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Sezione di Bologna, via Irnerio 46, I-40126 Bologna, Italy
(Dated: July 9, 2024)

It is a classic result that certain interacting integrable spin chains host robust edge modes known
as strong zero modes (SZMs). In this work, we extend this result to the Floquet setting of local
quantum circuits, focusing on a prototypical model providing an integrable Trotterization for the
evolution of the XXZ Heisenberg spin chain. By exploiting the algebraic structures of integrability,
we show that an exact SZM operator can be constructed for these integrable quantum circuits in
certain regions of parameter space. Our construction, which recovers a well-known result by Paul
Fendley in the continuous-time limit, relies on a set of commuting transfer matrices known from
integrability, and allows us to easily prove important properties of the SZM, including normalizabilty.
Our approach is different from previous methods and could be of independent interest even in the
Hamiltonian setting. Our predictions, which are corroborated by numerical simulations of infinite-
temperature autocorrelation functions, are potentially interesting for implementations of the XXZ
quantum circuit on available quantum platforms.

Introduction.— It is well-known that certain one-
dimensional quantum spin chains host robust edge modes
known as strong zero modes (SZMs) [1–4]. A SZM is an
operator Ψ localized at the edges of the system, commut-
ing with the Hamiltonian H in the thermodynamic limit,
and anti-commuting with one of its discrete symmetries
D. The existence of such a SZM implies that the entire
spectrum of the Hamiltonian comes in degenerate pairs,
corresponding to eigenstates living in different symmetry
sectors.

In the past decade, SZMs have attracted significant
attention [5–13] because their presence leads to re-
markable spectral and dynamical features, such as non-
ergodic effects and arbitrarily long coherence times for
the edge spins, with potential applications to quantum-
information storage and processing [14].

A canonical example of SZM is found in the non-
interacting transverse-field Ising model in the ordered
phase, with free open boundary conditions [1]. Although
the edge modes become typically unstable at high tem-
peratures when interactions are turned on (while staying
stable at zero temperature [15, 16]), their lifetime can be
non-perturbative in the interaction strength [5, 6, 17–20],
yielding long-lived quasi-stable modes referred to as al-
most strong zero modes [5]. In fact, a classic result by
Paul Fendley [4] shows that exact strong zero modes can
survive the presence of integrable interactions, as seen in
the XYZ spin chain, a prototypical model of an interact-
ing, integrable system [21].

The notion of SZMs can be extended to Floquet-driven
systems [22–25]. In this case the structure of edge modes
is known to be richer than in the Hamiltonian setting [26–
31], with the possibility of hosting so-called strong π-
modes (SπMs) [9, 24]. Denoting by U the Floquet uni-
tary over one drive cycle, the SZM and the SπM sat-
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rooted in integrability, we expect that our calculations
could be extended to other integrable Hamiltonians or
quantum circuits.

The rest of this manuscript is organized as follows. We
begin in Sec. II, where we introduce the XXZ quantum
circuit.

II. THE MODEL

We consider a system of L = 2M qubits, i.e. two-
level quantum systems spanned by the basis states |0i,
|1i. The dynamics is discrete, and driven by the unitary
operator U = Ue Uo, where

Ue = V12V34 . . . VL�1,L (1a)

Uo = V1V23 . . . VL�2,L�1VL . (1b)

The two-qubit unitary gates are parametrized as [34, 35]

V = e�i ⌧
4 [�x⌦�x+�y⌦�y+e�(�x⌦�x�1)] , (2)

while the matrices V1 and VL are single-qubit unitary
gates acting on the edge qubits. A pictorial representa-
tion of the quantum circuit is displayed in Fig. 1.

Contrary to previous work, we will be interested in
open boundary conditions. There are di↵erent choices
for the operators V1 and VL which preserve integrability
of the evolution operator U . In this work, we will consider
the simplest case where the left boundary condition is as-
sumed to be free, i.e. we set V1 = 11. Usually, SZMs are
discussed in the limit of a semi-infinite chain [4], where
the choice of the right boundary condition becomes im-
material. In this work, however, we will construct an ex-
act zero mode at finite size, for which the right boundary
condition must be fine tuned. Anticipating our result, we
will show that an exact SZM exist setting

VL = N�1

✓
sinh(�⌘ + ix

2 ) 0
0 sinh(�⌘ � ix

2 )

◆
, (3)

where � = ±1 is fixed, while N = sinh(⌘+ix
2 ) sinh(⌘�ix

2 )
is a normalization factor. Here, the parameters ⌘, x are

related to e�, and ⌧ in (2) by

cosh ⌘ =
sinh

e�⌧
2

sinh ⌧
2

, sin x = � sinh ⌘ tan ⌧
2 . (4)

We stress that the properties of the SZM in thermody-
namic limit do not depend on the choice of the right
boundary operator.

In the following we restrict to the case where ⌘ 2 R,
and therefore (due to unitarity) x 2 R, correspond-
ing to the “gapped phase” of the model [35, 41]. The
continuous-time limit is recovered as x ! 0, that is
⌧ ! 0, yielding

H =
L�1X

i=1

[�x
i �

x
i+1 + �y

i �
y
i+1 + cosh ⌘(�z

i �
z
i+1 � 1)]

+h1�
z
1 + hL�

z
L , (5)

V V V V
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V V V V
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Figure 1. Pictorial representation of the local quantum cir-
cuits considered in this work. Time runs upwards and lower
(upper) lines correspond to the input (output) degrees of free-
dom. Each time cycle consists in two time steps, where the
two-qubit gates couple qubits (2j, 2j +1) and (2j +1, 2j +2),
respectively (in the picture, we chose L = 8 sites and t = 2
(1)).

where h1 = 0, and hL = cosh ⌘�. Eq. (5) corre-
sponds to the XXZ Hamiltonian in the gapped phase
(� = cosh ⌘ > 1), with boundary fields h1, hL. In the
present case one has free boundary conditions on the left,
and fixed boundary conditions on the right (indeed, the
term hL�

z
L can be understood as an interaction with an

extra fixed spin �z
L+1 := � = ±1).

III. CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRONG ZERO
MODES

A. Commuting transfer matrices

In order to construct the zero mode commuting with
the operator U , or, in the continuous-time limit, with
the Hamiltonian (5), we embed them in a family of com-
muting transfer matrices with open boundary conditions.
Those are defined in the usual fashion [45–48] as a trace
over some auxilliary qubit “0”, cf. Fig. 3:

T (u) = tr0

⇣
K+

0 (u)T0(u)K�
0 (u)T̂0(u)

⌘
, (6)

T0(u) = R01(u + ⇠1) . . . R0L(u + ⇠L) , (7)

T̂0(u) = RL0(u � ⇠L) . . . R10(u � ⇠1) , (8)

where the operators Rij(u) act on the qubits i and j.
Their matrix form in the computational basis read

R(u) =

0
BBB@

1 0 0 0

0 sinh(u)
sinh(u+⌘)

sinh ⌘
sinh(u+⌘) 0

0 sinh ⌘
sinh(u+⌘)

sinh(u)
sinh(u+⌘) 0

0 0 0 1

1
CCCA . (9)

The R-matrix is a function of the so-called spectral pa-
rameter u, and has the important regularity property

R(0) = P , (10)

Figure 1. Pictorial representation of the quantum circuits
considered in this work. Time runs upwards and lower (upper)
lines correspond to input (output) degrees of freedom. Each
time cycle consists of two time steps where the two-qubit gates
couple qubits (2j, 2j+1) and (2j+1, 2j+2), respectively (in
the picture, we chose L = 8 sites and t = 2).

isfy {Ψ0,π,D} = 0 and Ψ2
0,π = O(1), while [Ψ0, U ] ≃ 0,

{Ψπ, U} ≃ 0, respectively. Both operators give rise to
a splitting of the spectrum into pairs of eigenstates with
opposite symmetry [32–34].

Edge modes in interacting Floquet systems have been
studied in different settings, such as in the high-frequency
limit [35] or in the Floquet many-body localization con-
text [28, 36–39]. For non-disordered systems and away
from the high-frequency limit, numerical evidence along
with analytic estimates support that edge modes survive
the presence of interactions over long time scales [9, 40,
41], but a natural question is whether exact SZMs (or
SπMs) are possible for interacting integrable Floquet dy-
namics.

This is the question we tackle in this work. We consider
a family of Floquet systems where the cycle operator U is
written in terms of geometrically local two-spin (or two-
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qubit) unitaries, called quantum gates, cf. Fig. 1. We
focus on circuits providing a Trotterization for the XXZ
Heisenberg spin chain [42–44], being both integrable and
interacting. These models have recently attracted signifi-
cant attention [45–49], both because of their rich dynam-
ical features [46, 49] and due to the possibility of realizing
them on available quantum computers, as already exem-
plified in recent experimental work [50–52]. Our results
show that integrable quantum circuits make it possible
to observe exact SZMs in the presence of interactions.

From the technical point of view, we develop a con-
struction rooted in the structures of integrability [21],
which is different from previous approaches [4] and thus
of independent interest even in the Hamiltonian setting.
In unpublished work [53], Fendley and Verstraete have
found, for the XYZ Hamiltonian, a family of commuting
matrix-product operators which generate the SZM of [4].
Our construction is different and makes the precise con-
nection with integrability explicit: since it is derived from
simple algebraic constraints imposed on the usual trans-
fer matrices of boundary integrability, we expect it to be
naturally extended to other integrable Hamiltonians or
quantum circuits [54].

The model.— We consider a system of L = 2M qubits,
i.e. two-level quantum systems spanned by the basis
states |0⟩, |1⟩. The dynamics is discrete, and driven by
the unitary operator U = Ue Uo, where

Ue = V12V34 . . . VL−1,L, (1a)

Uo = V1V23 . . . VL−2,L−1VL . (1b)

The two-qubit unitary gates are parametrized as [42, 43]

V = e−i τ
4 [σ

x⊗σx+σy⊗σy+∆̃(σz⊗σz−11)] , (2)

while the matrices V1 and VL are single-qubit unitary
gates acting on the edge qubits. A pictorial representa-
tion of the quantum circuit is displayed in Fig. 1.

Contrary to previous work, we are interested in open
boundary conditions. There are different choices for the
operators V1 and VL that preserve the integrability of the
operator U . We focus on the simplest case where the left
boundary condition is free, i.e. we set V1 = 11. Usu-
ally, SZMs are discussed in the limit of a semi-infinite
chain [4], where the choice of the right boundary condi-
tion becomes immaterial. Here, however, we construct
an exact zero mode for a finite size system by fine-tuning
the right boundary condition. Anticipating our result,
we will show that an exact SZM exists for finite system
sizes when

VL = N−1

(
sinh(ση + ix2 ) 0

0 sinh(ση − ix2 )

)
, (3)

where σ = ±1 is fixed, N = sinh(η + ix2 ) sinh(η − ix2 ) is

a normalization factor, while η and x are related to ∆̃,

and τ in (2) by

cosh η =
sin ∆̃τ

2

sin τ
2

, sinx = − sinh η tan τ
2 . (4)

We consider η, x ∈ R, corresponding to the “gapped
phase” of the model [43]. The name refers to the fact
that the structure of the conserved charges is the same
as the gapped XXZ Hamiltonian [49], as well as the
classification of Floquet eigenstates in terms of “Bethe
strings” [47].
Similar to the Hamiltonian case [4], we will find that

SZMs exist in the “gapped phase” of the quantum-circuit
model [43, 49], to which the rest of this work is restricted.
The continuous-time limit can be recovered by x → 0,
that is τ → 0, yielding

H =

L−1∑

i=1

[σx
i σ

x
i+1 + σy

i σ
y
i+1 + cosh η(σz

i σ
z
i+1 − 1)]

+h1σ
z
1 + hLσ

z
L , (5)

where h1 = 0, hL = σ cosh η. (5) is the XXZ Hamilto-
nian in the gapped phase, with boundary fields h1, hL.

Commuting transfer matrices.— In order to construct
the SZMs, we follow an original strategy, making use of
algebraic tools from integrability. The idea is to embed
the SZMs in a family of commuting transfer matrices with
open boundary conditions [55–58], which are written as
a trace over some auxilliary qubit “0”:

T (u) = tr0

(
K+

0 (u)T0(u)K
−
0 (u)T̂0(u)

)
, (6)

T0(u) = R01(u+ ξ1) . . . R0L(u+ ξL) , (7)

T̂0(u) = RL0(u− ξL) . . . R10(u− ξ1) , (8)

where the operators Rij(u) acting on the qubits i and
j, are called R-matrices. In the computational basis
{|0, 0⟩ , |0, 1⟩ , |1, 0⟩ , |1, 1⟩} they take the form

R(u) =




1 0 0 0

0 sinh(u)
sinh(u+η)

sinh η
sinh(u+η) 0

0 sinh η
sinh(u+η)

sinh(u)
sinh(u+η) 0

0 0 0 1


 , (9)

where u is the so-called spectral parameter, which can
be thought of as controlling the space/time anisotropy
of the interaction and allows to tune from a continuous-
time Hamiltonian dynamics to a circuit-like geometry. It
is convenient to represent the transfer matrix using com-
mon tensor-network conventions [59], cf. Fig. 2. In this
notation, each operator is viewed as a multi-index tensor
and represented by a box with multiple legs. One also
makes a distinction between physical indices, correspond-
ing to the physical degrees of freedom, and auxiliary ones.
For example, the R-matrices are four-tensors with four
legs, two physical and two auxiliary ones (one pair for
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R

R

R

R

R

R

R

R

R

R

R

R

K+ K−

1 2 . . . L

0

0

Figure 2. The transfer matrix T (u) of (6). The qubits
i = 1 . . . L correspond to the vertical lines from left to right,
while the horizontal lines are associated with an auxiliary two-
dimensional Hilbert space. The blue boxes are four-leg tensors
acting as (9) with argument u+ξi (top row) or u−ξi (bottom
row), while the yellow boxes are matrices acting as (10) on
the auxiliary space. Choosing the parameters as in (12), the
transfer matrix coincides with the evolution operator U for
the quantum circuit.

each of the local spaces it acts on). Finally, joined legs
in Fig. 2 correspond to pairs of sums over indices [59].

The parameters ξj play the role of spatial inhomo-
geneities, while matrices K±(u) are known as reflection
matrices. We will restrict to the case where they are
diagonal, taking the form

K±(u) = K(u+ η/2± η/2, ξ±) , (10)

K(u, ξ) =

(
sinh(ξ + u) 0

0 sinh(ξ − u)

)
, (11)

where the parameters ξ± will be specified below. This
choice of the R- and K-matrices ensures that they sat-
isfy the Yang-Baxter [60] and the reflection (or boundary
Yang-Baxter) equations [55], respectively. As a result,
transfer matrices associated with different spectral pa-
rameters u commute, [T (u), T (v)] = 0.
In order to make connection with the circuit described

above, we need to specify the value of the parameters ξ±
and ξj . More explicitly, we set

ξ+ = i
π

2
, ξ− = ση , ξj = (−1)j

ix

2
. (12)

It is a simple exercise [61] to see that the operator T (u)
evaluated at a special value of the spectral parameter
u = ix/2 reduces, up to a proportionality factor, to the
brickwork circuit generator U (see Ref. [42] for an anal-
ogous construction in the periodic case).

Note that the continuous-time limit corresponds to x =
0. In this case, the transfer matrix T (0) is proportional
to the identity, but the XXZ Hamiltonian (5) can be
generated by the logarithmic derivative [21, 61]

T (0)−1T ′(0) =
1

sinh η

(
H − 1

cosh η
11

)
. (13)

The zero mode.— Both in the circuit and Hamiltonian
cases, the generator of the dynamics (that is, respectively,
U orH), commutes with the continuous family of transfer
matrices T (u). Indeed, the latter generate the set of ho-
mogeneous local conserved operators, or charges, which
are the hallmark of integrability [21].

Note, however, that T (u) are not themselves local
operators: in order to generate the local charges one
needs to take logarithmic derivatives of them. In the
continuous-time limit, for instance, the first-order one
yields the Hamiltonian, cf. (13), while additional charges
are obtained by higher-order derivatives. Crucially, such
derivatives must be taken at the spectral parameter
u = 0, where (SA.5) holds. Indeed, it is this regular-
ity condition which ensures locality [21].
Our construction relies on a different mechanism, and

as a consequence, yields a distinct family of conserved
quantities. Contrary to the standard charges, the latter
are (quasi-)localized at the left boundary of the system
and, as we will show, feature the SZM. The idea, which is
one of the main technical contributions of our work, is to
take the derivatives around the point u = iπ/2, instead
of u = 0. In this case, the regularity condition (SA.5) is
replaced by

Rj0(
iπ
2 ± ix

2 )σ
z
0R0j(

iπ
2 ∓ ix

2 ) = σz
0 , (14)

which we write pictorially as

R

R

σz = σz
(15)

Exploiting the form of the boundary matricesK±, (14)
allows one to show that the derivatives of the transfer ma-
trix at u = iπ/2 are localized near the left boundary. As
we discuss in the Supplemental Material (SM) [61], the
underlying mechanism is simple and can be illustrated
graphically by repeated use of (15). Therefore, it is nat-
ural to conjecture that the SZM can be defined as the
derivative

Ψ(x) =
iN (x)

2 sinh2 η
T ′(iπ/2) , (16)

where N (x) = cosh(η + (ix/2)) cosh(η − (ix/2))/ cosh2 η
is a normalization constant introduced for later conve-
nience. In the rest of this work we will show the validity
of this conjecture.
Before proceeding, it is important to note that

the right-hand side of (16) can be made more ex-
plicit. The derivation is technically involved and is
carried out in the SM [61], while here we only re-
port the final result. Introducing the auxiliary func-
tions ta(x) = (−1)a tanh η tanh(ix/2), ∆(x) = [cosh(η +
(ix/2)) cosh(η − (ix/2))/ cos2(x/2)]1/2 and

σ̃z
b :=

{
σz
b if b ≤ L

N (x)σ if b = L+ 1
(17)

we can rewrite
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Ψ(x) =

⌊L/2⌋∑

S=0

∑

{a}2S ,b

1

∆(x)2b−2

(
S∏

s=1

⟨a2s−1a2s⟩
)
σ̃z
b +

⌊L/2⌋∑

S=1

∑

{a}2S

1

∆(x)2a2S

(
S−1∏

s=1

⟨a2s−1a2s⟩
)
⟨a2S−1a2S⟩, (18)

where ⟨aa′⟩ = −2 sinh2 η

cos2
x
2
⟨aa′⟩+, and ⟨aa′⟩ = −ta′(x)∆(x)2⟨aa′⟩−, with the brackets ⟨aa′⟩± defined as

⟨aa′⟩± = (cosh η)a
′−a

[
σ+
a

( ∏

a<k<a′

(1 + tk(x)σ
z
k)

)
σ−
a′ ± σ−

a

( ∏

a<k<a′

(1− tk(x)σ
z
k)

)
σ+
a′

]
. (19)

In (18) the outer sum is over all sets of integers 0 < a1 <
. . . < a2S < b ≤ L + 1, while the inner sum is over all
sets of integers 0 < a1 < . . . < a2S ≤ L.

(18) is the first main result of our work. In the follow-
ing, we will claim that this operator is a genuine SZM for
the quantum-circuit dynamics. Note that, in the limit
x → 0, we recover the exact expression obtained by Paul
Fendley in Ref. [4] using a different derivation.

Properties of the SZM.— It follows from our previous
discussion that Ψ(x) commutes with the Floquet opera-
tor U . In order to show that it is a genuine SZM, we need
to verify the following properties [4]: (i) it anticommutes
with the Z2 symmetry X =

∏
j σ

x
j ; (ii) it squares to one,

i.e. Ψ2(x) ∝ 11, in the thermodynamic limit; (iii) it is
quasi-localized at the boundary of the chain.

First, it is easy to see that, similar to the Hamiltonian
case [4], anticommutation with the Z2 symmetry holds
in the thermodynamic limit (as for finite L it flips the
value of the boundary spin σ). Conversely, properties
(ii) and (iii) require a more technical analysis. This is
reported in the SM [61], where we prove that they are
satisfied. We stress that the transfer matrix representa-
tion makes our derivations relatively simple. In addition,
having expressed the SZM in terms of standard objects
from integrability, we expect that our constructions and
derivations may be readily extended to more general spin
chains and quantum circuits [61].

Physical consequences of the SZM.— As we have men-
tioned, the existence of SZMs have important conse-
quences on the system dynamics. In particular, it is ex-
pected that edge dynamical correlation functions do not
decay in the large-time limit. We provide numerical evi-
dence that this is indeed the case for the XXZ integrable
quantum circuit.

We consider the infinite-temperature dynamical corre-
lation function

C(t) =
Tr [σz

1(t)σ
z
1(0)]

2L
, (20)

where t is discrete time. Heuristically, consider σz
1 =∑

j cjOj , where Oj is an orthogonal operator ba-

sis, satisfying Tr[O†
jOk]/2

L = δj,k. Choosing O1 ∝
Ψ(x), one has C(t) = |c1|2 + f(t), where f(t) =

∑
j,k>1 cjckTr[(U

†)tOjU
tOk]. Denoting

f̄ = lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑

t=1

f(t) , (21)

and assuming that f̄ vanishes in the thermodynamic
limit, we obtain the prediction

lim
L→∞

C =
Tr[Ψ(x)σz

1 ]

2L/2
√

Tr[Ψ(x)2]
=

sinh2 η

c(−)(η)c(+)(η)
, (22)

with c(±)(η) = cosh(η ± ix/2), and where the second
equality follows from (18), cf. [61].
The assumption that f̄ vanishes in the thermodynamic

limit is reasonable provided that there are not any ad-
ditional edge modes independent of Ψ(x). Other local
conserved quantities may have non-zero overlap with σz

1 ,
but the latter are expected to vanish in the thermody-
namic limit. For instance, defining the (normalized) local
charge Sz = (1/

√
L)
∑

j σ
z
j , so that Tr[S2

z ]/2
L = 1, we

have Tr[Szσ
z
1 ] = 1/

√
L.

We have performed extensive numerical calculations
to test the decay of C(t) and the validity of our pre-
diction (22). We used an efficient numerical approach
based on quantum typicality [62, 63] to simulate C(t) for
system sizes and times up to L = 24 and t = 103, respec-
tively. For small sizes we have checked the validity of our
approach against exact numerical computations.
After a transient time, we found that C(t) approaches

a plateau, with small persisting fluctuations. For each L,
we have estimated the late time average C̄L and found,
roughly, C̄L ∼ a+b/L for large L. By means of a numer-
ical fit, we have finally estimated the large-L limit and
repeated this whole procedure for different values of the
circuit parameters, ∆̃ and τ . An example of our results
is reported in Fig. 3. Our data show very clearly that C
does not vanish in the thermodynamic limit, and we ob-
tained quantitative agreement with the prediction (22).
We have found that the discrepancy between the analytic
and numerical results increases as we move closer to the
transition from the “gapless” to the “gapped” phases [49],
and interpret these discrepancies as arising from finite-
size effects.
While exact SZMs are expected to be a feature of in-

tegrable systems, it was observed in the Hamiltonian
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Figure 3. Numerical results for the autocorrelation func-
tions. (Top): C(t) as a function of time, for different τ val-
ues τ = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4 (increasing from top to bottom) with

fixed ∆̃τ = 0.5. (Bottom): Averaged value C in the thermo-

dynamic limit L → ∞ with fixed ∆̃τ = 0.5. Solid lines corre-
spond to the analytic result (22), while dots are obtained via
the numerical fitting procedure explained in the main text.
The plot also displays the corresponding estimated errors.

case that approximately conserved SZMs persist in the
absence of integrability, resulting in exponentially long-
lived correlations [5]. We check here that this feature ex-
tends to the Floquet setting: studying the quantity C(t)
in the presence of integrability-breaking disorder, we in-
deed observe the presence of long-lived correlations [61].

Outlook.— We have constructed an exact SZM
operator for a class of integrable, interacting Floquet
dynamics consisting of local quantum circuits. We
showed by numerical computations that the presence
of the SZM can be detected by probing the boundary
dynamical correlation functions, making our results
potentially relevant for present-day implementation of
integrable quantum circuits [50–52]. Our work opens
several directions for future studies. First, it would be
very interesting to investigate the presence of SπMs in
the context of integrable quantum circuits, and to under-
stand whether they can be constructed using techniques

similar to those presented here. Second, our approach
is based on standard algebraic Bethe ansatz techniques
which we believe could be extended to more general
models. It would be interesting, for instance, to study
local quantum circuits such as those constructed in [64],
or which are obtained by Trotterizing SU(N)-invariant
spin chains and their deformations. Third, we could
use our construction to illuminate the effect of SZMs or
SπMs on the Bethe ansatz spectrum of the considered
models [65–67]. We leave these questions for future work.
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Appendix A: Commuting transfer matrices, Floquet dynamics and Hamiltonian limit

In this Section we describe the construction of the discrete circuit dynamics from the commuting transfer matrices
of boundary integrability, and the relation with the XXZ Hamiltonian. The construction is similar to that given in
[42] for the periodic case. Since it relies essentially on algebraic properties of the R-matrix, it can be readily extended
to other integrable models.

1. Circuit dynamics

We start with the commuting transfer matrices T (u) defined in the main text, specializing the inhomogeneity
parameters to the values given in (12), ξj = (−1)j ix

2 :

T (u) = tr0

(
K+

0 (u)T0(u)K
−
0 (u)T̂0(u)

)
, (SA.1)

T0(u) = R01(u− ix
2 )R02(u+ ix

2 ) . . . R0L(u+ ix
2 ) , (SA.2)

T̂0(u) = RL0(u− ix
2 ) . . . R20(u− ix

2 )R10(u+ ix
2 ) . (SA.3)

In the pictorial tensor-network notation, the transfer matrices T (u) are represented as:

T (u) =

R(u−)

R(u+)

R(u+)

R(u−)

R(u−)

R(u+)

R(u+)

R(u−)

R(u−)

R(u+)

R(u+)

R(u−)

K+(u) K−(u)

1 2 . . . L

, (SA.4)

where we have given the example of L = 6 sites, and used the shorthand notation u± = u± ix
2 .

An important property of the R-matrix (9) is the so-called regularity condition, reading

R(0) = P =

3

R(u)a0b0
ab =

u
a a0

b0

b

R(0) =

Figure 2. Graphical representation of the R-matrix, and of
the identity (10)

where P is the permutation matrix with elements Pa0b0
ab =

�a0
a �b0

b (see Fig. 2). The parameters ⇠j play the role of
spatial inhomogeneities, to be specified below. The ma-
trices K±(u), in turn, are known as reflection matrices.
Restricting to the case where they are diagonal, they can
be taken of the form

K±(u) = K(u + ⌘/2 ± ⌘/2, ⇠±) , (11)

K(u, ⇠) =

✓
sinh(⇠ + u) 0

0 sinh(⇠ � u)

◆
, (12)

where the parameters ⇠± will be specified shortly. The
specific choice of the R- and K-matrices ensures that they
satisfy respectively the Yang-Baxter [50] and the reflec-
tion (or boundary Yang-Baxter) equations [46]. As a re-
sult, transfer matrices associated with di↵erent spectral
parameters u—but with the same boundary parameters
⇠± and inhomogeneities {⇠j}— commute,

[T (u), T (v)] = 0 . (13)

In order to make connection with the circuit described
above, we need to specify the value of the parameters ⇠±
and ⇠j . More explicitly, we set

⇠+ = i
⇡

2
, ⇠� = �⌘ , ⇠j = (�1)j ix

2
. (14)

It is then a standard exercise (see Ref. [34] for an anal-
ogous construction in the periodic case) to see that the
transfer matrix T (u) evaluated at a special value of the
spectral parameter u = ix

2 reduces to the brickwork cir-
cuit generator U of the previous section, up to a pro-
portionality constant. This comes from the use of (10),
as well as the identification V = Ř(ix) ⌘ PR(ix),
V1 / K�( ix

2 ), VL / K�( ix
2 ).

The continuous time limit corresponds to setting x =
0. In this case the transfer matrix T (0) is just propor-
tional to the identity, but the XXZ Hamiltonian (5) can
be generated by di↵erentiating with respect to the spec-
tral parameter

T (0)�1T 0(0) =
1

sinh ⌘

✓
H � 1

cosh ⌘
11

◆
. (15)

B. The zero mode

Both in the circuit (x finite) and Hamiltonian (x = 0)
case, the generator of the dynamics (that is, respectively,
U , or H), commutes with continuous family of transfer
matrices T (u). Those can be used to construct conserved
quantities of the model, demonstrating its integrability.
More explicitly, it is a standard exercise to see, using
the identity (10), that the (logarithmic) derivatives of
T (u) around the point u = 0 yield a set of homogeneous
local charges: those can be written as a translationally
invariant sum (in the bulk) of local densities acting non-
trivially on a finite number of adjacent sites, as well as
boundary terms acting on a finite number of sites at each
end of the system.

The construction we present here relies on a di↵er-
ent mechanism and will indeed result in a di↵erent fam-
ily of conserved quantities, (quasi)localized at the left
boundary of the system. Instead of considering deriva-
tives around the point u = 0, we consider u = i⇡

2 . At
this point there is no property such as (10), but we shall
instead make a crucial use of the identity

Rj0(
i⇡
2 ± ix

2 )�z
0R0j(

i⇡
2 ⌥ ix

2 ) = �z
0 , (16)

depicted pictorially in Fig. 4(a).

The identity (16), together with our choice of boundary
matrices K±, ensure that the derivatives of T (u) at the
point u = i⇡

2 are localized near the left boundary. To see
this, we compute the derivatives explicitly, as we report
below.

First, noting that K�
0 ( i⇡

2 ) / �z
0 , we can use identity

(16) repeatedly to reduce the latter to a multiple of the
identity, T ( i⇡

2 ) / Tr0(K
+
0 �z

0)Id. We then note that, be-
cause of our choice of boundary conditions on the left
K+(u) / �0 for all u, such that Tr0(K

+
0 �z

0). Therefore,
T ( i⇡

2 ) = 0.

Next, we move on to the first derivative, computing
the quantity

 (x) :=
N (x)

2i sinh2 ⌘
t0(i⇡/2) , (17)

N (x) :=
cosh(⌘ + ix

2 ) cosh(⌘ � ix
2 )

cosh2 ⌘
. (18)

It can be written as a sum of many terms, each corre-
sponding to di↵erentiating one of the R matrices appear-
ing in (8), or one of the boundary matrices K±. For a
term corresponding to a derivative at site j, we can use
identity (16) repeatedly from site L to site j+1, resulting
on a trivial (identity) action on those sites. Using

d

du
Rj0(u ± ix

2 )�z
0R0j(u ⌥ ix

2 )
���
u=

i⇡
2

=
sinh ⌘ cosh ⌘

cosh(⌘ + ix
2 ) cosh(⌘ � ix

2 )

✓
(�z

j � �z
0) ⌥ 2 sin x

2

cosh ⌘
(��

a �+
j � �+

0 ��
j ) ,

◆
(19)

, (SA.5)
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where P is the permutation matrix exchanging the physical and auxiliary spaces, and where we made use once again
of standard tensor-network notation [59].

Using this property, the transfer matrix above evaluated at u = ix
2 becomes

T ( ix2 ) =

R(ix)

R(ix)

R(ix)

R(ix)

R(ix)

R(ix)

K+( ix
2
) K−( ix

2
)

1 2 . . . L

(SA.6)

=

V

V

V

V

V

VK+( ix
2
)

K−( ix
2
)

1 2 . . . L

(SA.7)

It is therefore of the form given in the main text, namely (see also Fig. 1)

T ( ix2 ) ∝ Ue Uo (SA.8a)

Ue = V12V34 . . . VL−1,L, (SA.8b)

Uo = V1V23 . . . VL−2,L−1VL , (SA.8c)

where V = Ř(ix) ≡ PR(ix), and where the boundary matrices V1, VL act as:

V1 ∝ tr0(K
+
0 ( ix2 )V01) , VL ∝ K−

L ( ix2 ) , (SA.9)

(the proportionality factor is fixed by requiring those to be unitary). Setting the matrices K± to be of the form (10),
with the parameters ξ± chosen as in (12) results in

V1 = 11 , VL ∝
(

sinh(ση + ix2 ) 0
0 sinh(ση − ix2 )

)
, (SA.10)

as used in the main text.

2. Hamiltonian limit

The Hamiltonian dynamics is recovered upon setting x = 0. Using the regularity condition of the R-matrix, (SA.5),
together with the fact that K−(0) = sinh ξ−σ0 it is a simple exercise to see that the transfer matrix evaluated at the
special point u = 0 is proportional to the identity :

T (0) =
K+(0) K−(0)

1 2 . . . L

(SA.11)

= sinh(ξ−) tr0(K
+
0 (0)) 11 (SA.12)
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The XXZ Hamiltonian with open boundary conditions is obtained by considering the first logarithmic derivative of
T (u) at u = 0. Due to the regularity property of the R-matrix, the derivative T ′(0) indeed splits as a homogeneous
sum of local nearest-neighbour interactions (plus boundary terms)

T ′(0) = tr0((K
+
0 )′( ix2 )Ř01(0)) + 2 sinh(ξ−) tr0(K

+
0 (0))

L−1∑

j=1

Ř′
j,j+1(0) + 2 sinh(ξ−)(K−

L )′(0) . (SA.13)

Using

Ř′
j,j+1(0) =

1

2 sinh η
[σx

j σ
x
j+1 + σy

j σ
y
j+1 + cosh η(σz

jσ
z
j+1 − 1)] , (SA.14)

as well as the explicit expression of the matrices K±(u), we recover (13) in main text.

Appendix B: Explicit form of Ψ(x)

In this section we derive the expression (18) of the zero mode, and discuss its (quasi-)localization properties near
the left boundary of the system. The construction makes a key use of the identity (14), (15).

Let us recall from the main text that the zero mode Ψ(x) was defined as a multiple of the first derivative T ′( iπ2 ),
see (16). As a warmup, we start by computing T ( iπ2 ). First, noting that K−

0 ( iπ2 ) ∝ σz
0 , we can use identity (14)

repeatedly to reduce the operator T ( iπ2 ) to a multiple of the identity, T ( iπ2 ) ∝ Tr0(K
+
0 σz

0)Id. We then note that,

because of our choice of boundary conditions on the left K+(u) ∝ σ0 for all u, such that Tr0(K
+
0 σz

0) = 0. Therefore,
T ( iπ2 ) = 0.

Next, we move on to the first derivative :

T ′( iπ2 ) =tr0

(
K+

0

′
( iπ2 )T0(

iπ
2 )K

−
0 ( iπ2 )T̂0(

iπ
2 )
)
+ tr0

(
K+

0 ( iπ2 )T0(
iπ
2 )K

−
0

′
( iπ2 )T̂0(

iπ
2 )
)

+
d

du
tr0

(
K+

0 ( iπ2 )T0(u)K
−
0 ( iπ2 )T̂0(u)

)∣∣∣
u=

iπ
2

(SB.1)

=− i sinh η cosh ηtr0

(
T0(

iπ
2 )σ

z
0 T̂0(

iπ
2 )
)
− iσ sinh2 ηtr0

(
T0(

iπ
2 )σ

0
0T̂0(

iπ
2 )
)

− i sinh η cosh η
d

du
tr0

(
T0(u)σ

z
0 T̂0(u)

)∣∣∣
u=

iπ
2

. (SB.2)

In the second line, we have used the explicit form of the matrices K± and their derivatives, evaluated at iπ
2 .

The first of the three terms in (SB.2), corresponding to differentiating K+, is shown to vanish from the same
mechanisms as those described in the calculation of T ( iπ2 ). For a term corresponding to a derivative of some R matrix
at site j, we can use identity (14) repeatedly from site L to site j + 1, resulting in a trivial (identity) action on those
sites. Using

d

du
Rj0(u± ix

2 )σ
z
0R0j(u∓ ix

2 )
∣∣∣
u=

iπ
2

=
sinh η cosh η

cosh(η + ix
2 ) cosh(η − ix

2 )

[
(σz

j − σz
0)∓

2 sin x
2

cosh η
(σ−

0 σ
+
j − σ+

0 σ
−
j )

]
, (SB.3)

we therefore find

Ψ(x) :=
iN (x)

2 sinh2 η
T ′(iπ/2)

=
1

2
T [1...L]
0 N (x)σ +

1

2

L−1∑

j=0

[
T [1...j]
0 σz

j+1 +
2 sin x

2

cosh η
(−1)j(T [1...j]

+ σ−
j+1 − T [1...j]

− σ+
j+1)

]
.

(SB.4)

Here, N (x) =
cosh(η+

ix
2 ) cosh(η− ix

2 )

cosh2 η
, as defined in the main text. In addition, we introduced the “subsystem transfer

matrices” T [1...j]
α (α ∈ {0,±, z}), depicted in Fig. S1, which are defined as

T [1...j]
α := tr0(T

[1...j]
0 σα

0 T̂
[1...j]
0 ),

T
[1...j]
0 = R01(i

π
2 − ix

2 ) . . . R0j(i
π
2 + (−1)j ix

2 ),

T̂
[1...j]
0 = Rj0(i

π
2 − (−1)j ix

2 ) . . . R10(i
π
2 + ix

2 ) . (SB.5)
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R

R

R

R

R

R

R

R

σα

. . . . . .1 2 3 j j + 1 L

Figure S1. The reduced transfer matrices T [1...j]
α of (SB.5)

Similar to the reasoning which lead to T ( iπ2 ) = 0, we have that T [1...j]
z = 0. In order to compute T [1...j]

α for
α ∈ {0,±}, we need the analog of (14), with σz replaced by σα. Let us therefore define

Fj [σ
α
0 ] ≡ Rj0(

iπ
2 + (−1)j ix

2 )σ
α
0R0j(

iπ
2 − (−1)j ix

2 ) . (SB.6)

One has

Fj [σ
0
0 ] =

1

∆(x)2

[
σ0
0 +

sinh2 η

cos2 x
2

σz
0σ

z
j − 2i

sinh η

cos x
2

(σ+
0 σ

−
j + σ−

0 σ
+
j )

]
, (SB.7)

Fj [σ
±
0 ] =

cosh η

∆(x)2

[
σ±
0 (1± tj(x)σ

z
j )− i

sinh η

cos x
2

σ±
j (σ

0
0 ± tj(x)σ

z
0)

]
, (SB.8)

where we have introduced the notations

ta(x) = (−1)a tanh η tanh ix
2 , (SB.9)

∆(x) =

(
cosh(η + ix

2 ) cosh(η − ix
2 )

cos2 x
2

)1/2

. (SB.10)

We note in particular that in the Hamiltonian case, x = 0, ta(0) = 0 while ∆(0) reduces to the usual XXZ anisotropy
parameter ∆ = cosh η.
Using (SB.7) and (SB.8), we find :

T [1...j]
± = −i

sinh η

cos x
2

j∑

l=1

(
cosh η

∆(x)2

)j−l+1

T [1,...l−1]
0


 ∏

l<k≤j

(1± tk(x)σ
z
k)


σ±

l , (SB.11)

and

T [1...j]
0 = 2

⌊ j
2 ⌋∑

S=0

∆(x)−2j
∑

{a}2S≤j

S∏

s=1

⟨a2s−1a2s⟩ , (SB.12)

where the second sum is over all sets of positive integers 0 < a1 < a2 < . . . < a2S ≤ j, and where we have introduced
the bracket notation:

⟨aa′⟩ = −2(cosh η)a
′−a sinh

2 η

cos2 x
2

[
σ+
a

( ∏

a<k<a′

(1 + tk(x)σ
z
k)

)
σ−
a′ + σ−

a

( ∏

a<k<a′

(1− tk(x)σ
z
k)

)
σ+
a′

]
. (SB.13)

When x = 0 in particular, these coincide with the notations used in [4]. It will also turn out convenient to introduce
a second family of brackets, namely

⟨aa′⟩ = −ta′(x)(cosh η)a
′−a∆(x)2

[
σ+
a

( ∏

a<k<a′

(1 + tk(x)σ
z
k)

)
σ−
a′ − σ−

a

( ∏

a<k<a′

(1− tk(x)σ
z
k)

)
σ+
a′

]
, (SB.14)

which in turn vanish in the homogeneous limit x = 0. Gathering all terms, we recover the formula (18) of the main
text, which we reproduce below for convenience :

Ψ(x) =

⌊L/2⌋∑

S=0

∑

{a}2S ,b

1

∆(x)2b−2

(
S∏

s=1

⟨a2s−1a2s⟩
)
σ̃z
b +

⌊L/2⌋∑

S=1

∑

{a}2S

1

∆(x)2a2S

(
S−1∏

s=1

⟨a2s−1a2s⟩
)
⟨a2S−1a2S⟩ . (SB.15)
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1. Localization properties

The fact that Ψ(x) is (quasi-)localized at the left end of the system is suggested by the fact that its norm does not
grow with the size of the system (see Section C), while its overlap with operators localized at the left stays constant.
Further evidence can be gained from looking at the various prefactors entering the terms in (SB.15). Looking at the
first sum in particular (the second works similarly), terms with a σz at distance j from the left boundary decrease
with a prefactor ∆(x)−2j : for η, x ∈ R this is always smaller than 1. In order to check whether this decay might be
compensated by the factors ⟨a2s−1a2s⟩, we consider the following two extreme cases :

• One extreme case is with a maximal amount of such factors, namely S = ⌊b/2⌋. This corresponds to as = s for
s = 1, . . . S. Each factor then comes with an amplitude 2 cosh η sinh2 η/ cos2 x

2 , hence, the total factor is :

(
cos2 x

2

cosh(η + ix
2 ) cosh(η − ix

2 )

)b(
2 cosh η sinh2 η

cos2 x
2

)b/2

, (SB.16)

which is checked to be always exponentially small.

• The other extreme corresponds to S = 1, with k1 = 1 and k2 = b, namely to terms of the form :

(σ+
1 σ

−
b + σ−

1 σ
+
b )σ

z
b+1, (SB.17)

(since tanh η tanh ζ < 1 the prefactor of the term obtained by taking the product of σz
k in between is always

smaller). Terms like the above come with a prefactor :

∆(x)−2b(cosh η)b =

(
cos2 x

2 cosh η

cosh(η + ix
2 ) cosh(η − ix

2 )

)b

. (SB.18)

For x ∈ R, this is still exponentially decaying.

The above arguments give a heuristic indication that whenever x ∈ R, Ψ is exponentially located at the left boundary.
We now complete these arguments with a numerical analysis of the cumulative support of Ψ(x). For this, we write

Ψ(x) =
∑

j≥1

Ψj(x) , (SB.19)

where

Ψj(x) :=

(
1

2L−j
Trj+1,...LΨ(x)

)
−
(

1

2L−j+1
Trj,...LΨ(x)

)
, (SB.20)

is supported on sites 1 to j, and acts as identity on the rest of the system. Exploiting the explicit form of Ψ(x), we
have:

Ψj(x) =

⌊j/2⌋∑

S=0

∑

{a}2S<j

1

∆(x)2j−2

(
S∏

s=1

⟨a2s−1a2s⟩
)
σ̃z
j +

⌊j/2⌋∑

S=1

∑

{a}2S−1

1

∆(x)2j

(
S−1∏

s=1

⟨a2s−1a2s⟩
)
⟨a2S−1j⟩ , (SB.21)

where, in contrast to (SB.15), Ψj(x) is an operator acting on the Hilbert space (C2)⊗j formed by sites 1 to j. We
are interested in the way Ψj(x) decays as j increases away from the left boundary. For this, we plot for a finite size
L = 12 and for various values of η and x, the normalized Hilbert-Schmidt norm ||Ψj(x)||2 = 1

2j Tr(Ψj(x)
†Ψj(x)) as a

function of j, see the left panel of Figure S2. We observe in all cases a decay of ||Ψj(x)||2 away from the boundary.
As expected, the concentration of Ψ(x) around the boundary is more pronounced when η is large, that is, deep inside
the gapped phase.

We also plot the “residual” probability that Ψ(x) acts as a distance > j from the boundary, defined as follows: let

Ψ≤j(x) = Trj+1,...LΨ(x) , (SB.22)

be the sum of terms in Ψ(x) which are supported on sites 1 to j. The quantity ||Ψ≤j(x)||2/||Ψ(x)||2 is positive,
increasing and ≤ 1, and can be interpreted as the probability that the operator Ψ(x) is located between sites 1 and
j. We therefore consider the residual probability 1− ||Ψ≤j(x)||2/||Ψ(x)||2, which we represent in logarithmic scale on
the right panel of Fig. S2. This indicates clearly an exponential decay as j increases.
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Figure S2. Left panel: Norm of the support-j component Ψj(x) of Ψ(x), for different values of η and x. Right panel: logarithm
of the residual probability 1− ||Ψ≤j(x)||2/||Ψ(x)||2 that the operator Ψ(x) acts at a distance > j from the left boundary.

Appendix C: Proof that Ψ2(x) ∝ 11 in the thermodynamic limit

In the Hamiltonian case the property Ψ2 ∝ 11 was demonstrated by Fendley through an explicit calculation [4].
Here we prove this property in the more general circuit geometry, showing that it results from a stronger identity
holding for transfer matrices :

T ( iπ2 + z)T ( iπ2 − z) ≃ κ(z)11 , (SC.1)

for z in some finite complex domain containing the origin, where ≃ means upto corrections decaying exponentially
with L, and where

κ(z) =
(cosh(4η)− cosh(4z)) sinh2 z

2 sinh(η + 2z) sinh(η − 2z)
cosh(η + z) cosh(η − z) . (SC.2)

In order to check (SC.1), we shall prove that the (normalized) Hilbert-Schmidt norm

||T ( iπ2 + z)T ( iπ2 − z)− κ(z)||2 =
1

2L
Tr

[{
T ( iπ2 + z)T ( iπ2 − z)− κ(z)

}†{
T ( iπ2 + z)T ( iπ2 − z)− κ(z)

}]
, (SC.3)

decays exponentially as L → ∞.
We start by expanding the product in (SC.3) using that for any z ∈ C, T ( iπ2 +z)† = −T ( iπ2 +z∗), as can be checked

from the definition of transfer matrices :

||T ( iπ2 + z)T ( iπ2 − z)− κ(z)||2 =
1

2L
Tr
[
T ( iπ2 − z∗)T ( iπ2 + z∗)T ( iπ2 + z)T ( iπ2 − z)

]

− κ(z)∗

2L
Tr
[
T ( iπ2 + z∗)T ( iπ2 − z∗)

]
− κ(z)

2L
Tr
[
T ( iπ2 + z)T ( iπ2 − z)

]
+ |κ(z)|2 . (SC.4)

Each trace can now be computed using standard tensor-network methods, by expressing it in terms of a product of
auxiliary transfer matrices acting in the cross channel [68–70]. We describe this procedure in the paragraphs below :

1. Computation of 1
2L

Tr
[
T ( iπ

2
+ z)T ( iπ

2
− z)

]
We start by expressing the trace 1

2L
Tr [T (u)T (v)] for generic parameters u, v in terms of a product of L auxiliary

transfer matrices acting in a 24-dimensional auxiliary space. This makes use of the crossing relation R12(u)
t2 =

sinhu
sinh(u+η)σ

y
2R12(ū)σ

y
2 , where

t2 means transposition in the second space and where ū ≡ −u− η, yielding

1

2L
Tr [T (u)T (v)] = (⟨k−(u)| ⊗ ⟨k−(v)|)




1∏

j=L

V(−1)j (u, v)


 (|k+(u)⟩ ⊗ |k+(v)⟩) , (SC.5)
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|k+(u)⟩ ⟨k−(u)|
R(u+)

R(ū+)

R(u−)

R(ū−)

R(u+)

R(ū+)

R(u+)

R(ū+)

R(u−)

R(ū−)

|k+(v)⟩ ⟨k−(v)|
R(v+)

R(v̄+)

R(v−)

R(v̄−)

R(v+)

R(v̄+)

R(v+)

R(v̄+)

R(v−)

R(v̄−)

. . .

Figure S3. MPO calculation of the product T (u)T (v) (see (SC.5)). We have introduced the notations : u± = u ± ix
2
,

ū± = −η − u∓, and similarly for v.

where

V±(u, v) =
1

2

sinhu±

sinh ū∓
sinh v±

sinh v̄∓
trj
[
Rj1(ū

∓)Rj2(u
∓)Rj3(v̄

∓)Rj4(v
∓)
]
, (SC.6)

together with

u± = u± ix
2 , ū± = −η − u∓ , v± = v ± ix

2 , v̄± = −η − u∓ . (SC.7)

See Fig. S3, where the auxiliary spaces labeled as 1, 2, 3, 4 correspond to the horizontal lines labeled from top to
bottom. Also,

|k+(u)⟩ = i cosh(u+ η)(| ↑↓⟩ − | ↓↑⟩), (SC.8)

⟨k−(u)| = sinh(η − u)| ↑↓⟩ − sinh(η + u)| ↓↑⟩ . (SC.9)

Note that transfer matrices V±(u, v) associated with the same parameters u, v but different values of the parameters
x, commute: in the usual integrable formulation (keeping in mind that the roles of physical and auxiliary spaces are
exchanged here), they correspond to periodic transfer matrices with the same inhomogeneities, but different auxiliary
spectral parameters. In particular, the matrices V+ and V−, which differ by a sign in front of x, commute.

We now specialize the parameters to u = iπ/2 + z, v = iπ/2− z, and define

V±(z) := V±( iπ2 + z, iπ
2 − z), (SC.10)

||k+(z)⟩⟩ := |k+( iπ2 + z)⟩ ⊗ |k+( iπ2 − z)⟩, (SC.11)

⟨⟨k−(z)|| := ⟨k−( iπ2 + z)| ⊗ ⟨k−( iπ2 − z)| . (SC.12)

We now observe the following

• V±(z) have a nondegenerate eigenvalue equal to 1. The corresponding left- and right- eigenvectors take the
form :

||0⟩⟩ =
1

2
(| ↓↓↑↑⟩+ | ↑↑↓↓⟩+ | ↑↓↑↓⟩+ | ↓↑↓↑⟩),

⟨⟨0|| =
1

2 sinh(η − 2z) sinh(η + 2z)

(
sinh2(2z)(| ↓↓↑↑⟩+ | ↑↑↓↓⟩)

+
1 + cosh(4z)− 2 cosh(2η)

2
(| ↓↑↓↑⟩+ | ↑↓↑↓⟩)− 2 cosh(2z) sinh2 η(| ↓↑↑↓⟩+ | ↑↓↓↑⟩)

)
.

These are normalized such that ⟨⟨0||0⟩⟩ = 1, and their scalar products with the boundary vectors are

⟨⟨0||k+(z)⟩⟩ = − sinh(2η + 2z) sinh(2η − 2z) sinh2 z

sinh(η + 2z) sinh(η − 2z)
, (SC.13)

⟨⟨k−(z)||0⟩⟩ = − cosh(η + z) cosh(η − z). (SC.14)
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Accordingly, we define :

κ(z) = ⟨⟨0||k+(z)⟩⟩⟨⟨k−(z)||0⟩⟩ = (cosh(4η)− cosh(4z)) sinh2 z

2 sinh(η + 2z) sinh(η − 2z)
cosh(η + z) cosh(η − z) , (SC.15)

as already introduced above.

• For any real x we find that there exists Λ > 0 such that, for |Re(z)| < Λ, all the remaining eigenvalues of V±(z)
are of modulus strictly smaller than 1. Denoting the next-to-leading eigenvalue as λ(z, x), we find that for z = 0
it has the following expression

λ(0, x) =
cos2

(
x
2

) (
cosh(2η)

(√
4 cosh(2η) + 5 + 1

)
−
√

4 cosh(2η) + 5 + 2 cos(x) + 1
)

(cosh(2η) + cos(x))2
. (SC.16)

From the above observations it stems that, whenever |Re(z)| < Λ,

1

2L
Tr
[
T ( iπ2 + z)T ( iπ2 − z)

]
= κ(z) +O(λ(z, x)L) . (SC.17)

2. Computation of 1
2L

Tr
[
T ( iπ

2
− z∗)T ( iπ

2
+ z∗)T ( iπ

2
+ z)T ( iπ

2
− z)

]
We now proceed similarly with the trace 1

2L
Tr
[
T ( iπ2 − z∗)T ( iπ2 + z∗)T ( iπ2 + z)T ( iπ2 − z)

]
appearing in (SC.4),

which can now be expressed as a product of auxiliary transfer matrices acting on a 28-dimensional auxiliary space.
We now have

1

2L
Tr
[
T ( iπ2 − z∗)T ( iπ2 + z∗)T ( iπ2 + z)T ( iπ2 − z)

]
= ⟨⟨⟨⟨k−(z)||||




1∏

j=L

W(−1)j (z)


 ||||k+(z)⟩⟩⟩⟩ , (SC.18)

where

W±(z) =
1

2

cosh(z±)
cosh(z± + η)

cosh((−z)±)
cosh((−z)± + η)

cosh((z∗)±)
cosh((z∗)± + η)

cosh((−z∗)±)
cosh((−z∗)± + η)

× trj

[
Rj1(z1

±)Rj2(z1
±)Rj3(z2

±)Rj4(z2
±)Rj5(z∗2

±
)Rj6(z

∗
2
±)Rj7(z∗1

±
)Rj8(z

∗
1
±)
]
, (SC.19)

||||k+(z)⟩⟩⟩⟩ = |k+(z1)⟩ ⊗ |k+(z2)⟩ ⊗ |k+(z∗2)⟩ ⊗ |k+(z∗1)⟩, (SC.20)

⟨⟨⟨⟨k−(z)|||| = ⟨k−(z1)| ⊗ ⟨k−(z2)| ⊗ ⟨k−(z∗2)| ⊗ ⟨k−(z∗1)|, (SC.21)

and where we have used the shorthand notation z1 = iπ
2 + z, z2 = iπ

2 − z, as well as the notations (SC.7).
Similar observations as in Sec. C 1 can now be made, namely :

• W±(z) commute, and have a nondegenerate eigenvalue equal to 1. Denoting the corresponding left- and right-
eigenvectors by ⟨⟨⟨⟨0|||| and ||||0⟩⟩⟩⟩, we have :

||||0⟩⟩⟩⟩ = (σ−
2 + σ−

3 )(σ
−
6 + σ−

7 )
[
sinh(z + z∗)2(σ−

1 σ
−
8 + σ−

4 σ
−
5 ) + 2 cosh(z + z∗) sinh2 η(σ−

1 σ
−
4 + σ−

5 σ
−
8 )

+
1

2
(1 + cosh(2(z + z∗))− 2 cosh(2η))(σ−

1 σ
−
5 + σ−

4 σ
−
8 )

]
| ↑↑↑↑↑↑↑↑⟩ . (SC.22)

⟨⟨⟨⟨0||||, in turn, has a more cumbersome expression, but we shall only need its scalar product with the boundary
vectors, which we check to be

⟨⟨⟨⟨0||||k+(z)⟩⟩⟩⟩⟨⟨⟨⟨k−(z)||||0⟩⟩⟩⟩ = |κ(z)|2 , (SC.23)

where κ(z) is the same quantity appearing in (SC.15).

• For any real x and for |Re(z)| < Λ (with Λ > 0), all the remaining eigenvalues of W±(z) are of modulus strictly
smaller than 1. Moreover, around the origin, the next-to-leading eigenvalue coincides with that defined in the
previous paragraph for V±, namely, λ(z, x).

We may therefore conclude that whenever |Re(z)| < Λ,

1

2L
Tr
[
T ( iπ2 − z∗)T ( iπ2 + z∗)T ( iπ2 + z)T ( iπ2 − z)

]
= |κ(z)|2 +O(λ(z, x)L) . (SC.24)
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3. Gathering all terms

Going back to (SC.3), we see that

||T ( iπ2 + z)T ( iπ2 − z)− κ(z)||2 = O(λ(z, x)L) , (SC.25)

which decays exponentially fast whenever |Re(z)| < Λ. This establishes the identity (SC.1).

We now expand (SC.25) around z = 0, using the expansion of T (u) around iπ
2 , namely T ( iπ2 +z) = 2i sinh2 η

N (x) Ψ(x)z+

O(z2). Using κ(z) = 4 cosh4 ηz2 +O(z4),

||Ψ(x)2 −N (x)2 coth4 η11||2 = O(λ(0, x)L) , (SC.26)

where we recall that λ(0, x) was given in (SC.16). This proves that Ψ(x)2 = N (x)2 coth4 η11 in the thermodynamic
limit.

Appendix D: Numerical Method

For large system sizes, the correlation functions cannot be computed exactly via exact-diagonalization (ED) tech-
niques, so that a different method is needed. Here we follow the method detailed in the appendix of Ref. [71], which
we summarize below. The infinite-temperature dynamical correlation function of σz

1 is

C(t) =
1

2L
Tr
[
U†(t)σz

1U(t)σz
1

]
, (SD.1)

where U(t) is the Floquet unitary evolution operator. The last σz
1 can be replaced by (σz

1 +11), where 11 is the identity
matrix. This is because Tr[σz

1 ] = Tr[σz
1(t)] = 0 so that the correlation remains unchanged. Moreover, using (σz

1)
2 = 11,

one derives the identity (σz
1 + 11) = (σz

1 + 11)2/2. By cyclic permutation inside the trace, the correlation function has
the following symmetric form

C(t) =
1

2L
Tr

[
(σz

1 + 11)√
2

U†(t)σz
1U(t)

(σz
1 + 11)√

2

]
. (SD.2)

One can approximate the trace by an average over a Haar random state |ϕ⟩ upto O(1/
√
2L) corrections

C(t) ≈
〈
ϕ

∣∣∣∣
(σz

1 + 11)√
2

U†(t)σz
1U(t)

(σz
1 + 11)√

2

∣∣∣∣ϕ
〉
. (SD.3)

This approximation can be justified as follows. For a Haar random state expanded in the eigenstate basis, |ϕ⟩ =∑2L

n=1 cn|n⟩, typically each coefficient cn has size 1/
√
2L with a random phase. For a given matrix M , the average

over a Haar random state is

⟨ϕ|M |ϕ⟩ =
2L∑

n=1

|cn|2⟨n|M |n⟩+
2L∑

n,m=1
n ̸=m

c∗ncm⟨n|M |m⟩, (SD.4)

where the first term leads to Tr[M ]/2L since |cn|2 ∼ 1/2L. The second term leads to the difference between Haar
random state average and the trace. To estimate the size of the second term, we take the square of it

2L∑

n,m=1
n ̸=m

2L∑

k,l=1
k ̸=l

c∗ncmc∗kcl⟨n|M |m⟩⟨k|M |l⟩ =
2L∑

n,m=1
n ̸=m

|cn|2|cm|2|⟨n|M |m⟩|2 ∼ 1

2L
· 1

2L
Tr[M†M ]. (SD.5)

Above we have used that due to the randomness of the coefficients, only the terms with n = l and m = k survive the
summation. In the last step we have used that |cn|2 ∼ |cm|2 ∼ 1/2L and the identity

∑
n,m |⟨n|M |m⟩|2 = Tr[M†M ].

Although in the last step in (SD.5) we have included the n = m terms, this does not matter since we are only
estimating the order of magnitude of this summation. Here, we focus on M = σz

1(t)σ
z
1 and Tr[M†M ]/2L = O(1)
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due to the SZM. Therefore, the Haar random state average gives a good approximation of the trace upto O(1/
√
2L)

corrections as we claim in (SD.3).
Based on (SD.3), we define a new time-evolving state, |ϕ̃(t)⟩ = U(t)[(σz

1 + 11)/
√
2]|ϕ⟩, and the correlation becomes

C(t) ≈ ⟨ϕ̃(t)|σz
1 |ϕ̃(t)⟩. (SD.6)

This representation of the correlation function has advantages for large system sizes. It costs much less memory
resources to evolve a state with 2L components than performing ED on a 2L × 2L matrix. However, the computation
time depends linearly on t as the number of time steps to evolve |ϕ̃⟩ to |ϕ̃(t)⟩ is proportional to t.
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Figure S4. Left panel: the phase diagram of the SZM. The colored regions highlight the parameter space supporting a SZM.
Middle panel: correlation function computed by ED and the RS approximation for L = 14. The consistency between the two
methods validates the RS approximation. With the single-qubit unitary gate VL, the correlation saturates to a constant plateau
value at long times, indicating an exact SZM for a finite system size. Right panel: Comparison between the analytic prediction
(22) and the numerical results of the late-time plateau value C. The details of the fitting are explained in the supplementary
material. The increasing error bars for smaller values of C indicate that the numerical system size effects become stronger as
the SZM becomes less localized.

The allowed parameter space for the SZM, corresponding to η, x ∈ R through the mapping (4), is shown as
the colored region of the phase diagram (left panel in Fig. S4). In the middle panel, ED and random state (RS)
approximation results are presented for τ = 0.5, ∆̃τ = 1.3 and L = 14. The results both in the presence and absence
of the single-qubit unitary gate VL are shown.
The agreement between ED and RS results supports the validity of the numerical approximation (SD.3). When

VL is tuned as in (3), so as to make the SZM exact, the existence of the latter for finite system size is shown by the
non-decaying correlation up to t = 103, and consistent with the analytic prediction C (22) in the main text. However,
the numerical results of the correlation show stronger system size effects as C decreases, because this is equivalent to
the SZM becoming less localized on the edge. Therefore, we provide an error estimate which is computed as follows.
We perform numerical simulations for L = 10, 12, . . . , 24 and compute C by the time average of the correlation from
t = 500 to t = 1000. We estimate the late time average as C̄L ∼ a+ b/L from all possible pairs of system sizes. The
error bar spans the smallest and largest values of a, i.e, the value of C̄ in the thermodynamic limit. The increasing
range of the error bars reflect the increasing numerical system size effect as C becomes smaller. In Fig. 3 of the main
text, we present the correlation for L = 24, and for ∆̃τ = 0.5 and different τ .

When VL differs from the integrable boundary condition (3) (here for instance we have taken VL = 11), the SZM
is only approximate, and becomes exact in the thermodynamic limit only. As a result, for finite size the edge spins
acquire a finite autocorrelation time, beyond which their autocorrelation decays to zero. This is indeed what we
observe in our numerics: in the middle panel of Fig. S4 the autocorrelation time reaches a plateau well-captured by
our analytical description until times ∼ 102, after which it starts decaying.
Finally, it is interesting to discuss the robustness of our results in the presence of integrability-breaking disorder.

We illustrate this by choosing independent random values of ∆̃τ for the various gates Vi,i+1 (once a random value of
Vi,i+1 is chosen, that gate is repeated in each time step, i.e. randomness is only along the space direction). In Fig. S5,
we present the correlation for L = 12 employing ED and four different disorder realizations. The small inhomogeneity
does not spoil the feature we observed for the integrable case. As indicated by the phase diagram in Fig. S4, one may
still obtain a long-lived correlation as long as the parameters, τ and ∆̃τ , of each local unitary gate sits deep within
the SZM phase.
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Figure S5. Correlation function computed from ED for L = 12 with inhomogeneous ∆̃τ and fixed τ = 0.5. The four different
disorder realizations of the correlation are sampled from the uniform distribution ∆̃τ within [1.9, 2.1]. All of them have the

same VL imposed on the last site with ∆̃τ = 2.0. Even with the disorder, a long-lived correlation exists.
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