)

Ld
⟨⟨m∥ρ̂xρ̂x′∥m⟩⟩

=
∑
x=x′

⟨⟨m∥ρ̂2x∥m⟩⟩
Ld

+
∑
x̸=x′

eik·(x
′−x)

Ld
⟨⟨m∥ρ̂xρ̂x′∥m⟩⟩

= ⟨⟨m∥ρ̂2x0
∥m⟩⟩ − ⟨⟨m∥ρ̂x0 ρ̂x0+a∥m⟩⟩, (E7)

where x0 and a ̸= 0 are arbitrary vectors. Here, we em-
ploy the fact that ∥m⟩⟩ is the projection onto the sector of
total charge m, and ∥m⟩⟩ has no notion of distance. More
precisely, it is invariant under the permutation of local
sites. Accordingly, correlations between charges at differ-
ent sites are the same for any two sites that are distinct.

Thus, for a charge conserving system, the static struc-
ture factor, as given above, is a constant, independent
of k. Alternatively, if ρ̂x can be written as a mth-order
derivative, ρ̂x = ∂mx êm,x, the structure factor becomes

Nk =
∑
x,x′

eik·(x
′−x)

Ld
⟨⟨m∥∂mx êm,x∂

m
x′ êm,x′∥m⟩⟩

∝ k2p
∑
x,x′

eik·(x
′−x)

Ld
⟨⟨m∥êm,xêm,x′∥m⟩⟩

= k2p⟨⟨m∥êm,kêm,−k∥m⟩⟩. (E8)

Thus, if a system has bounded fluctuations of pth order
moments, as described by variables, êm,k, the structure
factor will scale as Nk ∼ k2p.

Appendix F: Long-Range Interactions

In this section, we discuss the derivation of the low-
energy dispersion of our Lindbladian induced effective
Hamiltonians, ĤL, with long-range interactions that re-
spect charge, dipole, or higher moment symmetries.

1. Charge Conservation

Recalling the expression in the main text in Eq.(10),
the expected variational energy with charge conservation
is

⟨⟨mk∥ĤL∥mk⟩⟩ ∝
∑
x,x′

(1− cosk · (x′ − x))

|x− x′|2α

× ⟨⟨mk∥
[
Õx,x′ , ρ̂x

]† [
Õx,x′ , ρ̂x

]
∥mk⟩⟩

∝
∫
ddr

(1− cosk · r)
|r|2α

∝
∫
dΩd−2

∫ ∞

1

dr

∫ −1

1

du
(1− cos (ukr))

|r|2α−d+1

∝
∫ ∞

1

dr

|r|2α−d+1

(
2− sin kr

kr

)

=
1F2

(
d
2 − α; 3

2 ,
d
2 + 1− α;−k2

4

)
− 2

2α− d

+ Γ(−1− 2α+ d) cos

(
πα− dπ

2

)
|k|2α−d

∝
k→0

(
C1(α)|k|2α−d + C2(α)k

2
)
, (F1)

where we have performed the spatial integral for d ≥ 3,
making use of the form of the angular integral. However,
the asymptotic scaling form in the last line of Eq. (F1)
also holds for d = 1, 2. Above, we used the substi-
tution u = cos θ with θ the angle between k and r,

1F2(a; b1, b2; z) is a hypergeometric function, and C1(α)
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and C2(α) are O(1) coefficients obtained from this func-
tion that are smooth except at α = d/2 and 1 + d/2.
At α ≤ d/2, the spatial integral above exhibits IR diver-
gences scaling with logL at α = d/2 and with L(d−2α)

at α < d/2, where L is the linear system size. Such a
divergence of the single mode dispersion would lead to
ultra-fast relaxation in the thermodynamic limit. How-
ever, for physical systems, we should renormalize the
resulting dispersion to be bounded. In order to do so,
we have to rescale the interaction strength with the di-
verging expression, which we label by C0(α ≤ d

2 , L) =∫
|r|<L

ddr (1−cosk·r)
|r|2α . This rescaling leads to a finite en-

ergy gap at low k, and thus, relaxation within an O(1)
time when α < d/2.
Additionally, in this derivation, we assumed that the

expectation ⟨⟨mk∥
[
Õx,x′ , ρ̂x

]†[Õx,x′ , ρ̂x
]
∥mk⟩⟩ did not

depend on the distance, x − x′. This is true due to
the same special property of the position-space repre-
sentation of the ∥m⟩⟩ state that allowed us to simplify
Eq. (E7): The correlation of two local operators acting
on ∥m⟩⟩ only depends on whether the operators are at
the same or distinct sites because the state ∥m⟩⟩ is invari-
ant under the permutation of local sites. This is the case

for ⟨⟨mk∥
[
Õx,x′ , ρ̂x

]†[Õx,x′ , ρ̂x
]
∥mk⟩⟩, and the quantity

is independent of the distance x− x′.

2. Dipole Conservation

Next, we turn to the case of dipole conservation. Here,
we look at generic dipole hoppings of the form

hx,x′,n =
Ŝ+
x Ŝ

−
x+nŜ

−
x′ Ŝ

+
x′+n + h.c.

|x− x′|α0 |n|α1
. (F2)

Accordingly, our effective Hamiltonian will be of the form

ĤL =
∑

x,x′,n Ox,x′O†
x,x′,n. With this, we return to

calculate the commutator from the main ext in Eq.(8).

[Ox,x′,n, ρ̂k] =
∑
y∈Sx

eik·x[Ox,x′,n, e
ik·(y−x)ρ̂y]

= eik·x
(1− eikn)(1− eik·(x

′−x))

|x− x′|α0 |n|α1

[
Õx,x′,n, ρ̂x

]
, (F3)

where Õx,x′,n = Ox,x′,n|x−x′|α0 |n|α1 moves the power-
law variation to the commutator prefactor. Note that
this prefactor now carries the dependence on the dis-
placement, r = x − x′, and dipole size, n. Repeating
the same analysis as in the charge conserving case,

⟨⟨Kk∥ĤL∥Kk⟩⟩ ∝
∑
r

(1− cosk · (r))
|r|2α0

∑
n

(1− cosk · n)
|n|2α1

∝
{
C0(α0, L)

∫
n

(1−cosk·n)
|n|2α1

, α0 ≤ d
2∫

r
(1−cosk·r)

|r|2α0

∫
n

(1−cosk·n)
|n|2α1

α0 >
d
2 ,

(F4)

where C0(α,L) is a constant diverging with system size
as discussed below Eq. (F1). Now, we proceed with the
above integration for each range of α0:

(α0 ≤ d/2) :

Ek ∝ C0(α0)
(
C1(α1)|k|2α1−d + C2(α1)k

2
)

∝
α1→∞

k2

(α0 > d/2) :

Ek ∝
(
C1(α0)|k|2α0−d + C2(α0)k

2
)

×
(
C1(α1)|k|2α1−d + C2(α1)k

2
)
,

∝
α1→∞

(
C1(α0)|k|2α0+2−d + C1(α0)k

4
)
, (F5)

where C1(α0/1) and C2(α0/1) are the same as before.
When α1 → ∞, the effective Hamiltonian can be un-

derstood as describing long-ranged hopping of 2-local
dipoles, Dx ≡ S+

x S
−
x+1, where 1 is a unit vector.

This case was discussed in the main text, with the α-
dependent phase diagram for transport behavior shown
in Fig.2 in the main text. On the other hand, if both
α1/0 ≤ d

2 , we have diverging integrals for both r and n,
which results in finite-time relaxation after renormaliz-
ing the divergence. Aside from this fast relaxation, we
identify four distinct regimes (note that the physics is
symmetric under the exchange of α0 ↔ α1):

1. α0, α1 >
d
2 + 1:

This regime contains the limiting case α0/1 → ∞,
corresponding to local dipoles with nearest neigh-
bor hopings, and yields a dispersion Ek ∼ k4.

2. α1 >
d
2 + 1 and d

2 < α0 <
d
2 + 1:

Local dipoles with long-range hoppings result in a
dispersion Ek ∼ k2(α0+1)−d

3. α1 >
d
2 + 1 and α0 <

d
2 :

Hoppings of local dipoles become so long-ranged
that local charge transport arises from individual
dipole creation/annihilation terms, equivalent to
conventional charge conservation. This yields a dis-
persion Ek ∼ k2.

4. d
2 < α0, α1 <

d
2 + 1,

Large dipoles with long-range hoppings yield a dis-
persion of Ek ∼ k(2α0−d)+(2α1−d). This gives rise
to a dynamical exponent z ∈ (0, 4).

3. Multipole Conservation

The extension of this to systems conserving
{Q(0), ..., Q(m)} multipoles is straightforward. In-
teractions are composed of hoppings that scale as∏m

p=0
1

|rp|αp , where rp indicates the hopping distance

between (m − p)-th moment charges. Therefore,
α0, . . . , αm−2, αm−1, αm control the locality of m-th
moment hoppings ((m + 1)-th moment lengths), ...,
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quadrupole hoppings (octopole lengths), dipole hoppings
(quadrupole lengths), and charge hoppings (dipole
lengths), respectively. From the above derivation, when
all αp >

d
2 , our variational modes produce a dispersion

of

⟨⟨Kk∥ĤL∥Kk⟩⟩ ∝
k→0

m∏
p=0

(
C1(αp)|k|2αp−d + C2(αp)k

2
)
.

(F6)

Whenever αp <
d
2 , the p-th term in this product is re-

placed by C0(αp, L), effectively acting as a constant upon
renormalization of the divergence. As in the previous
case, we enumerate four regimes:

1. α0, . . . , αm > d
2 + 1

Local m-th moment charges with nearest neighbor
hopings yield a dispersion of Ek ∼ k2(m+1)

2. α1, . . . , αm > d
2 + 1 and d

2 < α0 <
d
2 + 1,

Local m-th moment charges with long-range hop-
pings yield a dispersion of Ek ∼ k2(α0+m)−d

3. α1, . . . , αm > d
2 + 1 and α0 <

d
2 ,

Local m-th moment charges with extensive hop-
pings yield a dispersion of Ek ∼ k2m

4. d
2 < α0, . . . , αm < d

2 + 1,

Extended m-th moment charges with long-range
hoppings yield a dispersion Ek ∼ k

∑m
p=0(2αp−d).

Since 0 < 2αi − d < 2, the dynamical exponent
z =

∑
p(2αp − d) ∈ (0, 2(m + 1)) covers the entire

range between finite-time relaxation and conven-
tional multipole subdiffusion.

In the main text, we focus on cases 1-3, where trans-
port can be accounted for by local excitations, however,
our method accounts for dynamics for all ranges of differ-
ent αp, where case 4 corresponds to a particular example.

Appendix G: Numerical Details

In the main text, we derived diffusive relaxation in
dipole-conserving systems within Krylov sectors satisfy-
ing a charge area law (see Eq.(12) in the main text).
In order to verify this prediction, we numerically evalu-
ated the relaxation of classical systems exhibiting these
constraints under discrete random time evolution. We
emphasize that due to the universality of hydrodynamic
transport, the same qualitative relaxation behavior is ex-
pected in thermalizing quantum many-body systems, see
also Refs. [21, 24, 25, 70] for related approaches.

As the first example described in the main text, we
time evolve the initial state |ψ0⟩ = |...00 + 00...⟩ of a
S = 1 spin chain with local Hilbert space ρ̂x ∈ {0,±}.
The time evolution is performed by applying local three-
site updates that conserve both the charge

∑
x ρ̂x and
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FIG. 4. Numerical simulation of dipole-conserving
dynamics. a) We simulate the relaxation dynamics of a
classical, discrete random time evolution, in which dipole-
conserving updates of a given spatial range are performed
randomly. b) For evolution with 3-site updates, the charge
excitation of the initial state shown in a) decays diffusively as

t−1/2 (red curve). In contrast, dynamics under 4-site updates

lead to subdiffusive decay t−1/4 expected for generic systems
(green curve). c) Profile ρ̂(x, t) of the charge density at time
t = 60 of the evolution defined in a) with 3-site updates.
The red curve corresponds to an enveloping function. d) En-
veloping functions of the charge density at different times. e)
Diffusive scaling collapse of the enveloping functions shown in
b). Numerical results were averaged over 2 × 105 runs of the
random time evolution in a chain of length L = 1000.

dipole moment
∑

x x ρ̂x of the local three-site configura-
tion. These updates are arranged in a brickwall pattern
as depicted in Fig. 4a. Furthermore, the updates are ran-
dom, i.e. the updated charge configuration on the three
sites is chosen randomly from all configurations within
the same three-site charge and dipole sector. In Fig. 4b,
we show the time evolution of E

〈
ρ̂x=L/2(t)

〉
∼ t−1/2,

confirming diffusive behavior. This is contrasted with
the generic, subdiffusive decay ∼ t−1/4 seen when evolv-
ing the same initial state with similar local four-site up-
dates, for which the associated Krylov sector no longer
follows a charge area law. In Fig. 4e, we provide a scal-
ing collapse of the full spatial profile of E ⟨ρ̂x(t)⟩, again
in agreement with diffusion. We note that the diffusive
behavior in this Krylov sector has previously been re-
ported in Ref. [72]. Within the framework developed in
our work, the emergence of diffusion in dipole conserving
systems is explained as a consequence of the more general
charge area-law constraint Eq.(12), from the main text.

To illustrate the generality of this result, in the main
text we extended our analysis to systems beyond one spa-
tial dimension. As a concrete example, we studied the dy-
namics of a two-dimensional dimer-vacancy model, sub-
ject to the hard-core constraint of maximally one dimer
attached to each lattice site, see Fig.3a of the main text.
Vacancies, i.e. sites without an attached dimer, carry a
charge ρ̂(x) = (−1)x1+x2 . The constraint of either zero
or one dimer on each bond of the lattice is equivalent to
a finite electric field state space in a U(1) link model for-
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mulation of this system [77, 78], ensuring area law charge
fluctuations. We then explicitly demand the conservation
of both the total charge and dipole moment under time
evolution.

To verify the emergence of diffusive relaxation in this
setup, we implemented a random, discrete classical time
evolution similar to the previous example. Here, as
depicted schematically in Fig.3a of the main text, we
first apply plaquette updates which randomly update the
state of elementary square plaquettes that contain either

a horizontal or vertical pair of parallel dimers, or four
charges. This process conserves the total charge and
dipole moment. Then, we apply random dipole hoppings
of neighboring ±-charge pairs. Note that due to the sub-
lattice structure of the local charge density ρ̂x, conserva-
tion of the dipole moment implies that these charge pairs
may only hop along displacement vectors r = (rx, ry)
that satisfy (rx + ry) mod 2 = 0. In our numerical im-
plementation, we take into account (|rx| = 2, ry = 0),
(rx = 0, |ry| = 2), and (|rx| = 1, |ry| = 1).
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