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Hilbert space fragmentation is an ergodicity breaking phenomenon, in which Hamiltonian shatters
into exponentially many dynamically disconnected sectors. In many fragmented systems, these
sectors can be labelled by statistically localized integrals of motion, which are nonlocal operators.
We study the paradigmatic nearest-neighbor pair hopping (PH) model exhibiting the so-called strong
fragmentation. We show that this model hosts local integrals of motion (LIOMs), which correspond
to frozen density modes with long wavelengths. The latter modes become subdiffusive when longer-
range pair hoppings are allowed. Finally, we make a connection with a tilted (Stark) chain. Contrary
to the dipole-conserving effective models, the tilted chain is shown to support either Hamiltonian or
dipole moment as an LIOM. Numerical results are obtained from a numerical algorithm, in which
finding LIOMs is reduced to the data compression problem.

Introduction.—Over the last two decades, a consider-
able effort has been made to understand whether an iso-
lated quantum system thermalizes after being driven out
of equilibrium. The thermal state is determined by just
a few local integrals of motion (LIOMs) usually corre-
sponding to conservations of energy and particle number.
Moreover, their long-wavelength excitations, i.e., energy
and density modes, attenuate according to the Fick’s law
of diffusion [1]. It has been confirmed, also experimen-
tally [2–4], that interacting systems typically thermalize.
This is mostly understood in terms of the eigenstate ther-
malization hypothesis (ETH) [5–7].

It is natural to look for interacting systems that fail
to thermalize. The most studied examples are integrable
systems [8–11], which have an extensive number of LI-
OMs. These local (or quasilocal [12]) conserved operators
affect the dynamics of other local observables. Specifi-
cally, the steady-state expectation values of local observ-
ables follow the predictions of the generalized Gibbs en-
semble [13–17], which is set by the LIOMs. Additionally,
LIOMs pose limits on the decay (in time) of correlation
functions via the Mazur bound [18–20]. The inverse re-
lation also holds, and the non-vanishing correlations at
infinite time imply the existence of local or quasilocal
integrals of motion [21].

More exotic violations of the ETH are also studied,
such as the many-body localization (MBL). This phe-
nomenon may arise from the intricate interplay of dis-
order and interactions that leads to emergent LIOMs,
known as l-bits [22, 23]. We note that the existence of
strict MBL in macroscopic systems is currently a subject
of debate [24–28]. Similar physics has been proposed for
Stark systems [29–33], in which the role of disorder is
taken over by tilted potential. In the large tilt limit, its
non-equilibrium dynamics is well captured by the effec-
tive models that strictly conserve the dipole moment [34–
36]. The simplest one is the PH model that exhibits
the Hilbert space fragmentation [37–43], since its Hamil-
tonian shatters into exponentially many blocks (Krylov
subspaces) in the site occupation basis. We emphasize

that an important step towards understanding this phe-
nomenon is the introduction of statistically localized in-
tegrals of motion [44, 45], which label the Krylov sub-
spaces. Nevertheless, these are highly nonlocal operators
and in general it is not obvious how nonlocal conserved
operators affect the dynamics of local observables.

Since the presence of restrictions on the asymptotic
dynamics of local observables is commonly understood
as a manifestation of LIOMs, in this Letter we look for
a connection between the Hilbert space fragmentation
and their existence. First, we propose a numerical algo-
rithm that establishes all LIOMs linear in a given set of
operators. We employ it to demonstrate that the long
wavelength density modes in the PH model are frozen
and become strict LIOMs in the thermodynamic limit.
Next, we argue that these density modes become sub-
diffusive after incorporating longer-range pair hoppings
to the PH model, which break the strong fragmentation.
Finally, we make a connection with the full Stark model.
We demonstrate that although both energy and dipole
moment are conserved in the thermodynamic limit [46],
they correspond to a single LIOM in this case.
Method.—We first develop a simple algorithm that de-

termines whether and how many LIOMs can be con-
structed from a fixed set of operators. We consider
a Hilbert space of dimension Z, which is spanned by
energy eigenstates, H|n⟩ = En|n⟩, and denote matrix
elements of observables as Amn = ⟨m|A|n⟩. We are in-
terested in Hermitian operators, for which the Hilbert-
Schmidt (HS) product is

⟨AB⟩ =
1

Z
Tr(AB) =

1

Z

∑
m,n

AmnB
∗
mn (1)

and the HS norm is ||A||2 = ⟨AA⟩ = 1/Z
∑

m,n |Amn|2.
Considering an arbitrary set of orthonormal operators,

⟨AiAi′⟩ = δii′ , we construct the orthogonal transforma-
tion

Bβ =
∑
i

ViβA
i , (2)
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so that the set {Bβ} includes all LIOMs linear in Ai. If
the set {Ai} contains only local observables then all gen-
erated Bβ are local by construction. We note that local
observables are the ones that can be written as sums of
operators involving a finite number of sites, i.e., having
a finite support. From now on, we explicitly distinguish
LIOMs from other operators using the symbol Qβ (Bβ)
for Bβ that do (do not) commute with the Hamiltonian.
Moreover, we work in the Hilbert space with a fixed par-
ticle number N . Since N is trivially conserved, we do
not discuss it or explicitly include in the set of LIOMs.

In order to find LIOMs, we use the infinite time aver-
aging

A = lim
τ→∞

1

τ

∫ τ

0

eiHtAe−iHt dt =
∑
m,n

En=Em

Anm|n⟩⟨m| .

(3)
It is evident that the time averaging does not modify LI-
OMs (Q̄β = Qβ), while it eliminates some of the matrix
elements of Bβ (B̄β

mn = 0 for Em ̸= En). Therefore, LI-
OMs can be singled out just by examining the norms
of the time-averaged operators, ||Q̄β ||2 = 1 whereas
||B̄β ||2 < 1.

The orthogonal transformation from Eq. (2) can be
found via a singular value decomposition (SVD), R =
UΣVT. The i-th column of R contains the matrix ele-
ments of Āi, i.e., it contains all Ai

mn for Em = En. This
algorithm is alternative to the the approach introduced
in [47] (see also [48–50]). In Supplemental Material [51],
we demonstrate that this method amounts to the com-
pression of data contained in the matrix R.
Pair hopping model.—We use the introduced method

to investigate LIOMs in the simplest effective model for
the tilted chain. Namely, we consider the PH model with
L sites and N = L/2 spinless fermions [36],

H1 =

L−3∑
i=1

(c†i c
†
i+3ci+2ci+1 + H.c.) . (4)

Here, c†i (ci) creates (annihilates) a spinless fermion at
site i, and we define a traceless site occupation as ni =

c†i ci − N/L. This model conserves the dipole moment
M =

∑
i ini as well as the sublattice particle numbers

no =
∑

i∈odd ni and ne = N − no.
The PH model manifests the strong fragmentation,

so that the size of the largest Krylov subspace is ex-
ponentially smaller than the dimension of the Hilbert
space Z [36, 52]. While the existence of blocks ap-
pears to affect the non-equilibrium dynamics leading
to the lack of thermalization [43], it remains unclear
whether it is linked to the existence of local (or quasilo-
cal) LIOMs [21, 53]. Recall that the latter are differ-
ent than the statistically localized integrals of motion
introduced in [44, 45]. Moreover, the density modes are
expected to undergo a subdiffusive relaxation, in agree-
ment with the fracton hydrodynamics [54–57], only af-
ter longer-range pair hoppings are included in the model
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FIG. 1. B
β

established from Ai ∈ N for the PH model from
Eq. (4). (a) The HS norms λβ as functions of β/(L − 1).
We consider L = 10, ..., 24 and darker colors represent larger
systems. The inset shows the finite size scaling of the five
largest λβ . (b) Components of the rotated operator, Ṽiβ , for
the five largest λβ and L = 22. Colors are consistent with
the inset in (a). For clarity, we shift the curves for various β
along the vertical axis.

(see [58, 59] for results in classical circuit models). Be-
low, we demonstrate that establishing LIOMs helps to
understand these features.

It has been argued in Ref. [43] that the density-density
correlations ⟨ni(t)ni⟩ do not decay to zero at long times
in the PH model. Therefore, it is straightforward to look
for LIOMs that are linear combinations of ni. We empha-
size that in the subspace with a fixed number of particles,

ni are neither independent (
∑L

i=1 ni = 0) nor orthogonal
(⟨ninj⟩ ≠ δij). Hence, we select the set of independent
occupations N = {ni} with i ≤ L− 1, which we then re-
orthogonalize [51]. The operators obtained from the SVD
can be rewritten as linear combinations of occupations,

Bβ =
∑L−1

i=1 Ṽiβni.

For brevity, we introduce the notation λβ = ||B̄β ||2,
so that all strict LIOMs, i.e., Qβ , correspond to λβ = 1.
Results for λβ are shown in Fig. 1(a). Simultaneously in

Fig. 1(b), we plot the coefficients Ṽiβ shifted along the
vertical axis for clarity. We find that λ1 = λ2 = 1 for
all system sizes, and that they correspond to the dipole
moment M (see black squares in Fig. 1(b)) and the sub-
lattice particle number no (see red circles in Fig. 1(b)).
The other λβ within the plateau in Fig. 1(a), i.e., for
β ≥ 3, appear to increase towards one with a system
size, as demonstrated in the inset of Fig. 1(a). Conse-
quently, there are infinitely many many LIOMs in the
thermodynamic limit. Although we are not able to de-
termine from Fig. 1(a) whether their number is linear or
sublinear in L, their presence explains the previously re-
ported lack of thermalization (see [18–20]). We therefore
expect that the conventional measures of quantum chaos,
like the spectral statistics, will be similar to the ones of
integrable systems (see [60–62]).

It is worth to highlight that Qβ within the plateau
in Fig. 1(a) with β ≥ 3 correspond to density modes

with wave vectors q = (β−2)π
L (slightly distorted to en-
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sure orthogonality), and that these density modes are
strictly frozen in the thermodynamic limit. The HS norm
||Q̄β || = 1 means that Qβ does not have any off-diagonal
matrix elements in the energy basis, so that it cannot
show any dynamics at any time scale. Consequently,
these density modes do not follow the fracton hydrody-
namics, which predicts that the very same modes ex-
hibit a subdiffusive relaxation with the relaxation rates
Γq ∝ q4. In the following, we show that longer-range
pair hoppings added to H1 unfreeze the density modes
and restore the fracton hydrodynamics.

Extended pair hopping model.—It has been demon-
strated that including longer-range pair hoppings in
the PH model changes the fragmentation from strong to
weak, so that the dimension of the largest block becomes
a finite fraction of the total number of states Z [38].
The resulting Hamiltonian supports the weak ETH, in
which the majority of eigenstates is thermal but nonther-
mal outliers (dubbed many-body scars) are allowed [39].

It is reasonable to expect that the number of LIOMs
decreases when the fragmentation becomes weak. We
verify this expectation by studying the extended pair
hopping (EPH) model with two additional terms

H2 =H1 +

L−4∑
i=1

(c†i c
†
i+4ci+3ci+1 + h.c.)

+

L−5∑
i=1

(c†i c
†
i+5ci+4ci+1 + h.c.) .

(5)

We stress that H2 in Eq. (5) no longer commutes with
the sublattice particle numbers no and ne. The same
Hamiltonian but without the last term is studied in the
Supplemental Material [51]. It yields similar results to
those discussed below, however, the finite-size scaling
does not provide a clear picture of the thermodynamic
limit. In the Supplemental Material [51], we also pro-
vide the derivation starting from the tilted chain that
generates all dipole-conserving terms, as the ones from
Eq. (5). Nevertheless, the actual parameters in Eq. (5)
are settled to one and, so, are not meant to represent
a realistic effective model of the tilted chain.

In Fig. 2(a), we show the HS norms λβ , where Bβ are
linear combinations of occupations, Ai ∈ N . It is clear
from the inset of Fig. 2(a) that only λ1 is equal to one
for all system sizes. It corresponds to the dipole moment
M (not shown). Simultaneously, all other λβ decrease to
zero with a system size. They correspond to the same
density modes as shown in Fig. 1(b).

The set of operators that we have considered so far,
N , does not allow to construct the Hamiltonian as an in-
dependent LIOM orthogonal to other LIOMs. There-
fore, we also study an extended set, N2E , which in-
cludes all operators from N as well as the pair hopping

terms, c†i c
†
i+3ci+2ci+1 + H.c., c†i c

†
i+4ci+3ci+1 + H.c. and

c†i c
†
i+5ci+4ci+1 + H.c. Note that i runs through all values

for which the site indexes do not exceed L. Numerical
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FIG. 2. (a,b) The same as in Fig. 1(a) but for the EPH model
from Eq. (5), β ≤ 9 and L = 10, ..., 20. Results were obtained
for various sets of operators: (a) Ai ∈ N , (b) Ai ∈ N2E .
(c) The dynamical structure factor S(q, ω) for two smallest
q = 2π/L, 4π/L.

results obtained for Ai ∈ N2E confirm that the Hamilto-
nian from Eq. (5) supports only two independent conser-
vation laws, as visible in Fig. 2(b). The first LIOM is the
dipole moment M , while the second LIOM is the Hamil-
tonian H2.

We now confirm that the density modes relax subdif-
fusively within the EPH model. Specifically, we numer-
ically calculate the dynamical structure factor S(q, ω),
i.e., the dynamical correlation function for density mod-
ulations nq = 1/

√
L
∑

i cos(q(i− L/2))ni in the infinite-
temperature limit, employing the microcanonical Lanc-
zos method [63, 64]. More details can be found in [51].
In the hydrodynamic regime q ≪ 1, the density modu-
lations should exhibit a slow decay with a characteristic
rate Γq, so that the low ω ≪ 1 correlations should behave
as πS(q, ω) ∼ χ0Γq/(ω2+Γ2

q) with the corresponding sus-

ceptibility χ0 = (1/2)n̄(1 − n̄) and the average density
n̄ = 1/2. We plot results for two smallest q = 2π/L, 4π/L
in Fig. 2(c), and we find that the relaxation rates scale
as Γq ∝ q4, as required for the subdiffusion.
Stark model.—Since the Hamiltonians in Eqs. (4)

and (5) arise as effective models for the strongly tilted
chain [36, 51],

H3 = t

L−1∑
i=1

(c†i ci+1 + h.c.) + FM + V

L−1∑
i=1

nini+1 , (6)

it is instructive to establish LIOMs also in the latter sys-
tem. We show that the set of LIOMs in the Stark model
differs from the two cases considered earlier. Note that
F is the strength of the tilt. Throughout the paper, we
fix the hopping integral and the interaction strength to
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FIG. 3. The same as in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b) but for the Stark
chain from Eq. (6), β ≤ 9 and L = 10, ..., 18. Results in
different columns were obtained for different fields: (a,c) F =
1.0, (b,d) F = 1.5. Results in different rows were obtained
for different sets of operators: (a,b) Ai ∈ N , (c,d) Ai ∈ N3E .
The solid lines are the second-order polynomial fits to data,
serving as guides for the eye.

t = 1 and V = 2, respectively. For convenience, we de-
note the translationally invariant part of the Hamiltonian

as H
(0)
3 = H3 − FM .

The nonequilibrium dynamics of the Stark model has
been previously explained in terms of the (approximate)
Hilbert space shattering, and the many-body localization
in the thermodynamic limit has been proposed [30, 33].
Nevertheless, its transport properties are captured by
the PH model only in small systems and large fields [36].
Moreover, it has been recently argued that the dipole
moment M is conserved in the thermodynamic limit and
the density profiles undergo subdiffusive dynamics [46]
(see also [65, 66]). This is consistent with our numeri-
cal results. In Fig. 3(a) and 3(b), we demonstrate the
HS norm λβ for Bβ that are linear in Ai ∈ N for fields
F = 1.0 and 1.5, respectively. Only λ1 increases to-
wards one with a system size, and it corresponds to the
dipole moment M . The other λβ with β ≥ 2 decrease
for L ≥ L∗. They correspond to the density modes from
Fig. 1(b). We find that L∗ depends on F , so that it ex-
ceeds the maximal system size available in our numerical
simulations for F ≳ 2. This causes the density modes to
appear frozen in finite systems.

We note that the derivation of the dipole moment con-
servation from [46] is based on the scaling of the HS

norms ||H(0)
3 ||2 ∝ L and ||M ||2 ∝ L3 together with

the orthogonality ⟨H(0)
3 M⟩ = 0. This brings into

question, whether the dipole moment M gives rise to
an LIOM independent of H3 or it simply becomes H3

in the thermodynamic limit. The mere fact that M and
H3 are conserved does not imply that their difference

H
(0)
3 = H3 − FM is also an LIOM. Moreover, the van-

ishing ratio of norms ||H̄(0)
3 ||/||H3|| ≤ O(1/L) does not

exclude that H
(0)
3 is an LIOM. We emphasize that con-

served quantities restrict the relaxation of observables
via the Mazur bound [18–20], which involves normalized

LIOMs. Therefore, the significance of H
(0)
3 for the relax-

ation of observables depends on the ratio ||H̄(0)
3 ||/||H(0)

3 ||.
For this reason, we complement the study by look-

ing for Qβ that are linear in Ai ∈ N3E , where the set
N3E includes all operators from N as well as the nearest-

neighbor interactions nini+1 and hoppings c†i+1cı + h.c.
for i = 1, ..., L − 1. Note that every term in the Hamil-
tonian from Eq. (6) belongs to N3E . Figures 3(c) and
3(d) reveal an important difference between the Stark
chain and the effective model, shown in Fig. 2(b). In
the latter case, the Hamiltonian and dipole moment are
two orthogonal LIOMs. In contrast to this, both form
only a single LIOM in the Stark chain (in addition to
the particle number conservation). When extending the
sets of operators from N to N3E , the dipole moment M
is replaced by the Hamiltonian H3. Therefore, the con-
servation of dipole moment is not independent from the
conservation of energy.

Identification of the conservation laws is the starting
point for constructing the relevant hydrodynamics. Our
results indicate that in the case of the EPH model one
should account for the conservation of the particle num-
ber, dipole moment and energy [55, 56]. On the other
hand, for the tilted Hamiltonian H3 one should use either
the energy conservation or the dipole moment conserva-
tion [46, 65], as these two conservation laws are equivalent
in the thermodynamic limit.

Summary.—In this Letter, we have studied the PH
model, which is a paradigmatic model of the Hilbert
space fragmentation, and arises in the Schrieffer-Wolff
transformation of the Stark model. First, we have put
forward a numerical algorithm based on the data com-
pression problem, which generates all LIOMs linear in a
given set of operators. Next, we have established that the
PH model hosts an infinite number number of LIOMs in
the thermodynamic limit. While the PH model is trans-
lationally invariant, the obtained LIOMs are not. They
correspond to frozen density modes excluding any parti-
cle hydrodynamics. On the other hand, density modes
decay when longer-range pair hoppings are allowed and
become subdiffusive in agreement with the fracton hy-
drodynamics.

We have also revealed an important difference between
the Stark chain and its effective models. In the latter
cases, the Hamiltonian and dipole moment are two or-
thogonal LIOMs. In contrast to this, they form only one
LIOM in the tilted (Stark) chain.
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transport in one-dimensional quantum lattice models,
Reviews of Modern Physics 93, 025003 (2021).

[2] S. Trotzky, Y.-A. Chen, A. Flesch, I. P. McCulloch,
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[24] J. Šuntajs, J. Bonča, T. Prosen, and L. Vidmar, Ergod-
icity breaking transition in finite disordered spin chains,
Physical Review B 102, 064207 (2020).
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S1

Supplemental Material:
Local integrals of motion in dipole-conserving models with Hilbert space

fragmentation

S1. NUMERICAL ALGORITHM
DETERMINING LIOMS

We focus on a system with L sites, which is described
by the Hilbert space with dimension Z spanned by en-
ergy eigenstates H|n⟩ = En|n⟩. We consider a set con-
taining DO observables Ai, i = 1, ..., DO. The latter op-
erators are local, traceless and orthonormal with respect
to the HS product introduced in Eq. (1) in the main

text, ⟨AiAi′⟩ = δii′ . We denote their matrix elements as
Ai

nm = ⟨n|Ai|m⟩.
Nonergodic systems retain memory of the ini-

tial state, so that the correlation function
limt→∞ limL→∞⟨Ai(t)Ai⟩ is nonzero for the major-
ity of Ai. This property leads to the nonvanishing
stiffness

lim
τ→∞

1

τ

∫ τ

0

dt⟨Ai(t)Ai⟩ = ⟨ĀiAi⟩ = ⟨ĀiĀi⟩ = ||Āi||2,

(S1)
which equals the (squared) HS norm of the time-averaged
operator, Āi =

∑
En=Em

Ai
nm|n⟩⟨m|, see Eq. (3) in

the main text. We note that the matrix elements of Āi for
different i are not independent. They are, at least par-
tially, determined by the projections of Āi onto LIOMs.
We can demonstrate this by considering a set containing
DL LIOMs Qβ , ⟨QβQβ′⟩ = δβ,β′ , and splitting Āi into

two operators, Āi = Āi,∥ + Āi,⊥ with

Āi,∥ =

DL∑
β=1

⟨ĀiQβ⟩Qβ =

DL∑
β=1

⟨AiQβ⟩Qβ . (S2)

By construction ⟨Āi,⊥Qβ′⟩ = 0, so that ⟨Āi,⊥Āi,∥⟩ = 0
and ||Āi||2 = ||Āi,⊥||2 + ||Āi,∥||2. The latter iden-
tity, together with Eqs. (S1) and (S2), gives the Mazur
bound [18, 19]

||Āi||2 ≥ ||Āi,∥||2 =

DL∑
β=1

⟨AiQβ⟩2. (S3)

Typically one knows LIOMs and applies Eq. (S3) to
obtain bounds on the dynamics of local observables.
The smaller are ||Āi,⊥||, the better are the approxima-
tions Āi ≃ Āi,∥ and the stronger is the Mazur bound.
However, one may also invert the problem and pose
the following question: find a set containing DL orthog-
onal Qα that optimizes the approximations Āi ≃ Āi,∥ for
DO ≫ DL observables Ai. In this way the problem of

finding LIOMs is reduced to the data compression prob-
lem for the matrix elements of all Āi.

To formalize the latter optimization problem, we build
the matrix R with a fixed rank DO, which ith column
gathers all matrix elements of the time-averaged operator
Āi. Then the problem concerns finding a matrix R∥ with
a fixed rank DL < DO, for which the Hilbert-Schmidt
norm ||R − R∥|| is minimal. If LIOMs were known, we
could build the matrix R∥ directly, i.e., from matrix ele-
ments of Āi,∥ instead of Āi, see Eq. (S2). When LIOMs
are not known, the solution of the optimization prob-
lem is given by the Eckart–Young–Mirsky theorem that
requires performing the SVD of the matrix R.

For clarity, we present explicit expressions only for
the case with no degeneracies in the many-body spec-
trum, so that the matrix R is defined as

R =


A1

11 A2
11 . . . ADO

11

A1
22 A2

22 . . . ADO
22

. . . . . .

. . . . . .

. . . . . .

A1
ZZ A2

ZZ . . . ADO

ZZ

 , (S4)

where each of DO columns corresponds to a different op-
erator Ai, while each of Z rows corresponds to a differ-
ent energy eigenstate |n⟩. When degeneracies are present
in the many-body spectrum then each row corresponds
to a different pair of degenerated energy eigenstates and
the number of rows is larger than Z.

Next, we perform the singular value decomposition,

R = UΣVT , (S5)

where Σ =
∑Z

α=1

∑DO

β=1 λ̃βδαβ is a rectangular diagonal
matrix with dimension Z ×DO and the number of non-
zero singular values λ̃α is given by the rank of R. The ma-
trix U with dimension Z × Z determines an orthogonal
transformation of energy eigenstates, while the matrix
V with dimension DO × DO determines an orthogonal
transformation of operators

Bβ =

DO∑
i=1

ViβA
i , (S6)

introduced in the main text in Eq. (2). We note that

RTR = V
(
ΣT Σ

)
VT , (S7)

which matrix elements are given by the Hilbert-Schmidt
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products of Āi and Āj ,

[
RTR

]
ij

=

Z∑
n=1

Ai
nnA

j
nn =

Z∑
n=1

⟨n|Ai|n⟩⟨n|Aj |n⟩

=

Z∑
n=1

⟨n|ĀiĀj |n⟩ = Z⟨ĀiĀj⟩ .

(S8)

Simultaneously,

ΣT Σ =

DO∑
β,β′=1

λ̃2
βδββ′ (S9)

and the HS norm of the time-averaged Bβ defined via
Eq. (S6) is

∥∥B̄β
∥∥2 =

DO∑
i,j=1

VT
βi⟨ĀiĀj⟩Vjβ =

1

Z

(
VTRTRV

)
ββ

=
1

Z
(ΣT Σ)ββ =

1

Z
λ̃2
β , (S10)

which is denoted in the main text as λβ = λ̃2
β/Z. Note

that the HS norm is invariant under the orthogonal trans-

formation in Eq. (S6), hence
∥∥Bβ

∥∥2 = 1. Therefore, sin-
gular values resulting in λβ = 1 correspond to conserved
operators Bβ = B̄β , which may be represented as linear
combinations of Ai, see Eq. (S6).

S2. ORTHOGONALIZATION OF OPERATORS

In order to orthogonalize the set of operators Oj with
j ∈ {1, ..., DO}, it is necessary to construct their traceless
counterparts

Oj = Oj − c(j) , (S11)

where c(j) is a real constant fixed by the condition
Tr(Oj) = 0. Next, we build the matrix of the Hilbert-
Schmidt products

R =


⟨O1O1⟩ ⟨O1O2⟩ . . . ⟨O1OD⟩
⟨O2O1⟩ ⟨O2O2⟩ . . . ⟨O2OD⟩

. . . . . .

. . . . . .

. . . . . .

⟨ODO1⟩ ⟨ODO2⟩ . . . ⟨ODOD⟩

 , (S12)

which is real and symmetric, and we solve the eigenprob-
lem

R = UDUT , (S13)

where D is a diagonal matrix, (D)ii′ = σiδii′ , with dimen-
sion DO × DO and positive eigenvalues σi. The matrix
U with dimension DO × DO determines the orthogonal
transformation of operators, so that

Ai =
1

√
σi

DO∑
j=1

UjiO
j (S14)
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FIG. S1. The norms λβ for H̃2 from Eq. (S16), which is
the simplest extension of the PH model. Results are pre-
sented for β ≤ 9, L = 10, ..., 20 and various sets of operators:
(a) Ai ∈ N and (b) Ai ∈ Ñ2E . The insets show the finite size
scalings of the largest λβ .

are orthogonal and normalized

⟨AiAi′⟩ =
1

√
σi
√
σi′

DO∑
j,j′=1

Uji⟨OjOj′⟩Uj′i′

=
σi′√
σi
√
σi′

DO∑
j

UjiUji′ = δii′ .

(S15)

We emphasize that if Oj are local then Ai inherit this
property.

S3. HAMILTONIAN FROM EQ. (5) WITHOUT
THE LAST TERM

The simplest extension of the PH model is

H̃2 = H1 +

L−4∑
i=1

(c†i c
†
i+4ci+3ci+1 + H.c.) , (S16)

where H1 corresponds to the Hamiltonian from Eq. (4) in
the main text. For this model, we have calculated the HS
norms λβ , where Bβ are linear combinations of Ai ∈ N ,
which are site occupations. The results of numerical cal-
culations are presented in Fig. S1(a). Only one LIOM
(λ1 = 1) can be observed and it represents the dipole
moment M (not shown). Moreover, we have considered

an extended set Ñ2E , which includes all operators from

N as well as the pair hopping terms c†i c
†
i+3ci+2ci+1+H.c.

and c†i c
†
i+4ci+3ci+1 + H.c. This allows to construct H̃2 as

a linear combination of Ai ∈ Ñ2E , see Fig. S1(b). In this
case, one obtains two LIOMs that represent the Hamilto-
nian and the dipole moment. However, the available data
do not allow to rule out the possibility that for other λβ

one gets 0 < limL→∞ λβ < 1. The latter may be in-
terpreted as a presence of additional integrals of motion,
which cannot be entirely expressed as linear combinations
of operators from the studied set but have nonvanishing
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projections on operators belonging to this set. Such con-
served quantities do not need to be local, e.g., they can
be quasilocal in a sense of Ref. [12].

S4. DERIVATION OF EFFECTIVE MODELS OF
TILTED CHAIN

The derivation of the PH model, Eq. (4), has been
performed so far by the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation
of the original Stark model, Eq. (6), assuming large
fields F ≫ t. Specifically, the nearest-neighbor hopping
term has been eliminated and the lowest order terms in
the expansion in the strength of t/F have been kept [36].
The effective model conserves by construction the dipole
moment M . In general, such procedure can be extended
to establish higher order terms, as the ones in the EPH
model, Eq. (5). However, one can choose an alternative
way and assume weak interactions V ≲ F, t. Then, one
can rewrite the Hamiltonian, Eq. (6), within the basis of
non-interacting Stark single-particle states, i.e.,

H0 =
∑
j

ϵja
†
jaj , c†i =

∑
j

αija
†
j , (S17)

where (neglecting the boundary effects) energies are
equidistant ϵj+1 = ϵj+F and wave functions are localized
αij = f(j − i) in a range |j − i| ≲ t/F . The interaction
term in this basis becomes

H ′ = V
∑
i

nini+1 = V
∑
jklm

χlm
jk a†l a

†
makaj , (S18)

χlm
jk =

∑
i

αilαi+1,mαi+1,kαij . (S19)

Such an approach has been previously used in the anal-
ysis of an analogous MBL problem [67], where the basis
of Anderson single-particle states is the relevant one.

One can classify the terms in H ′ by the number of sites
involved, i.e., H ′

2, H ′
3, H ′

4. Note that

H ′
2 = 2V

∑
j<k

(χjk
jk − χkj

jk)njnk, (S20)

is the Hartree-Fock term conserving M . The most im-
portant terms among the remaining ones are those that

also conserve M , in particular those that emerge in H ′
4,

H ′
4dr =

∑
j

ζdr[a†j−raja
†
j+d+raj+d + H.c.], (S21)

which generate pair hoppings of different range r ≥ 1
and distance d ≥ 1. Keeping only H̃ ′

4 =
∑

d,r≥1 H
′
4dr

results in the model containing terms of infinite range.
Still, ζdr decay with d, r ≫ 1 for large fields F ≳ V .
This allows constructing extensions of the PH model, as
the ones from Eqs. (S16) and (5). In principle, one could

consider also remaining H ′
4 ̸= H̃ ′

4 and H ′
3 and eliminate

them by an appropriate Schrieffer-Wolff transformation.
However, the generated terms would be of a higher order
in the interaction, V m with m ≥ 2.

S5. SUBDIFFUSION FROM DYNAMICAL
STRUCTURE FACTOR

The transport (diffusion) properties of the selected
models at T → ∞ can be studied via the dynamical
structure factor (the density correlation function)

S(q, ω) =
1

π
Re

∫ ∞

0

dteiωt⟨nq(t)n−q⟩, (S22)

with

nq =
1√
L

∑
i

cos(q(i− L/2))ni. (S23)

The particle number is conserved, so the dynamical struc-
ture factor in the low-q, ω regime should take the hydro-
dynamic form (see, e.g., [68])

S(q, ω) ∼ 1

π

χ0
qΓq

ω2 + Γ2
q

, χ0
q =

∫
dωS(q, ω), (S24)

with the relaxation rate Γq ∼ Dqz where z > 0, the corre-
sponding susceptibility χ0

q = ⟨nqn−q⟩ ∼ χ0 ∼ (1/2)n̄(1−
n̄) and the particle density n̄ = N/L.

Results for S(q, ω) in the EPH model, Eq. (5),
were obtained with the micro-canonical Lanczos method
(MCLM) [63, 64]. Since the EPH model conserves both
the particle number N and the dipole moment M , we per-
formed calculations in the largest symmetry sector with
N = L/2 and M = 0, reaching the system size L = 32
with the Hilbert space dimension Nst ∼ 107. To obtain
high-enough frequency resolution δω ∼ 4.10−4, we had
to use a large number of Lanczos steps NL ∼ 5.104.

In Fig. 2(c), we present results for S(q, ω) for two low-
est nonzero q = 2mπ/L with m = 1, 2. The main con-
clusion is that the numerical results confirm the subd-
iffusive scaling with z = 4 in the low-q, ω regime, since
πS(q, ω ∼ 0)) = χ0/Γq ∼ χ0/(Dq4).
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