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An integrable model perturbed by special “weak integrability-breaking” perturbations thermalizes
at timescales much longer than predicted by Fermi’s golden rule. Recently, a systematic construc-
tion of such perturbations based on the so-called long-range deformations of integrable chains was
formulated. These perturbations, obtained as truncations of the long-range deformations in some
small parameter expansions, can be viewed as produced by unitary rotations of the short-range
integrable models. For infinite systems, several “generators” (extensive local, boosted, and bilocal
operators) of weak perturbations are known. The main aim of this work is to understand the ap-
propriate generators in finite systems with periodic boundaries since simple counterparts to boosted
and bilocal operators are not known in such cases. We approach this by studying the structure of the
adiabatic gauge potential (AGP), a proxy for such generators in finite chains, which was originally
introduced as a very sensitive measure of quantum chaos. We prove an exact relation between the
AGPs for the boosted and bilocal classes of generators and note that the counterpart to boost does
not seem to have a closed analytic form in finite systems but shows quasi-locality nonetheless. We

also introduce and study strictly local variants of weak integrability-breaking perturbations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding thermalization of quantum many-body
systems is a fundamental question in quantum statistical
mechanics. The idea that a closed, isolated, generic quan-
tum many-body system evolving via unitary dynamics
from a specific initial state will approach thermal equi-
librium for local observables can be understood from the
eigenstate thermalization hypothesis (ETH), proposed in
Refs. [1, 2|. Systems that obey ETH (or that violate
it only in a small fraction of the eigenstates, known as
quantum many-body scars [3-5]) are generally referred
to as chaotic, while many-body localized and integrable
systems violate ETH [6-10]. Integrable systems, which
do not thermalize in the usual sense, typically possess a
large number of linearly independent and mutually com-
muting conserved charges ([Ho,Qn] = [Qa,Qs] = 0),
which are assumed to be extensive local operators. In
this case, thermalization is described by the generalized
Gibbs ensemble (GGE) [11-19], which preserves the in-
formation about the initial expectation values of the con-
served charges.

One of the most important questions in the field of
quantum chaos is to understand the behavior of quan-
tum many-body systems under perturbations. In classi-
cal systems, the Kolmogorov-Arnold-Moser (KAM) theo-
rem states that under small perturbations integrable sys-
tems can remain stable for sufficiently long times [20].
It is a natural question, still largely unanswered, if an
analog of the KAM theorem exists for quantum systems
[21, 22]. The evolution of quantum integrable systems
under small integrability breaking perturbations has been
actively explored in recent years [21, 23-37]. Such sys-
tems with broken integrability are expected to thermalize
as predicted by ETH. However, approximately integrable
dynamics may persist for long times before eventual ther-

malization.

In particular, it has been observed that quantum
integrable systems whose integrability is broken by
so-called weak integrability-breaking perturbations have
much longer thermalization times than predicted by the
Fermi’s golden rule [38-40]. This unusually long ther-
malization time has been attributed to the existence of
approximate integrals of motion or quasi-conserved quan-
tities which commute with the perturbed Hamiltonian up
to corrections of order A2, where \ is the perturbation
strength. While these weak integrability-breaking per-
turbations are a special, non-generic class, they can be
of practical importance as they might represent simple,
physically motivated perturbations: A prominent exam-
ple is the spin-1/2 Heisenberg chain perturbed by next-
neighbor SU(2)-symmetric interaction [24, 39-42].

A systematic approach to constructing weak integra-
bility breaking perturbations was developed and applied
in Refs. [40, 43]. This approach is based on long-range
deformations of integrable spin chains [43-45] which were
introduced in the context of AdS/CFT. These defor-
mations can be thought of as unitary rotations of the
Hamiltonian and the conserved quantities that preserve
the integrability of the model. The idea explored in
Ref. [40] is that truncating these deformations at finite or-
der produces approximate conserved quantities or quasi-
integrals of motion of the perturbed model; hence, the in-
tegrability of the original model is effectively broken only
at higher order in the perturbation strength. More specif-
ically, the construction is based on defining an operator
that generates the long-range deformation. Three types
of operators (extensive local, boosted, and bilocal) that
lead to quasi-local deformations are currently known. It
is still an open question whether all examples of weak
integrability breaking are obtained using this approach.
Additionally, while this method allows us to construct
weak perturbations, it does not serve as a test if a given



perturbation breaks integrability in a weak or a strong
sense. Unless one can directly generate the perturbations
following the procedure from one of the known genera-
tors, one cannot tell if a perturbation is weak or strong.

Recently, a useful advance in this direction has been
made by establishing a connection between the adiabatic
gauge potential (AGP) [33, 46-48] and the detection of
integrability breaking. In fact, the scaling of the AGP
with the system size has been successfully used to dis-
tinguish between weak and strong integrability breaking
perturbations [42]. The intuition is that the AGP plays
the role of the generator in the construction of weak in-
tegrability breaking perturbations. While the analytic
generators are typically defined in the limit of infinite
systems, the AGP is obtained numerically from the ex-
act diagonalization for finite system sizes. This aspect
suggests promising insights into the definition of the gen-
erators: In fact, only one of the aforementioned three
classes of generators (extensive local) is well-defined for
finite systems with periodic boundaries, while the other
two classes (boosted and bilocal operators) are only de-
fined for infinite systems, leaving our understanding of
the mechanism underlying weak integrability breaking
still incomplete. Formulating long-range integrable de-
formations in finite chains with periodic boundary con-
ditions (PBC) has been an open problem [49, 50], and
studies of the corresponding AGPs viewed as proxies to
the generators could contribute to this problem as well.

Finally, understanding the properties of the genera-
tors can have important implications for the relaxation
times and transport properties of such weakly-perturbed
integrable systems. Reference [40] presented suggestive
arguments that for weak integrability breaking perturba-
tions the relaxation rates become O(A*) in the pertur-
bation strength A. However, some of these arguments
assumed existence of generators with nice locality prop-
erties. We therefore aim to study such properties of the
AGPs in finite chains. We expect that locality properties
of the generators are also needed to understand transport
properties under weak perturbations that have not been
considered so far.

In the present work, we investigate the capability of the
AGP as a tool for detecting various types of weak and
strong integrability breaking perturbations. We exam-
ine the scaling of the norm of AGP with system size for
one of the most studied integrable spin chains — the spin
1/2-Heisenberg chain — for different types of perturba-
tions. We consider both extensive translationally invari-
ant perturbations (including many new examples extend-
ing the results of Ref. [40]) and strictly local (impurity-
like) perturbations. We note that the strictly local weak-
integrability breaking perturbations that we consider rep-
resent novel classes that have not been studied before.
In an effort to construct well defined equivalents of the
boosted and bilocal operators for finite chains with peri-
odic boundaries, and to provide useful insights for under-
standing thermalization times, we also study the opera-
torial content of the AGP. We focus in particular on lo-

cality properties of AGP, considering both the k-locality
(support) and geometric locality (range) of the terms in
the AGP. We find exact relations between the AGPs of
different perturbations that explain some of the observed
scalings and locality properties.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we for-
mally introduce AGP, different classes of weak integra-
bility breaking, and our integrable model of choice: the
spin-1/2 XXX Heisenberg chain. In Section IIT we dis-
cuss some of the formal properties of AGP and introduce
the quantities of interest for the subsequent numerical
analysis. In Sections IV and V we present the results of
characterizing the AGP respectively for extensive trans-
lationally invariant perturbations and for strictly local
perturbations. In Section VI we summarize our findings
and discuss future directions. In Appendices A and B
we detail methodological developments generalizing the
notion of AGP to resolve ambiguities and find nicest pos-
sible generators. In Appendix C we provide additional
characterization of the AGPs using operator participa-
tion ratio, while in Appendix D we present additional
supporting data.

II. PRELIMINARIES: AGP AND WEAK
INTEGRABILITY BREAKING GENERATORS

We start by considering an integrable Hamiltonian H
that commutes with a set of integrals of motion (IoMs

or charges) {Q&O)}, which also mutually commute, i.e.,
[Hy, ,(10)] =0 for every « = 1,2,... and [Q&O),ng)} =0
for every pair of positive integers o, 8. We then perturb

Hy with a perturbation AV, where A is a small parameter
and obtain the perturbed Hamiltonian H:

H=Hy+\V. (1)
Suppose there exists an operator X such that

V =i[X, Hy) . (2)
Then we can define a “correction” of an IoM Q&O) as

QLY =ilX, Q0] . (3)
With this definition, we get
[Ho + AV, Q0 + Q]
= A\([Ho, QY] = [QY, V]) + O(N?)

iA([Ho, [X, Q)] — [QWY, [X, Hol]) + O(\?)
=0(\?) . (4)

If Q,(Xl) is a local (extensive) operator, then Eq. (4)

implies that we can interpret the operator Q&O) + /\Q(al)
as a quasi-IoM that is conserved under H up to correc-
tions of order A2. In this case, we say that V is a weak
integrability-breaking perturbation (to first order in \),
and X is the generator.



A. Adiabatic Gauge Potential

To understand whether an operator X that satisfies
Eq. (2) exists, it is convenient to consider an eigenbasis
{en,|n)} of Hy: We define XACP =3 XAGE 1p) (1)

- 5 n,m <*nm
with matrix elements

xaor _ ey e Fem (5)

nm 0, ife, =em
We refer to this as AGP [51]. With this definition, we
find

i[XAGP, HO] _ Z

n,Mi€nF€m

Vnm \n) <m| =V - Vdiag . (6)

We thus recover Eq. (2) up to an operator Viias =
> nmien=c,, Vam [n)(m| that has block-diagonal struc-
ture set by the eigenspaces (possibly multi-dimensional
due to degeneracies) of Hy.

The norm of the operator XAGF is generally expected
to grow exponentially with the system size. This is a
consequence of the vanishing denominators in Eq. (5):
The gaps €,+1 — €, between consecutive levels typically
scale as D~! (where D is the Hilbert space dimension),
while the matrix elements V,,,,, of a generic perturbation
typically scale as D~'/2. Therefore, the corresponding
matrix elements of XAGP are expected to scale as D/2.
With this exponential scaling in system size, it may seem

hopeless to find an extensive local operator Q((ll) from
Eq. (3).

There are, however, some notable exceptions to this
exponential scaling. For example, we can consider X that

is extensive local by construction and define V' and QS)

from Egs. (2) and (3) using X: Then both V' and QY
are also extensive local by construction and V is a weak
integrability-breaking perturbation. In this case XAGF =
Xpm for €, # €,,; the issue of very small denominators is
resolved by the matrix elements V,,,,, being special (non-
generic) and correspondingly small in this case.

Extensive local X are not the only class of operators
that generate weak integrability-breaking perturbations
in the sense of Eq (4). References [43-45] showed that
two other non-trivial types of operators generate good
quasi-IoMs in infinite systems. We will review their con-
struction in the following section.

B. Generators of weak integrability-breaking
perturbations in an infinite chain from long-range
deformations

In this section, we focus on the infinite chain and in-
troduce three currently known classes of operators that
can be used to generate weak perturbations as in Egs. (2)
and (3). These classes have been introduced in the con-
text of long-range integrable deformations of integrable
models [38, 40, 43-45] and have been used to define weak

integrability-breaking perturbations for finite (but arbi-
trary) orders in \. Here we will only consider the trun-
cation to the linear order and we refer to previous works
for the general case.

In order to define the different classes of generators, it
is useful to write the IoMs as sums of local operators

QU =3¢, (7)
j

where j labels the lattice sites and the charge density
(0)

operator g, ; has finite support around j. The commu-
tation relations | (()(O),Qg))] = 0 imply the existence of

continuity equations of the form

. 0
Z[Q&O)a qé,;} = Jpa,j = Jpa,j+1 (8)

where the generalized current Jg, ; is a local operator
with finite support around j.

In the Heisenberg model context below, ng) usually
refers to the Hamiltonian itself, while Q(()[Og?) are the non-

trivial ToMs; we will use the convention Hy = QQéO).

1. Extensive perturbations

We now consider various classes of operators X that
generate an extensive local translationally-invariant per-
turbation V' = i[X, Hy), i.e., a perturbation that is a sum
over lattice sites of local operators.

Extensive local generators. The operator X can
be an arbitrary translationally-invariant operator of the
form

Xex = Z 0; . (9)

Then Viy = i[Xex, Ho] (and similarly for any IoM correc-

tion Q((ll)) is also a translationally-invariant sum of local
operators.

Boosted generators. Given an IoM Q(BO), we can

define the boosted operator (using the same convention
as in Ref. [40])

Xoo=-BQY],  BQYI=3"4d) . (0
J

With this definition, from Eq. (8) we find

iXpo, Q] = Tpaj = Jpastot - (11)
J

This proves that the corrections to the IoMs, and, in
particular, the Hamiltonian perturbation

Voo = i[Xbo, Hol = 2i[Xbo, QY] = 2J5 2000, (12)

are extensive local operators, as desired. At times, we
will refer to this perturbation also as Vbﬂo.



Bilocal generators. From two IoMs Qg)) and QE,O)
we define a bilocal operator as follows [40, 43]:

_ 0) (0) (0)
= Z{qﬂu’qv k} +3 Z{ ﬂJ’q%
i<k
(13)

X = [Q1Q]
Using Eq. (8), we get

i[Xpi, QY] = Z ({qioj-, Jsaj + Jsajr1}

(©
_{qﬁ,;‘v Jyai + J“/a,j-%l}) - (14)

We then find that, also in this case, the corrections to
the ToMs, including the perturbation
Vi = i Xpi, Ho] = 2i[X1i, QY] = 24[[Q5 QY1 Q] ,
(15)
are extensive local operators. At times, we refer to this
perturbation also as Vb/?'y.

2. Local perturbations

Here we consider some classes of operators that gener-
ate strictly local perturbations or “local impurities,” i.e.,
perturbations that have support on a finite region around
a site Jp.

Strictly local generators. We first consider the case
of a strictly local generator

Xioe = Ojo ) (16)

where Oj, has a finite support around the site jo. Clearly,
all the corrections to the IoMs, as well as the Hamilto-
nian perturbation Vioe = [Xioc, Hol, are strictly local
perturbations.

Discontinuous step generators. As a different class
of a generator, given an IoM Qg)) we now define the step
generator:

step Z q . (]. 7)

Jj=Jjo

From Eq. (8) we find

i[Xstepn Q((yo)} = JBa,jo ) (18)

which is a stricly local operator with support around jg.
Therefore,

‘/step = i[Xstep, HO} = 22‘[Xvstepa ng)} = 2Jﬁ,2;jo (19)

is also a strictly local operator, which we will at times

refer to as Vs'fep.

C. Weak integrability breaking generators in finite
chains and X*¢F as a proxie for Xbo/bi

The generators defined in Sec. IIB for infinite chains
allow us to construct various types of weak integrability-
breaking perturbations, with quasi-IoMs conserved up to
O(A\?). For these weak perturbations, the existence of
quasi-IoMs satistying [Hy + AV, QES) + )\Qg)] = 0(\?)
can be easily proved by a direct evaluation of the com-
mutators: Since all the operators involved are extensive
local, the results hold similarly for infinite and finite
chains with periodic boundary conditions (provided that
the system size is larger than the range of the terms in

QY and Q).

Despite this, with the exception of the extensive local
and strictly local ones, the generators defined in Sec. II B
for an infinite chain do not have a simple counterpart for
finite chains with periodic boundary conditions. In these
cases, there is no recipe for finding an explicit expression
for an operator X that satisfies Eq. (2) in a finite chain.
We can nevertheless construct numerically the AGP de-
fined in Sec. II: If such an operator X exists, it has to
coincide with XAGF up to an operator that has the block-
diagonal structure set by the eigenspaces of Hy.

In this work, we would like to understand detailed
properties of the extracted XAGF for such perturbations,
which is important for a number of reasons we listed in
the introduction. The numerical methods used to extract
XAGP can be readily tested for perturbations Vi, Jloc gen-
erated by extensive or strictly local generators: In these
cases, the generators Xy o are well-defined also for fi-
nite chains, providing an exact benchmark for our meth-
ods. This allows us to understand subtleties of the nu-
merical computation of XAGP and to determine condi-
tions and additional methods for recovery of exact X.

D. Heisenberg spin-1/2 chain: notation and review

In this work, we focus on the spin-1/2 Heisenberg chain
(also known as the XXX model), which is a well known
integrable model with the following Hamiltonian:

L
Hy=3 3 G, (20)
j=1

where ¢; = (0] ,0%,07%) is the vector of Pauli operators
on site j. Hp is a translational, time reversal, inversion,
and SU(2) invariant sum of local operators acting on two

sites.

The Hamiltonian Hy commutes with an extensive set of

ToMs Q((yo), a=2,3,.... Weshow here the local densities



for the first few IoMs:

0 1, |

Qé]) = 501‘ “0j41 5 (21)
0 1., R

qé,} = —5(0 X Fj1) - Fjsa (22)

0 7 =4 = - — —
q‘(l,j) = [(O’jfl X O'J) X O-j+1} “Oj42 _2Jj . Uj+1+

1. . 1., .

T 505-1 0541+ 505 Tjt2 - (23)
Note that Hy = QQéo) and our conventions for {Q&O)} are
the same as in Refs. [40, 43] for easy reference. Our choice

for the density qfloj) differs from Ref. [40] to have an ex-
pression that is invariant under inversion at a point, here
chosen to be bond center between j and j+1. This will be
convenient when discussing lattice symmetry properties

of Vs and AGPs.

IIT. CALCULATION AND
CHARACTERIZATION OF AGPS

In this section, we collect some observations about
symmetry properties of AGPs and discuss practical con-
siderations when numerically calculating and character-
izing AGPs.

A. Formal properties of XACGP

The AGP operator, Eq. (5), can be written as

U SUE e TCY
NyM€n F€m, m n
-3 e )

v, e,

where, e.g., Greek letter v refers to a full eigenspace
associated with an eigenvalue ¢, of Hy and P, =
> n.en—=c, M) (n| is the corresponding projector. The
block-diagonal part of V' with respect to the blocks de-
fined by the eigenspaces of Hy is Viiag = >, P,V P,
while the AGP captures the off-diagonal part V' — Vjiag,
see Eq. (6). We note also that (XAGP)4,, = 0 by con-
struction.

The above operator form of XASF immediately shows
the basis-independence of the numerically calculated
XAGP when dealing with degenerate energies and also
allows deducing its symmetries from the properties of
Hy and V. Specifically, suppose Hy has a unitary sym-
metry U, UH UT = Hy; it follows that UP, Ut = P, Vv.
Further, suppose that UVUT = 4V, e.g., u = *1 for
V even/odd under U; we obtain UXAGPUT = ¢y XAGP,
i.e., XAGP has the same transformation properties un-
der U as V. For example, in many cases both Hy and
V' have the lattice translation symmetry and the spin

SU(2) symmetry, hence the same is true about the cal-
culated XACP. For any other unitary symmetry of Hy,
say lattice inversion, the symmetry of XAG¥ follows that
of V. On the other hand, for an anti-unitary symme-
try © like the physical time reversal, O Hy©~! = H,
©iO©~! = —i (transforming physical spins as ©5,;07! =
—3;), if OV~ = 9V, then OXACPO~1 = —9XACP,
that is, XACP transforms oppositely under the time re-
versal compared to V.

Using similar arguments, for any integral of motion

&0) we have Q&O)Pl, = P,,Qg)), and hence

XAGP

V) %QS”] =XV (26)

that is, adding any linear combination of IoMs to V' does
not change the calculated AGP.
Finally, we note that

[XAGP n ZPVAVPV,HO = [XACP mHol,  (27)

where A, = Zn,n';en:e \—e, Qnn |n) (n'| = P,A,P, is an
arbitrary operator actiﬁg in the eigenspace of H corre-
sponding to the eigenvalue €,. That is, as far as solv-
ing for X satisfying i[X, Hy] = V is concerned, we can
always add to X such an arbitrary block-diagonal op-
erator in the eigenbasis of Hy (and the converse is also
true, since ). P, A, P, captures all operators that com-
mute with Hp). Recalling (XA9P)4;,, = 0, in particular,
XAGP might be not the simplest form (e.g., as far as
representation in terms of local operators is concerned),
although in some cases natural symmetry conditions on
X can enforce A, = 0, removing this ambiguity in ex-
tracting X.

B. Regularized AGP formulation and AGP norm

Calculation of the AGP matrix elements involves en-
ergy denominators that can be exponentially small in sys-
tem size. Since such energy spacings have some inherent
randomness to them (e.g., going from one pair of lev-
els to another or from one system size to the next), the
corresponding contributions to AGP properties can be
very noisy. To reduce such noise, Ref. [48] introduced a
regularized version of the AGP defined by the following

replacement, for each X,’?ﬁp with energy denominator
Wmn = €m — €n,
wmn
— freg.(wmn) =5 | 3 (28)
Wmn .

where p is a small energy scale on the order of the en-
ergy level spacing (precise choices will be described later).
The regularized version of the AGP also reasonably treats
possible degeneracies in the spectrum of Hy: In numeri-
cal calculations, a degenerate pair of levels often appears



as non-degenerate due to roundoff errors, but the regular-
ized AGP version will properly suppress the correspond-
ing matrix elements as long as p is much larger than the
roundoff error. For some calculations when comparing
with analytical results, to avoid any numerical depen-
dence on the scale u, we also use a step regulator

L if l€m —

€n| >
fregA; step(wmn) = {wm" n| a ) (29)

0, otherwise

with p chosen to be much smaller than the typical level
spacing but much larger than the typical roundoff error
for degenerate eigenvalues (such separation appears to
still work for our system sizes). Note that all our state-
ments about the formal symmetry properties of XAGP
continue to hold also for the regularized versions, since
the regulators depend only on the energies and not on
the eigenbasis choices for degenerate eigenvalues.

For our initial characterization of an AGP, we compute
its Frobenius norms using convention

1
| XACF? = 5 D IR (30)

n,m

where D is the total Hilbert space dimension, e.g.,
D = 2 for a spin-1/2 chain of size L. For an inter-
acting system, the spacing between energy levels scales
as €41 — €, ~ 1/D, assuming non-degenerate levels for
simplicity. On the other hand, the corresponding off-
diagonal matrix elements of a generic local operator scale
as Vopm ~ 1/ D'/2ignoring any polynomial factors in L.
Hence, Xﬁ%il ~ D'/? in this case, and the AGP norm
is at least || XACP||2 > L5 [XAGE 2~ D ~ el with
k = In2 (the last equation is for the spin-1/2 chain).
Such a scaling of the AGP norm is a signature that
the perturbation is indeed a generic one, which we call
“strong perturbation.”

In contrast, for the special weak perturbations we ex-
pect only polynomial scaling of the AGP norm with the
system size. This is manifest when XACF is explicitly
known, like in the case of a perturbation generated us-
ing an extensive local generator Xox: By thinking in the
Pauli string basis we readily obtain || Xc||? ~ L.

We also expect polynomial scaling for perturbations
generated using Xpo and Xp;, where XAGP in finite
chains is not known and hence the precise scaling is also
not known; these cases will be the object of our studies.
More generally, scaling of the AGP norm can be used
to detect if a perturbation is weak even when no prior
knowledge about its generator is available.

Previous studies of the AGP norms for perturbations of
the Heisenberg chain [42, 48] considered X 4GP restricted
to the SE; = 0 sector and calculated the corresponding
norm defined by Eq. (30) with n,m restricted to this
sector and D replaced by the dimension of this sector:

1
AG § AG
X PH%fot:O Dg- |XnmP|2 : (31)
Sfor=0 n,m:Sz . =0

tot ™

In order to access larger system sizes and stay consistent
with the previous studies, the AGP norms reported in
Figs. 1 and 6 are computed in the zero magnetization
sector as given by Eq. (31). Such restrictions do not
change the exponential scaling of the AGP norm in the
strong perturbation cases. As far as the power of the
polynomial scaling in the weak perturbation cases, we
expect that it will not change either.

A non-rigorous argument is as follows. First, V' does
not connect different SZ,, sectors, so thinking about the
sectors separately and then combining them is appropri-
ate. Second, we expect that the increase in the num-
ber of contributions to the AGP norm when calculated
in the entire Hilbert space (i.e., including all sectors) is
roughly compensated by the corresponding increase in
the Hilbert space dimension used in the denominator.
We numerically verify that ||XAGP||23éz .o gives correct
scaling for the perturbations generatedoby Xex Where an-
alytical scaling in the entire Hilbert space is known. For
all of the weak perturbations studied, using somewhat
smaller sizes, we also compare the AGP norm in the full
Hilbert space to the one restricted to the S¢, = 0 sec-
tor and confirm that the scaling is not affected by this
restriction.

C. Characterization of the AGP in the Pauli string
basis

We would like to study the structure of AGPs in more
detail, beyond just their norm scalings. To this end, in
each case we also calculate the full AGP (i.e., including
all SZ, sectors) and expand it over the Pauli string basis

XAGP _ Z

S=[p1,02;--,pL]

Pl P2 PL
Cpipz..p01 02" --- 0", (32)

pj € {0,2,y, 2} with 0¥ denoting the identity 2 x 2 ma-
trix. Symmetries impose constraints on the Pauli string
amplitudes. For example, if XAGP is even under the
time reversal, then it can contain only strings with even
numbers of non-trivial Pauli’s, while if it is odd, then
only odd number of Pauli’s. Other symmetry quantum
numbers like under the lattice inversion impose specific
relations on the Pauli string amplitudes, which we watch
for in our analysis.

We can also express the AGP norm as ||
Y s les|?, and hence we can characterize the relative im-
portance of each Pauli string S by the corresponding con-
tribution to the AGP norm, defining the corresponding
weight (fraction of the norm) as

XAGP”Q —

les|”

ws = [XAGP|2

Zws =1. (33)
S

For a given Pauli string S = [p1, pa2, - - .
its non-trivial support as

supp(S) = {j,p; # 0} . (34)

,pr], we define



We will often refer to the size of supp(S) as simply sup-
port of S. In the simplest characterization, we will mea-
sure the weight of all Pauli strings with a given support
size k,

wlsupport k] = Z wg . (35)
S, |supp(S)|=k

When studying the spatial structure of the contribut-
ing Pauli strings, we will define the spatial range of S in
the PBC chain of size L as

range(S) = L —max{h : 3, p;=pj1=...=pj+n-1=0},
(36)
ie., L minus the size of the largest “hole” (seg-

ment of consecutive identity matrices) in the
string. For a short spatially localized string
S = [0,...,0,p pit1s- -+ Pitr—1,0,...,0] with non-

trivial p; and p;y.—1 (while p; can be arbitrary for
i<t <i+r—1),r < L/2, the above definition coincides
with the natural notion of the range, range(S) = r,
while it also works reasonably for arbitrary strings in
PBC. In the corresponding spatial characterization, we
will measure the weight of all Pauli strings with a given
range 7,

wlrange r| = Z ws . (37)
S, range(S)=r

IV. AGP STUDIES OF EXTENSIVE
TRANSLATIONALLY INVARIANT
PERTURBATIONS

In this section, we present all of the extensive pertur-
bations studied, a number of which have not appeared in
the literature before, including a few strong integrability-
breaking ones. While our main focus is to understand the
generators of boost-type perturbations, studying weak
perturbations with extensive local and bilocal generators
provides additional insight into our original question. We
first consider those perturbations that preserve the trans-
lational invariance of the original Hamiltonian as opposed
to perturbations that are strictly local, which we will dis-
cuss in a later section. Since the strong perturbations,
which we will discuss first, are very sensitive to small
energy denominators we used the regularized AGP and
introduced the regulator cutoff following Ref. [48]. On
the other hand, we have confirmed numerically that the
extracted AGPs for weak perturbations are not sensitive
to the choice of the cutoff, showing only small quantita-
tive variation for a range of p. In fact, we obtain similar
results also using the step regulator, Eq. (29), that for
judicious choices of p is independent of y corresponding
to using precisely the original AGP definition, which is
preferred in some contexts.

1. Strong integrability-breaking perturbations

We start with generic extensive perturbations. Since
most generic perturbations will break integrability
strongly, this allows us to establish a baseline to which
we compare the behavior of weak perturbations later on.
Perturbations that break integrability strongly will all
behave similarly. Perturbations of the type > y 0 0itm
with m = 2,3,4,5 were previously studied in Ref. [42],
where the authors found that all except the case m = 2
are strong perturbations that break the integrability. We
will discuss why the second-neighbor perturbation is spe-
cial in the next section.

The two extensive strong integrability-breaking pertur-
bations that we study here are:

Vir =) 3 Gjys; (38)
i

Viz = (—1)06;- 541 - (39)
i

Vs,1 has the same symmetry properties as the Hamilto-
nian and the corresponding XSF is expected to be odd
under the time reversal, so only Pauli strings with odd
support have non-zero contributions to XAGF.

On the other hand, Vi, breaks the translation sym-
metry and is well defined only for an even number of
sites; it is even under the time reversal, so the cor-
responding XACF is also odd under the time reversal.
Additionally, V;o was recently considered in Ref. [52]
while studying the robustness of the superdiffusion in
the Heisenberg spin chain to integrability-breaking per-
turbations. From the finite-size results in Ref. [52], the
super-diffusion appeared to persist at least for small per-
turbation strength, which was suggestive of some robust-
ness to the integrability-breaking. However, the measure
we will present here shows that Vi » is actually a strong
perturbation that breaks integrability.

2.  Weak perturbations generated by X oo

Perturbations generated by X.x have exactly known
generators and thus establish a baseline for the methods
we employ. As we will show in Sec. IV B, our ability to
recover an exact X depends on the symmetries of V, in
particular on whether or not Xgi.g is zero. We present
here three perturbations generated from extensive local
Xox with different © (time reversal) and I (lattice inver-



sion) symmetries:
Vex1 =2 (6 X Fj43) - (Fjy1 — Fjt2) (40)
J

Vex,2 = 22 (43 - (G453 — Fj42)
J

L QL

(65 X Gj41) X Gjy2) - Fjya
(6 X Fjg2) X Gj+3) - Fjta
—2((0j X Fj41) X Gj13) - Ojta
+2((65 X Fj12) X Fj41) - 03+3] ;o (41)

Vers =2 [((3) X §j41) X Gjya) - Gjya
j

o
o

X
j X

+ +
Q

— (8 % Gjs2) X Gjys) - Fjpa] - (42)
It is easy to see that Vi1 is odd under © and even under
I, Viex,2 is even under both © and I, and V3 is even

under © but odd under I. The corresponding generators
that work on any finite PBC chain are

Xex1 =Y G Fiya s (43)
j

Xex2 = Z(Ej X Gjy3) - (041 — Tjra) ,  (44)
J
Xexs = Y (6 X Fj43) - (Fj1 + Fjpa) . (45)
J
These are examples with an exact X that we sometimes
refer to. Since the generator is known, we can directly
compare it to the result from our procedure that tries to
recover it by computing AGP numerically and expanding
in the Pauli string basis. This is not true for the boost
and bilocal cases as we will explain next.

8. Weak perturbations generated by Xpo

Our main interest are perturbations generated by Xy,
defined in Eq. (10). Following our discussion in the previ-
ous section, we know that adding a linear combination of
IOMs to V does not change the XAP  see Eq. (26). We
take advantage of this fact and use it to present partic-
ularly simple perturbations that have boosted operators
as their generator:

Vbo,1 = Zﬁj G = 23200 + 8QY + QY| (46)
j

Vie2 = (3 X Gj13) - (Fj41 + Fjya)
j

9
= 24000 + 12Q) + §Qg°> . (47)

Here the currents Jg 2,101 are defined as in Eq. (11), while
the ToM Qéo) is from Ref. [40]. Hence, up to additions
of ToMs, these perturbations in an infinite chain are in-
deed obtained using boosted generators: With our con-

vention Hy = 2Q§0), the infinite-chain Xpo1 = —B] go)}

and Xpoo = —B[QELU)], as in Eq. (10). As explained in
Sec. IIT' A, in a finite PBC chain, e.g., Vi1 and 2J3 250t
have identical AGP (the IoMs only contribute to the
block-diagonal part Vgiag), which we have verified as fur-
ther checks on our numerical routines, and we will not
be making distinction between these from now on.

Perturbation V4,1, which has the same symmetries
as Hy and is the simplest such perturbation of the
Heisenberg chain, has a long history in the literature.
Its weak integrability-breaking character was noticed al-
ready in Refs. [24, 41] with the finding of the first quasi-
IoM, further bolstered in Ref. [39] finding a few more
quasi-IoMs. Its generation by Xy, was pointed out in
Refs. [40] and [42].Reference [42] also studied the corre-
sponding AGP norm finding || X*%F[Vi,,1][|> ~ Llog L
scaling with L. In this paper we further examine this
scaling and its implications and will study the spatial
structure of the AGP.

On the other hand, Vi, 2 is odd under both © and I

symmetries, which are the same symmetries as for ng),
and is the simplest such perturbation. To our knowledge,
it has not been identified as a weak integrability-breaking
perturbation before. By studying both V4,51 and Vi 2,
we hope to learn about general properties of any V4,o-type
perturbation.

4. Weak perturbations generated by Xy,

We consider two perturbations generated by the bilocal
operator:

Viia = illQY1Q8"], Hol = (2, - Fj2 — 25; - Gy
j
+(05 - Gj41)(Fjr2 - Gjv3) + (05 - Gj+3)(Fj41 5j+2)}7
(48)
Viiz = i[[QY Q) Ho)

=> [2(5j X Gj43) - (Gj41 4 Tj42)
J

X Gjra) - (Fj41 + Fjt3)

Gjt3 X Gjta) X Gjq1] X G} - Ojyo
Gjt1 X 05) X Gj43] X Gjyat - Fjta
X Gjr1) X Ojaa] X Tjta} - Ojaa

—

j+1 X UJ+4) X 5j+2] X EjJrg} . E]] . (49)

Perturbation V41 was obtained in Ref. [40] and is sym-
metric under both © and I symmetries. On the other
hand, V4,2 has not been considered before; it is odd un-
der both © and I. By studying V41 and Vi o, we learn
about general properties of any Vj,;-type perturbation.
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Figure 1. Left, main panel: The rescaled AGP norm squared, || X*%Y||%- _,/L, as a function of the system size L for the
Heisenberg Hamiltonian perturbed by the extensive perturbations given in the table on the right. The grey line shows the
exponential fit HXAGP ||25tz t:O/L o e with k ~ In2. Left, small panels: The weak integrability breaking perturbations only and
on a linear scale; top: pe;turbations with known boosted and bilocal generators in the infinite system; bottom: perturbations
with known extensive local generators on any finite PBC chain. For easier visualization, some of the perturbations have been
rescaled by a constant (L-independent) prefactor. Right, table: Listing of the perturbations studied with reference to equations
in the main text; quantum numbers under time reversal © and inversion I symmetries; and their observed AGP norm scaling
in the Sg = 0 sector. (For Vi 2, since it breaks translation symmetry, one needs to separate inversion in site or bond center,

and we simply do not mark the corresponding I.)

A. Scaling of the AGP norms

We compute the regularized XACGP for each of the
perturbations listed above. We consider the Frobenius
norm of XAGF restricted to the SZ, = 0 sector de-
fined in Eq. (31), regularized as in Eq. (28). Figure 1
shows the corresponding rescaled regularized AGP norm,
| XAGP||2/L, computed in the SZ,, = 0 sector with regu-
lator p = L/Dstzot:(); the table in the figure reports the

scaling fits in each case.

For the strong perturbations V; ; and V; 2, we observe
exponential scaling of the AGP norm ~ e*”, as predicted
by ETH. Figure 1 shows the exponential line given by
et with k = In2 = 0.6931 tracking the overall growth
of these AGP norms. Independent direct fits for V5 ; and
Vs,2 give k = 0.77 and 0.66 respectively, which is consis-
tent with previous findings and expectations for generic
perturbations [48]. The numerical results for V;; are in
agreement with those in Ref. [42], while the results for
Vs,2 show that this perturbation, considered specifically
in Ref. [52], is also a strong integrability-breaking per-
turbation.

Turning to perturbations Vex 1, Vex 2, and Vey 3, we find
that the AGP norm squared scales proportionally to L in
all these cases, as expected for local extensive generators.
The numerically calculated || XA%P||2/L saturates to a
fixed number in each case, as we show in more detail in a
small panel in Fig. 1. Since we are computing the norm in
the fixed SZ,; = 0 sector, it does not exactly correspond
to the AGP norm in the full Hilbert space. However,
this does not qualitatively change the scaling of the norm

with the system size. Furthermore, as we will explain in
Sec. IV B 2, only for Vi« 2 we can recover exactly X AGP —
Xex,2 in the full Hilbert space, while for Vox 1 and Vi 3
the recovery of the corresponding Xy 1 and X, 3 suffers
from the missing diagonal part in the calculated XAGP,
Nevertheless, we see that such obstacles to recovering
exact generators do not change the qualitative AGP norm
scaling properties.

We now consider perturbations Vio1 and Vi o.
Naively, in these cases the norm of an XAGP approxi-
mating an Xy, is expected to scale as L3: In an infinite

system, Xy, ~ B [Qg))], and a naive restriction to a chain

of length L, e.g., 2%, (j — jo)al ),
ble offset jo € [1,..., L] and ignoring that such expres-
sions are ill-defined in PBC, would give || Xpol/? ~ L3,
and the rescaled behavior corresponding to analysis in
Fig. 1 would be || Xp|?/L ~ L?. We instead find that
| XAGP||2/L scales as LP with p < 1 for both V4,1 and
Vo2 cases. Our fits of | XASF||2/L = a+bLP find that p
is fairly small in both cases, p = 0.03 for both. The curves
are also consistent with || XA%P||2/L = c+dlog(L). Log-
arithmic scaling of the AGP norm for V,,; was pro-
posed before in [42]. Here we confirm that such weaker-
than-linear scaling of || XA%?||2/L holds for both boost-
generated perturbations. This scaling will be important
for understanding bilocal-generated and step-generated
perturbations later.

Finally, we discuss the bilocal generators Vi;; and
Vbi,2. Here, the norm of the X AGP ghtained from Xy,
is expected to scale as L? if we naively restrict summa-
tions in Eq. (13) to run over j,k € [1,...,L]. We find

including any possi-



that the rescaled norm squared of XACP scales as aLP?
with p ~ 1.32 for V41 and p = 1.546 for V4, 2. Note that
these fits were obtained from system sizes L = 8 to 19.
Our analysis in Sec. IV B4 suggests p = 1 in this case,
similar to the naive expectation, and the discrepancy is
likely due to the rather limited range of available sizes.
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Figure 2. Visualization of the structure of XAGP for Vs,1 in
terms of the decomposition in the Pauli string basis. Left:
Fraction of the total AGP norm of strings with support & as
given in Eq. (35). Right: Fraction of the total AGP norm
of strings with range r as given in Eq. (37). The AGP of
chaotic perturbations appears to be a highly non-local oper-
ator, which refers to its spread over the Pauli strings of all
supports and ranges. This will serve as a reference for the
rest of the plots we will present in this study.

B. Characterization of the AGPs in the Pauli
string basis

1.  AGP for strong perturbations

Strong integrability-breaking perturbations exhibit
universal behavior. As shown in Sec. IV A, norms of
XAGP for generic non-integrable perturbations scale ex-
ponentially with the system size. We expect that the
XAGP operator is highly non-local in the Pauli string
basis for such perturbations.

To confirm the highly non-local structure of the XAGP
for the strong perturbations, we examine their decompo-
sition in Pauli operators. For V4 1, the weights for a given
support and range, as defined in Egs. (35) and (37), are
plotted in Fig. 2. Since Hy and V;; are even under ©
and even under I, X2SP must be odd under © and even
I. Correspondingly, in Fig. 2 we observe that only Pauli
strings with an odd support k£ = 3,5,7,... and with cor-
rect inversion symmetry contribute.

Crucially, we note that the weight is significantly
spread over all supports and ranges for a fixed system
size, and moves to larger supports and ranges as we in-
crease the system size. We conclude that XAGP for a
generic strong integrability-breaking perturbation is ex-
tended in space and highly non-local.

10

In addition, in Appendix C, Fig. 13, we show com-
parison of the operator participation ratios (OPRs) for
all of the perturbations in this section. The OPR of
strong integrability-breaking perturbations captures this
non-locality well.

2. AGP for weak perturbations generated by Xy

Perturbations generated by X, have a known, well-
defined generator in finite systems. We can then ask the
question of how faithfully our numerical procedure recov-
ers it. In Fig. 3 we show analysis of the AGP content for
the perturbation Ve 1, while in Fig. 14 in App. D we show
similar analysis for Ve« 3. We find that we do not numeri-
cally recover the exactly known X for Ve 1 and Vex s [we
have checked that this is not because of the regulator,
since the difference remains essentially unchanged for a
range of cutoffs p and for both regulators Eq. (28) or
Eq. (29)]. To understand why, it is useful to consider the
symmetries of the operators in question. The generator
of Vex,1, namely X 1, is even under both © and I, which

are the same symmetries that IoMs Qg)) have when « is
even. Xex 1 can therefore have non-trivial diagonal part
which cannot be recovered by the corresponding XAGP
[see the discussion in Sec. IITA after Eq. (27)].

Similar argument holds for X 3, which is odd under
both © and I, which are the same as symmetries of the

ToMs Qg)) with « odd, allowing non-trival diagonal part
for Xex,3 that our procedure cannot recover. We can,
however, check that for both Vi« 1 and Vey 3 what is miss-
ing in the XACF is precisely the Xgiag = »., P, XP,. In
Appendix B we outline a procedure for an unbiased re-
covery of the missing diagonal part by a minimization of
a cost function that penalizes strings with larger support
or range, which we have tested for Vi ;1 and which works
partially but can be systematically improved.

Even without any recovery, from Figs. 3 and 14 we see
that only strings with small supports and with small spa-
tial ranges contribute to the AGP norm and that half of
the norm is in the strings that make up the exact gener-
ator, e.g., support k = 2 and range k = 3 for Vo 1. The
log-scale plots in the bottom panels of the same figures
additionally suggest exponential decay in contributions
from strings with support and range larger than the ones
in the generator. Furthermore, the fraction of the AGP
norm on the strings with the smallest support and range
is either increasing or converging to a fixed value with
increasing system size L.

On the other hand, we find that for the sizes in the
Pauli string studies the XAGP for Vex,2 completely recov-
ers its exact generator Xey o. For the regularized XAGY
defined with the regularization in Eq. (28) there is a small
error introduced by the cutoff p, while the XAGP ob-
tained with the step regulator Eq. (29) is exactly Xex,2-
The ability to completely recover the generator of Vi o
is again due to the symmetry argument explained above:
Now Xex 2 is odd under © and even under I, which is
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Figure 3. Visualization of the structure of XACGP for Vex,1
in terms of the decomposition in the Pauli string basis. Top
panels: Left: Fraction of the total AGP norm in strings with
support k as defined in Eq. (35). Right: Fraction of the total
AGP norm in strings with range r as defined in Eq. (37). Bot-
tom panels: Same date as in the top panels but displayed with
logarithmic vertical scale. Note that the fraction of the AGP
norm on the lowest k strings is, unlike in Fig. 2, not changing
with system size, and is in fact growing on the strings we know
to make the exact X. Similar data for Vex 3 can be found in
Fig. 14 in App. D. For Vix,2 we do not show such plots as
we recover the exact X of Eq. (44). Note: All the four-panel
AGP visualization plots that follow represent the same infor-
mation but for different perturbations. We will refer readers
to this plot for the information that applies to all of them and
focus only on perturbation-specific details instead.

different from the symmetries of any Qg)). In App. A
we argue that any diagonal operator can be generated in
the algebra sense by {Qg))} (in fact, for most of the sizes
in the Pauli string studies just ng) and Qéo) are suffi-
cient), and hence cannot have the same symmetries as
Xex,2. The diagonal part of Xy o is then zero, and hence
the Vex 2 case does not suffer from the problems encoun-
tered by Vex1 and Vex s cases. [Nevertheless, we suspect
that the exact recovery of the X o generator by the
AGP is special for small sizes, while going to larger sizes
one would need to use the generalized AGP approach
described in App. A.]
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8. AGP for weak perturbations generated by Xpo

Finite-size generators of V},,1 and V;02 are our main
objects of interest. Here we present the Pauli string char-
acterizations in the V4, 1 case shown in Fig. 4, while the
Vbo,2 case is shown in App. D in Fig. 15. We find that the
distribution of the weight with support or range is very
different from the strong perturbation cases like V;; and
is closer to what we see for the cases with known exten-
sive local generators like Vo 1. Nevertheless, there is a
transfer of weight away from the smallest support onto
strings with somewhat larger supports as we increase the
system size L. Both boost-generated perturbations show
similar behavior with respect to the support and range
of the Pauli strings that contribute to the norm squared,
Figs. 4 and 15.

Since Vio,1 is even under both © and I symmetries, the
corresponding XAGP is odd under © and even under I,
while these symmetries are exactly opposite for V;,, 2 and
its AGP. As argued in App. A and used in our discussion
of the Ve cases in Sec. IV B 2, diagonal operators cannot
have such (0©,1) = (odd,even) or (even,odd) symmetry
numbers. Hence, we consider the V},,1 and Vi, 2 cases
as not suffering from the missing diagonal part in the
recovery of X, in contrast to the Vi1 and Vi3 cases.
Furthermore, we note that V4,51 has the same symmetries
as Vex,2, where for our system sizes the AGP was able to
recover the generator X 2 exactly. Hence, for these sizes
we can view X AGP[VbOJ} as the best possible recovery of
the finite-size generator in this case as well.

As symmetry plays a big role in which strings will ap-
pear in the XAGP we note that the shortest range Pauli
strings that are (odd, even) under (©, I) are proportional
to Zj (5’} X 6j+3) . (Ej—i-l — Ej+2)' For Vbo,h these are the
only strings of support k = 3 and range r = 4 that ap-
pear and most of the weight is on them. This helps make
sense of Fig. 4 by noting that the data for the fraction
of the norm from r = 4 strings is really showing contri-
butions from this particular operator. The large contri-
bution from this operator is not exclusive to V4,1, but
is shared by other weak perturbations having the same
symmetries. In fact, this operator is the one with the
largest fraction of the AGP norm for W,; ; and is actually
the exact generator of Vi o.

On sizes L < 6, there is only one more translation-
ally invariant operator with these symmetries. It is thus
not surprising that the fraction of the AGP norm on this
particular operator is largest for the smallest L for both
Vio,1 and Ve 2. However, while for Vi, o this operator
is also the exact Xy 2, for Vio1 the weight on this op-
erator decreases with the system size. The norm shifts
to operators with k =5 and 7 (some norm also stays on
k = 3,r > 4), and at first they appear to grow signifi-
cantly, but the weights seems to approach some limiting
values as the system size increases. As shown in the
lower panels of Fig. 4, these limiting values appear to
decrease exponentially with the support and range, sug-
gesting some possible convergence in the large L limit.
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Figure 4. Visualization of the structure of XAGP for Vho,1 in
terms of the decomposition in the Pauli string basis origanized
by support k and range r (see caption in Fig. 3 for details).
This object is our main interest. Similarly to the extensive
local perturbations, the AGP here exhibits signs of quasi-
locality, even though the AGP norm grows faster in this case.
The weight on the smallest £ and r strings is decreasing, but
this is balanced out by the next smallest k and r, and it seems
likely that the weights will converge rather than keep shifting
towards the strings with larger k and r values (as was the case
for the strong perturbations).

Nevertheless, we have not been able to capture the ob-
served AGP with a closed-form analytic expression.

It should be noted that the exponential decrease of the
weight for larger and larger supports and ranges is a very
peculiar feature. The number of Pauli strings of a given
support k or range r grows exponentially with k£ or r.
The “quasilocality” exhibited by the XACF for the Vi-
type perturbations is therefore a very “rare” property in
the space of operators. This characterization is one of
our main focuses and results in this work.

4.  AGP for weak perturbations generated by Xp;

We now consider AGPs for V4, 1 and Vi, 2 that we view
as finite-size PBC proxies of the corresponding infinite-
system bilocal generators. Examining the Pauli string
visualization of the XAGP for Vbi1 in Fig. 5, it appears
to converge to an operator with strings primarily of sup-
port 3 and 5; while the AGP for V4 2 in Fig. 16 in App. D
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shows primarily support 4 and 6. Strings with larger sup-
ports are two orders of magnitude smaller, which seems
significant. This is highly suggestive of similarity to the
infinite-chain expression Eq. (13), where we indeed have
such exclusive Pauli string supports, and motivates us to
look for a similar expression on finite chains.
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Figure 5. Visualization of XAGP for Vbi,1 in terms of the
decomposition in the Pauli string basis organized by support
k and range r (see caption in Fig. 3 for details). This figure,
in particular the log-scale panels, was an early indicator that
the AGP could be well approximated by an operator with
a closed analytical form. As the system size increases, the
AGP norm, which in this case grows even faster than for the
Viho-type perturbations, does not keep extending over strings
with larger support and range but is instead well contained
on strings with support 3 and 5.

Consider the following ansatz

L L
> 0 0
X0 =37 cindagy. i} (50)

J=1 k=1
with
cjrk=tk—j)=tk—j+L), (51)

i.e., L-periodic function of the distance between the two
points. This has similar structure to the infinite-system
generator in Eq. (13) and is well-defined on the finite
PBC chain [the infinite-system case formally corresponds
to a f-function t;—(n) =0, 1/2,and 1 for n < 0, n = 0,
and n > 0]. Using the current-defining Eq. (8), which is



valid on a finite PBC chain, we can calculate

L L
0 0
i1X", Q0 = Z( {03 I8 (en1y — e )}
Jj=1 k=1
L
0 0
—{a) T = cu)}), (52)

k=1

where we have performed some resummations and re-
organizations for the final form to resemble the struc-
ture in Eq. (14). Since on the PBC chain we have, e.g.,
> op(ck—1 —cxj) = 0, it is not possible to match the
definition of V; in Eq. (14). The closest we can get is to
require

1 1

Ch—1,j — Chyj = *(51@ +okg41) = 7 (53)
1

Cjk = Cjh—1 = (5k1 +Okg41) = 7 - (54)

These two equations are compatible with the form in
Eq. (51) and one condition

1 1
5(57170 +0n1) — —

t(n) —t(n—1) = T (59)

Its solution, up to an unimportant overall constant, reads

0,
t(n) = {1 _n
2 I

which is understood extended to other integers using
PBC. Thus, t(n) shows step increases by 1/2 — 1/L be-
tween n = —1 = L — 1 and n = 0, and between n = 0
and n = 1, while the values #(1) = 1/2 — 1/L and
t(L—1) =t(—1) = —1/2 4 1/L are “connected” along
the path 1,2,..., L — 1 by a linear function with a small
slope (—1/L). This is then the proxie form of the 8 func-
tion t1—o0(n) that can be realized in PBC.

From now on, we use c¢; as specified above. We fix

ifn=0
ifn=1,2...,L—1 (56)

) )

a = 2 [since Hy = QQéO)] and write the perturbation in
Eq. (15) as Vbﬁiv. With these conventions, we have

X0, Hol = W+ (10, 7 e} — Q) T}

(57)
Thus, X5 is not the exact AGP for Vbﬁﬂ but captures
it up to the exhibited non-local terms with ~ 1/L am-
plitudes. These non-local terms have conserved total
charges as factors in them, which makes them rather spe-
cial. Furthermore, they contain total current operators
that also define Vj,,-type perturbations studied earlier,
see Eq. (12) which we write as Vb'i. Suppose we know
the AGP for such a perturbation in our finite PBC sys-
tem,

i | XACPVEL Ho | = Vi — (Vi )aiag - (58)
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Using commutation of ngo) and Hy, it is easy to check

that

QY XAV, Hol = {Q, Vi, - (vbimag}(. |
59
Similar equation holds with 8 and «y interchanged. Hence

we have
T~ 1
i [X‘*W + E{Q(yo),XAGP[Vb’Zi} *{Q O XASPV T}, Ho
1
=V QY (W datag) + Q. (V) aias).
(60)

Since QI%O) and QS,O) are (block)-diagonal with respect to
the degenerate subspaces of Hy, this equation implies

*{Q(O), (Vo )diag }-
(61)
We can obtain the AGP for the V4,;-type perturbation
in terms of the X and the AGP for the V},o-type pertur-
bations:

1
(Vbtiv)diag = Z{Qg())a (Vbﬁo)diag}

~ ~ 1
XASPIR] = X7 — (X7 )aiag + 7 {QF), XAPIRT])

—{@ D XACPIVY (62)

where the subtraction of the (block-)diagonal part of X#7
appears since the X*CFs are defined to have such parts
equal to zero, and we have again used that Qg)) and QE,O)
are (block)-diagonal so that the block-diagonal parts of
the ~ 1/L terms are already zero.

Specializing to the cases we consider in this work,
Vhina = Vb2 and Vb1 2 = Vb we further note that
Vbi 7~ J2 9ot ™ Q happens to be one of the IoMs

in the Heisenberg chain, and hence XAGP[VP=%] = 0.
In this case, the expressions simplify somewhat and in-
volve the AGPs calculated for the already discussed
Vho-type perturbations, respectively Vi1 = Vk:’oz3 and
Vbo,2 = Vb'{):4:

1 7

= = 1
XRGT = X2 (X + (X007, (63)

XY = X (R + - (R0} (64)
We can confirm that these relations are true for the
XAGPg we recover numerically for the Vii,1/2 perturba-
tions and the corresponding V4, 1,2 perturbations, which
we studied in Sec. IV B 3.

Note that a direct verification requires calculating the
diagonal part of X?7, which we can do numerically. On
the other hand, if we formulate the task as checking the
above relation effectively recovering X?7 from just the
XAGP [Vbi,1/2] and XAGP [Vbo,1/2] measurements, this is
more non-trivial and in full completeness requires the
generalized AGP formulation described in App. A. For



small sizes and with the right symmetries, the diagonal
part of X”7 may vanish already in the original AGP for-
mulation and we can verify the corresponding simpler re-
lations. This is the case for X 23 for the sizes in Fig. 5 but
not for X% for Fig. 16, where we need to use the gener-
alized AGP method. In the former case, it is also impor-
tant that we use a form of density of the ng) IoM that
properly matches inversion properties of the qé?j)- density
so that X 23 has definite inversion symmetry; specifically,
cjg?j)- = (q:(,)?])-_1 + qgoj)) /2 satisfies this. We refer readers to
App. A for more details.

We can now discuss the relative importance of the dif-
ferent contributions to XAGP[V4,] in the above equations.
Recall our finding in Sec. IV A that the AGP norm for
a Viho-type perturbation already has a suppressed norm
compared to naive expectations, namely the numerical
result | XAGP(|2 ~ LFP with p < 1 (in fact, p is close
to zero from the analysis in the table in Fig. 1). In the

above expressions, the X&GP is multiplied by an exten-

sive operator (20) but is suppressed by the additional
factor of 1/L. We can rigorously upper-bound the norm
of this contribution by using the following bound on the
Frobenius norm of a product of two operators A and B:

[AB|Frob. < [|Allop. | BllErob. (65)

where the subscript “Frob.” refers to the Frobenius norm
(which is the default norm in this paper when no sub-
script is used), while “op.” refers to the usual operator

norm. Since ||Q§O) llop./L = const, we obtain

2

1
HL{X&GP, 2} < el (66)

with some fixed number a and p < 1.
On the other hand, it is easy to see that

|X77? = bZ? + O(L) (67)

with some fixed number b. Since we are able to con-
struct Xy,; we numerically confirm this scaling. We note
that if one only has access to smaller system sizes such
as L < 20, the power law fits to || X?7||? = ¢ + dL* give
somewhat exaggerated exponent closer to s &~ 2.5, and
we suspect the scalings we report in the table in Fig. 1
have larger p values than they would if we could access
much larger sizes. We additionally look at the scaling of
| X#7||? compared to the scaling of ||XAGP[V£7]||2 and
find that our upper bounds in Eq. (66) capture the cor-
rect power law. Based on their scaling, contributions
from X?7 dominate, which is then a good approxima-
tion for XAGP[14,;]. We can now say that we understand
the origin of the behavior we saw in Fig. 5 that initiated
these considerations.

Finally, we note how the above formalism applies
to Vpi-type weak integrability-breaking perturbations of
free-fermion models with number conservation, such as
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those studied in Sec. V A in Ref. [40]. In this case, each
ToM Q(BO) is a translationally invariant hopping “Hamil-
tonian,” with either real or imaginary hopping of some
range, and the corresponding total current Jg .to¢ is in
fact another IoM. Hence, the exact AGP in finite-size
PBC systems is given by XAGP[V}77] = XA — (X57) gip.
Of course, if one just wants to satisfy i[X, Hy| = Vbﬁi'y —
(Vi3 diag, the full X#7 will do. This result was obtained
independently by Balazs Pozsgay [53], and we are grate-
ful to him for discussions and communications.

V. AGP STUDIES OF STRICTLY LOCAL
PERTURBATIONS

We now present AGP studies of strictly local perturba-
tions of the Heisenberg chain. We start by considering lo-
cal terms such as the Hamiltonian density at a site jg. It
is not true in general that taking a single local term from
an extensive weak perturbation (such as the single term
Gy - 02 from Vi 1) will be a weak integrability-breaking
perturbation. However, we can construct a strictly local
weak perturbation using generators Xjo. and Xgep de-
fined in Sec. II B. These two classes of generators can be
thought of as local versions of the extensive and boosted
operators respectively.

We refer to these perturbations as “local” to empha-
size that they have finite support localized around some
site jo and thus break the translational symmetry of
the Hamiltonian. Note that we do not know a proce-
dure that can be applied to construct strictly local weak-
integrability breaking perturbations that would be local
versions of the bilocal generators. On the other hand, it
is really easy to pick a strong integrability-breaking per-
turbation, since generic strictly local perturbations, just
like translationally invariant ones, are expected to break
integrability strongly.

1. Strong perturbations

The choices of local perturbations in this section are
meant to illustrate the nuance in defining strictly local
weak integrability-breaking perturbations. Taking the
Hamiltonian density at a single site (more generally, a
local part of an IoM) or the already mentioned second-
neighbor interaction (i.e., a local part of the particular
writing of the weak integrability-breaking Vi,1) might
seem as a possible choice for a weak local perturbation,
but they both break the integrability strongly. Specifi-
cally, we consider the following three perturbations:

Vo3 =00-01, (68)
Vea = 0002, (69)
Vo5 = 0003 . (70)

We kept the naming convention for strong perturba-
tions and continue to use “Vy” since all strong perturba-



tions break integrability in the same way. This is unlike
the weak perturbations, where each weak perturbation
breaks integrability in its own way.

2. Xioc-generated perturbations

The choices we made for the generators of extensive
local perturbations in Sec. IV 2 naturally lend them-
selves to the construction of strictly local weak perturba-
tions that we discuss in this section. We construct weak
perturbations in this section by taking the local terms
of the previously defined generators of V.s at a single
site around jg and commute them with the Hamiltonian.
This procedure generates strictly local weak integrability-
breaking perturbations that we study next. Note that
one could have picked any other group of extensive lo-
cal operators for X. Our choice is convenient for two
reasons: First, we include different symmetry scenarios
while matching the ones we already discussed at the same
time; second, this choice is equivalent to saying that we
use the smallest operators that satisfy given symmetry
properties. An additional benefit of this choice will be-
come clear when we discuss the extracted Xl‘gCGP in the
next section. We now define the three strictly local per-
turbations we study in this section:

Vioe,1 = 2(Go % G2) - (03 — 1) , (71)
Vioe,2 = 870 - 03 — 43¢ - 02 — 471 - 03 (72)
+2((F_1 x Gg) x 1) - 05 + 2((Fp X G=2) X 03) - T4
—2((6-1 x 89) x F9) - 05 — 2((6g X &1) X F3) - 04

+4((6g x &2) X 71) - 03,
Vioe,3 = 460 - 02 — 401 - 73 (73)
+2((F-1 x Gg) x 1) - 03 —2((Fp x F2) X 03) - 04

+ 2((5,1 X 50) X 52) - 03 — 2((5"0 X 51) X 53) -0y,

which are obtained using generators

Xioe,1 = 0o - F2 (74)
Xioe,2 = (6o X 03) - (61 — F2) , (75)
Xloc,S = (50 X 53) . (51 + 52) . (76)

Note that each Vi, has the same © and I symmetry
properties as the respective extensive perturbations from
the previous section, with the exception of the inversion
I being defined with respect to a single point (site 1 for
Vioc,1 and bond center between sites 1 and 2 for Vi 2 and
Vioe,3). One difference from Vixs defined earlier is that
expressions for Vj,cs seem more complicated. This is be-
cause if, e.g., we naively tried a strictly local perturbation
V = (G x d3) - (1 — F2) motivated from the writing of
Vex,1 in Eq. (40) instead of the above defined Vigc 1, we
would find it to be strong integrability-breaking. While
Zj Vioe,1(j) = Vex,1, it is not true that simply taking a
term in any writing of Ve 1 at a single site jo would give
a weak perturbation as well. Note that we set jo = 0
in the cases defined above, but this is true no matter
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the choice of jy. As long as the perturbation is obtained
by evaluating the commutator with an Xj,., it will be a
weak perturbation.

3. Xstep-generated perturbations

A more interesting class of strictly local perturbations
are those generated by Xiep, which is a local counterpart
of the boost. Given our definition of X in Eq. (17) and
Vitep i Eq. (19), we construct the following three weak
perturbations from the local currents associated with the
first three IOMs defined in Sec. I1 D:

Vitep,0 = 2J2,2.5, = (60 X &1) - 52, (77)
Vitep,1 = 2J3,2,5, = —((0o X 71) X G2) - 03 — 25 - 09,
(78)

Vitep,2 = 2J1,2;5, = 2(((Fo X 01) X G2) x 03) - 54
+(5"0><5"1)-5"3+(5'1X5'3)-_’4. (79)

where we specialized to jo = 1 in each case.

For the Heisenberg model, the Js 2., is a local energy
current that also happens to correspond to the local den-
sity of the IToM Qéo). We already saw the importance of
this fact when we discussed the relations for the bilocal
generators, but note that this is not true for other IoMs.
J3,2:5, and Jy 2.5, are local currents of ng) and QSLO) re-
spectively, and while parts of them resemble local parts
of the IoMs ng) and Qéo) respectively, they are not the
same. Furthermore, while 2J3 2.1t is equal to Vi1 up
to true IoMs, cf. Eq. (46), the latter rewriting as a sum
of local terms reorganizes contributions from 2J3 o.;s. As
a result, the “natural” density of Vj,1 turns out to be
the strong perturbation V4, while it is the actual local
current J3 9.5, that is the weak perturbation Vitep, 2.

A. Scaling of the AGP norms

Figure 6 shows the scaling of the AGP norms for the
perturbations defined above. In the previous section,
when discussing extensive perturbations, we were inter-
ested in the scaling of || XASP||2/L. However, since the
perturbations in this section are strictly local, we will
not be rescaling the norm by L. This is an important
difference between Fig. 1 and Fig. 6. Note that simi-
lar arguments as the ones presented in Sec. IV A apply
here as well. The AGP norm for the strong perturba-
tions is expected to grow exponentially with the system
size, while the AGP norm for Vj,.-type perturbations is
not expected to scale with L at all and is expected to
converge to a fixed value with the system size. We see
in Fig. 6 that both of these predictions are confirmed by
the numerics.

Naively placing an Xgicp-type generator onto a finite
chain with jg, e.g., somewhere in the middle of the chain,
would give an operator whose squared norm would scale
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V  Eq. reference © I || XA°P|? fit param.
Vitep,o  Eq. (77)  odd odd a+bLP p=0.865
Vitep,1  Eq. (78)  even even a+bLP p=1.032
Vitep.e Eq. (79)  odd odd a+bL” p=0.796
Vioe,i  Eq. (71)  odd even const.

Vioc,2 Eq. (72) even even const.
Vioe,3 Eq. (73) even odd  const.
Vs,a Eq. (68) even even a+ be* k= 0.68
Vs,a Eq. (69) even even a+ bet x=0.72
Vs Eq. (70)  even even a4+ be™ x =0.64

Figure 6. Left, main panel: The AGP norm squared, ||XAGP ||?, as a function of the system size L for the Heisenberg Hamiltonian
perturbed by the local perturbations given in the table on the right. Dashed line shows the exponential function o e*’ with
k = In2 expected by ETH for strong perturbations, while detailed scaling forms and fits in all cases are listed in the table.
Left, small panels: The weak integrability breaking perturbations only and on a linear scale; top: perturbations with known
step generators in the infinite system; bottom: perturbations with known local generators on any finite PBC chain. As in
Fig. 1, some of the perturbations have been rescaled by a constant (L-independent) prefactor. Right, table: Listing of the
perturbations studied with reference to equations; quantum numbers under the time reversal © and inversion I symmetries;
and their observed AGP norm scaling in the S, = 0 sector including key fit parameters.

proportional to L. We indeed observe that for each of the
Vstep-type perturbations their AGP norm squared scales
with L. What is more interesting is that the Pauli string
characterization in the next section helps us to under-
stand this result systematically. Specifically, we are able
to reduce the XAGP calculation problem to finding an X
which we obtain analytically and which is a well-defined
PBC proxy of the step function, and a part related to
the XAGF of one of the Vi,,-type perturbations from the
previous section.
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Figure 7. Visualization of the structure of the AGP in terms
of the decomposition in the Pauli string basis for X4 when
Hy is perturbed by V5 4. Similarly to the case of V51 in Fig. 2,
we observe that the AGP of a chaotic perturbation appears to
be a highly non-local operator with an exponentially growing
norm.

B. Characterization of the AGPs in the Pauli
string basis

1. AGPs for strong perturbations

Despite being strictly local perturbations, Vi3, Vi,
and V5 have the same dominant effect as extensive
strong perturbations that we discussed in Sec. IV B.
Breaking integrability “strongly” looks essentially the
same regardless of the specific perturbation. We illus-
trate this with the AGP for Vj 4 in Fig. 7, where we again
see the weight of the AGP moving towards larger sup-
ports and longer ranges as we increase the system size.
Thus we see the same non-locality of the AGP operator
as for the extensive strong perturbations Vs ; and V5 s.

2. AGPs for Xioc-generated perturbations

For Vigc,2, which is an appropriate local version of Ve 2
with the same symmetries, the computed XAGF recovers
the exact Xjoc, just as one would expect. As was the
case with Vix 2, we do not show data for this complete
recovery case. For Vioc,1 and Vo 3, on the other hand, we
do not recover the exact Xjo.. These cases are analogous
to those of Vix 1 and Vey 3, where the AGPs could not be
recovered exactly because of the missing diagonal part.
Figures 8 and 17 illustrate the AGP decomposition in
Pauli strings for Vioe,1 and Vioc 3 respectively.

The presence of Pauli strings with different supports
and ranges (even supports in the AGP for Vjo,1 and odd
supports in the AGP for Vi, 3 as required by their sym-
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Figure 8. Visualization of X AGP £ Vioe,1 in terms of the de-
composition in the Pauli string basis by support k and range
r (see caption in Fig. 3 for details.) We note again that there
seems to be a pattern here: an operator that is well described
by support k = 2 strings and a much smaller part that re-
sembles the patterns observed for the extensive perturbations
from the previous section. Again, we do not show data for
Vioe,2 as it is exactly recovered and we leave Vi, 3 for the ap-
pendix (D).

metries under ©) indicates that both XASY and XAGY
differ from Xjoc; and Xjoc3 because of the missing di-
agonal part. However, the dominant strings seen in the
AGPs constitute precisely the support-2 range-3 operator
Xiloc,1 and support-3 range-4 operator Xj.c 3 respectively,
and their weight appears to grow towards 1 as the system
size increases.

We note that, in any eigenstate |¥) of the transla-
tion operator T, T'|¥) = e'* |¥), the expectation value
(¥] Xioc,1 |¥) is independent of the location jo and hence
equals (1/L) (¥| Xex1 |¥) (similar relation holds between
Xioc,3 and Xex 3). Since we have noted the missing diag-
onal parts in Xﬁgf/?’ and X 35;53, this suggests that we
may be able to relate these AGPs even without knowing
the diagonal parts. And indeed, we numerically find that
the following relations hold:

en 1 en

Xioen = Xjgen " = 7 (Xex1 = XGT5") . (80)
en 1 en

Xioe,s — Xipo'y 5 = 7 (Xexs = XA5Em (81

However, to come up with these relations, we needed

17

to use a more refined definition of AGP denoted here
as XAGPeen which is the generalized AGP formulation
described in App. A. With this definition, the missing
block-diagonal part of the exact X that we are try-
ing to recover from its XACGP proxy is partially fixed
by using the information about the known corrections

8) of the IoMs. As explained in App. A, this as-
sumes complete resolution of degeneracies with the help
of additional IoMs and reduces the ambiguity in the re-
covery of X to the strictly diagonal part in this basis,
while at the same time the basis vectors are guaran-
teed to be momentum eigenstates ensuring applicability
of (U] Xioc |¥) = (1/L) (V] Xex |¥) discussed earlier.

We illustrate the above relation in Appendix A in
Figs. 11 and 12 where we compare XA 8 and X/0Tsen
and see visual agreement in the pattefns of the distribu-
tion of strings with k£ and r excluding the k = 2,r = 3
strings that define Xjoc1 and Xex 1. If one compares
Figs. 3 and 8 instead, such relations are not immediately
obvious.

3. AGPs for Xgiep-generated perturbations

Figures 9 and 10 show Pauli string characterization of
the XAGP for the Vistep,0 and Viiep,1 perturbations respec-
tively. In both cases, we see that the dominant weight
is on the short Pauli strings of the type present in the
corresponding infinite-system X, generators [Eq. (17)]:
strings 0’ - 6541 with k = 2,7 = 2 in the Vep,0 case and
strings (0 X 6j41) - 0y with k = 3,7 = 3 in the Viep 1
case.

The weight on all other types of strings is much smaller
and decreases quickly with the system size (modulo
even/odd effect) in the Viepo case, in contrast to the
pattern observed in the Vj,-type cases earlier. In the
Vstep,1 and Viiep 2 cases, the weight on the sub-dominant
strings appears to saturate with the system size to val-
ues that decrease exponentially with k£ and r, similar to
the pattern in the boosted cases (the observed saturation
may be due to small system sizes used in the Pauli string
studies).

A more detailed examination of the spatial distribution
of the amplitudes on the dominant strings (which cannot
be seen from the aggregate information in Figs. 9 and 10)
indicates an interesting saw-tooth pattern with location
j, showing a jump near jo and a gradual nearly linear
variation across the system that connects continuously
across the PBC to the values on the two sides of the
jump.

Motivated by these observations, we then attempt to
capture the dominant part of the AGP by the following
ansatz:

L
v 0
X0 =3 ciay) (82)
j=1

which resembles the infinite-system generator in Eq. (17)



but is defined on the finite PBC chain. Using Eq. (8) we
can calculate

XB Q(O Z‘Jﬁad cj—1—¢j) (83)

where we have reorganized the sum to resemble the struc-
ture of the perturbation Vi in Eq. (19). Since on the
PBC chain }_,(cj—1 — ¢;) = 0, we cannot match such
Vstep, but we can get close to it by requiring

1
-1 =6 = 0jjo — T - (84)

We can solve for the amplitudes, e.g., as

if j =j0,50+1,... L,
ifj=1,2,...,50—1,
(85)
where for a more clear illustration of the step between
jo — 1 and jo we have assumed j, > 1 so that 1 <
jo — 1 < L. This is then extended to other j using
PBC; e.g., ¢co = ¢, = 1/2+ 1/(2L) — jo/L and satis-
fies ¢cg — c1 = —1/L. Note that an overall shift of ¢;s
N 2
X# a definite inversion quantum number with respect
to one location, which will be helpful later. This is the
saw-tooth pattern of the amplitudes that we first noticed
numerically in the AGP studies for Viep,0 and Vitep,1 de-
scribed earlier. We can view it as the PBC proxy for the
step function appearing in the infinite-system generator
in Eq. (17).
From now on we use the above c¢; and obtain

does not change [)? B , but the above choice gives

[X’B Q ] Jﬁmao Jﬁa;tot : (86)

Taking o = 2 and recalling Hy = QQgO), we have

o 1

i[X7, Hol = 2Jp,2,5, — 7 2J82:00t = Vieep — V - (87)
Thus, with the help of X5 , we have effectively reduced
the problem of calculating the AGP for V5 to that of

step
calculating the AGP for the translationally invariant VbB0
studied numerically in Sec. IV. More precisely, the above
equation implies that step and Vbﬂo /L have the same
(block-)diagonal part with respect to the degenerate sub-

spaces of Hy, and we obtain
s 1
? XB + Z*X‘—A(;P[vaﬁo]7 HO Vvsfep (‘/;fep)diag : (88)

We then conclude that the following relation holds ex-
actly:

XAGP [V

step]

=5 1
= X7 = (X aiag + T XAFIRI] L (89)
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Figure 9. Visualization of XAGP for Vstep,0 in terms of the
decomposition in the Pauli string basis organized by support k
and range r. Similarly to the case of Viocs, we are encouraged
by the plots to look for an approximate closed-form X, since
unlike for the boost, weight on the higher support strings is
quickly dropping with system size.

where the subtraction of the (block-)diagonal part of X
appears since the XAGPs are defined to have such parts
equal to zero.

Let us now consider our speciﬁc Vstep-type perturba-

tions. In the case of Vitep,o = VA= the related Vio-type

step ’
perturbation, VbB:2 ~ J2.2:t0t ~ Q3 , happens to be an
ToM. Hence, XACP[V7=?] = 0, leading to

XAGP [Vstep,O} = XBZQ - ()?QZQ)diag : (90)

We can use these result as follows. From Eq. (87) we see
that the simple generator XA=2 reproduces the Viiep,o
perturbation exactly on the PBC chain up to an IoM
contribution ~ Ja2.0t/L. We can view XAGP[VStep,O]
as trying to capture this )N(ﬁZQ, which it does up to the
(block-)diagonal part. This is what we see in the Pauli
string characterization of XAGP[Vstep,O] in Fig. 9. The
non-zero weight on the sub-dominant Pauli strings in the
figure comes from the (X#=2)4;ae part in Eq. (90), and
the numerical data suggests that the relative weight of
this part goes to zero as we increase L.

For the following methodological discussion, let us pre-
tend that we do not know the exact nice PBC generator
XP=2_ but our goal is to recover it from the measured
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Figure 10. Visualization of X AGP for Vitep,1 in terms of the
decomposition in the Pauli string basis organized by support
k and range r. We report only the log-scale plots here since
the difference between the weight on the support £ = 2 and
k = 4 strings is too large and one does not get to observe the
pattern seen above which Eq. (89) fully captures.

XAGP[V'StCRO}. One way to proceed could be to con-
sider X' = XACP [V iep 0] + Yaiag With arbitrary (block)-
diagonal Yjiae and to try to find the nicest (in some Pauli
string locality measure) X’ by using this freedom, in the
spirit described in App. B. Alternatively and more con-
trollably, we can use additional IoMs and apply the gen-
eralized AGP approach described in App. A to resolve
some of the Hy degeneracies and fill in some of the miss-
ing matrix elements of the sought-for generator that were
set to zero in the original XAGP construction. Specif-
ically, here we have additional information about the
weak integrability breaking perturbation that, besides
Vstep,0 = 2Qg1) = 2J2.2.4,, the same infinite-system gen-
erator also gives us quasi-loM corrections, Q,(Xl) = J2,a:j0>
and we can feed this information to the generalized AGP
approach. As described in App. A, for essentially all
system sizes used in Fig. 9, ng) already resolves all de-
generacies of Hy. When we calculate the correspond-
ing XAGPeen Fq. (A5), using the quasi-IoM correction
Qél) = Ja.3.j,, we find that the XAGFeen matches exactly
the analytical X58=2| That is, an analog of Fig. 9 for the
XAGPgen has all Pauli string amplitudes equal to zero
except for those in X?=2. We provide some additional
details of understanding this case in App. A 1.

Turning to the other Viicp-type perturbations, we no
longer know XAGP[Vbi] analytically and need to use
the numerically calculated AGP properties for the rel-
evant Vj,-type perturbations from Sec. IV. In the case of
Vitep,1 = V=3 from Fig. 10, we find that the following

step
relation holds to our numerical accuracy for these sizes:

=4 1
XAGP[Vstep,l] = XP=% EXAGP [Vbo,1] - (91)
Comparing with the exact Eq. (89), this finding means

that for these sizes ()Z' F=3) diag = 0, which again we verify
as a check. We suspect that this will eventually fail for
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larger L, requiring generalized AGP instead to have re-
lation like the above, while in App. A 1 we provide some
thoughts why the original AGP may be sufficient in this
case for the small sizes.

On the other hand, for the perturbation Vicp 2 = st;‘l
presented in Fig. 18 in App. D, such relation does not
hold exactly with the original AGP, but it holds when
we apply the generalized AGP. We refer to App. A1 for
more details.

Finally, we can now analytically understand the scal-
ing of the AGP norm for the Viiep-type perturbations.
Clearly, since ¢; ~ O(1) for all j along the chain, we
have

IX?|2 ~ L. (92)
On the other hand, the numerical measurements (see ta-
ble in Fig. 1) give us

2

HiXAGP[Vbi] ~ LT (93)

with p close to zero. We conclude that the AGP norm
of Vitep-type perturbations is in fact dominated by the

X contributions. We note that the asymptotic scaling in
Eq. (93) is deduced from studies of the AGP norm up
to sizes L = 18. On the other hand, the Pauli string
characterizations are performed for much smaller sizes
up to L = 11, for which the Lh.s. in the above equation
in fact still grows with L, and this may be the reason
why we do not see decrease in the relative weight on the
subdominant Pauli strings in Fig. 10 yet.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have studied proxies for weak
integrability-breaking perturbations on finite chains with
periodic boundary conditions. Inspired by previous re-
sults for infinite systems, where weak perturbations were
constructed from various classes of generators, we have
studied the properties of the AGP for these different
classes. The motivation comes from the intuition that
the AGP plays a similar role as the infinite-size gener-
ator. We first analyse the scaling of the norm of the
AGP for various types of perturbations, finding an ex-
ponential scaling with the system size for strong per-
turbations, and a polynomial (or logarithmic) scaling
for weak perturbations. These scalings are obtained
both for translationally-invariant (extensive) perturba-
tions and for strictly local ones, and different classes are
characterized by distinct power laws: || XAGP||2 ~ L,
LY*P and L? for Ve, Vi (With p close to zero), and Vi,
type translationally-invariant perturbations; || XAGF||2 ~
const and L for Vi and Vyiep type local perturbations.

We then characterise the AGP by examining its de-
composition in Pauli string operators. This allows us
to understand its locality properties. While for strong
perturbations the AGP looks completely delocalized, for



all the weak perturbations we consider we find that the
weight on strings with large supports or ranges is strongly
suppressed.

The observation of this quasilocality is particularly sig-
nificant for weak perturbations that are generated by
boosted operators since their generators are not well de-
fined in such finite systems. It would be interesting to
understand whether there is an underlying structure that
explains this quasilocality for finite chains. Recent works
have shown progress in this direction: Refs. [49, 50], for
example, showed how to generalize the definition of trans-
fer matrices for integrable long-range spin chains, deal-
ing with the “wrapping corrections” that appear for finite
chains.

For other types of weak perturbations whose gener-
ators are similarly problematic in finite chains (namely,
bilocal- and step-generated perturbations), we are able to
find exact relations between their AGPs and the AGPs
of boost-generated perturbations. With these relations,
we can understand both the scaling of the AGP norm
and the locality properties of such perturbations from
the results found for boost-generated ones.

Our study shows how the scaling of the AGP norm is
a useful proxy for weak perturbations. While this result
is in line with Ref. [42], which also focused on pertur-
bations of the Heisenberg spin chain, it would be inter-
esting to explore possible limitations of this approach.
A recent work on perturbed free fermion models showed
that a polynomial scaling of the AGP is possible even for
some strong perturbations (those that are local in the
fermionic representation) [54]. Moreover, one can con-
template cases where only a subset of the original IToMs
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are quasi-conserved: For example, Ref. [54] showed that
for some perturbations of the XX model half of the initial
ToMs are quasi-conserved. This suggests that other types
of weak perturbations (beyond the ones that are known
to be generated via long-range deformations) might exist.
These possibilities deserve further investigation.

Finally, the properties of the AGP studied in this
work might have consequences on the transport prop-
erties and the relaxation rates of integrable models per-
turbed by integrability-breaking perturbations [40]. Elu-
cidating these connections is an interesting question that
we leave for future works.
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Appendix A: Resolving energy degeneracies and
using known quasi-IoMs to improve X recovery

In Eq. (5) in Sec. II, the matrix elements of the AGP
are defined to be 0 within each degenerate subspace of
Hy. This choice is rather arbitrary, since any block-
diagonal part (i.e., with the block structure defined by
the degenerate subspaces of Hy) commutes with Hy and
can be added to XAGP without altering the desired prop-
erty i[X, Ho] =V — Viiag.

For weak integrability-breaking perturbations, we
would like to interpret XAGP as a generator, such that
corrections to IoMs can be defined as in Eq. (3). In
the case of perturbations generated from long-range inte-
grable deformations including the ones using Xj,; or Xy,
we can calculate corrections to all IoMs in an infinite
system by using Q,(ll) = i[X, Q,(lo)], and these corrections
are extensive local operators that are well-defined also
on finite PBC chains and satisfy the quasi-IoM property
Eq. (4). In this Appendix we show that we can use this
information to obtain a better finite-size proxy for X.

The main idea is to impose additional requirements
that XAGP satisfies

iXAP Q) = QY = QF ag (A1)
for some additional a > 3 besides a = 2, where Qg{aiag

is the (block)-diagonal part of Q&l) with respect to the
eigenspaces of ng), cf. Eq. (6).

We now show how to achieve this adding o = 3. To
this end, it is useful to consider a basis {|n)} that simul-

taneously diagonalizes Qéo) and Qéo):
Q5" In) = Fuln) .

. . 0 . .
In the numerics, since Qé ) has degeneracies, diagonal-

Py = Eqln) (A2)

izing Qg)) with a naive diagonalization routine does not

generally give eigenstates of Qéo). A common eigenbasis
can be obtained, for example, by finding the eigenstates
of Qéo) +JUQ§0), where x is a real number [z has to be suf-
ficiently generic to prevent accidental degeneracies of the
type E, +xF, = Ep+aF,, when (E,, F,) # (Em, Fm)]-
Equation (A1) implies that

(Q5)m

YAGP _
nm W(Fm — Fp)

for F,, # F,, . (A3)
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Let us compare these matrix elements with the ones
in Eq. (5). We first note that by using the property
[ng), :(31)} = [ng), gl)} [cf. the quasi-IToM property
Eq. (4)], we get

(@5 )
i(Fm - Fn)

(1)
_ (@3 )m for Fy, # Fp, Ep, # Epp,.

i(ETYL - En)
(A4)

This equality (replacing Qéo) — Hy/2, gl) - V/2,
E, — €,/2) guarantees that the XASF defined in Eq. (5)
already satisfies the condition Eq. (A3) for E, # E,,.
The interesting case is for E,, = E,,, F,, # F,,: for these
matrix elements, Eq. (A3) prescribes a non-trivial value,
in contrast with the original definition in Eq. (5). To
summarize, this more refined definition of XAGF for the
weak perturbation with given le) = V/2 and Qél) has
the form

Q)
AGP i(E;'f)_E”')’ i En # Em,
gen __ .
Ko 0= sF2y, i Fu # Fon,
0, if B, = E,, and F,, = F,,,

(A5)
where the first two lines agree if both FE, # E,, and
F,, # F,,, and from now on we will use a new label
to indicate this generalized AGP. With this definition,
XAGPgen gatisfies Eq. (A1) for o = 2 and 3. We can
proceed similarly including other IoMs a = 4,5,... and
information about the corresponding corrections. This
is useful whenever there are simultaneous degeneracies
E, = E,,, F, = F,, with n # m that can be resolved by
additional IoMs.

For the Heisenberg chain, which is the case of primary

interest in this work, we find that Qéo) and ng) are suf-
ficient to resolve all the degeneracies [i.e., n # m =
(E,, F,) # (Em, F\,) as 2D points| in the Sg; = 0 sector

for even L = 6,8,14 and in the S, = 1/2 sector for all
odd L between and including 7 and 21. This has some im-

mediate consequences for these sizes. Thus, all the other
ToMs {ng), a > 4} must be already diagonal in this ba-
sis. Furthermore, since ng) and ng) commute with the

translation unitary and with gfot, these basis states must
have definite momentum and total spin quantum num-

bers. We can then argue that Qéo) and ng) are sufficient
to resolve all the degeneracies in the entire Hilbert space
that are not related to the SU(2) spin symmetry, since all
the other S, sectors can be obtained from the present

sector by repeatedly acting with Sit. [As another check,
we can also add ng) =205 ~ Sigy to ng) and Q:(jo)

O
and find numerically that this resolves all degeneracies
in the entire Hilbert space for these sizes.| Hence, in the
Heisenberg chains with these sizes we do not need to add
any further IoMs.

Let us continue discussing the system sizes where for

the lowest S7; sector the ( go), éo)) eigenvalue pairs

{(En, F},)} form a non-degenerate set. This implies that
the corresponding two diagonal matrices can generate
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an arbitrary real-valued diagonal matrix in the algebra
sense, where we can form arbitrary powers and products
of the two matrices (implicitly allowing also 0-th powers
which then includes the identity matrix) and take lin-
ear combinations of such products with real-valued coef-
ficients. [Another way to see this is to first find an z such

that ng) +xQé0) is a non-degenerate diagonal matrix and
note that such a matrix can generate the entire algebra
of arbitrary diagonal matrices.] In particular, this im-
plies that any other SU(2)-symmetric IoM is diagonal in
the same basis and can be algebraically generated from
ng) and Qéo) as described above. Since states in all the
other Sz sectors can be obtained by acting with S, the
same algebraic expression then holds in the entire Hilbert
space. We conclude that for these system sizes, the rest
of the IoMs, {Qg)),oz > 4}, are functionally dependent

on Q;O) and Qéo) (but the specific functional expressions
depend on L). It is interesting that for this large range
of sizes (including all odd sizes that we could access)

the Qéo) and Q:(SO) are sufficient to capture all the other
ToMs; we are not aware of this observation in prior liter-
ature and are wondering if it can have some additional,
perhaps quantitative, consequences.

Returning to general system sizes, among our accessed
systems, for L = 10,12,16,20 in the SZ,, = 0 sector we

find degeneracies that are not resolved by the pair Qéo)

and Qéo). Specifically, for L = 10,16 we find two such
degeneracies (one in the momentum & = 0 sector and one

in the k = 7 sector) that get resolved when we add Qflo).
For L = 12 and L = 20 we find one degeneracy in the
k = 0 sector that gets resolved once we add ng).

It appears that for any system size, we can resolve
all the degeneracies if we add a sufficient number of the
IoMs from {Q,(XO)}. Once this is achieved, all discussions

from the case when Q(QO) and Qéo) were sufficient read-
ily generalize, e.g., on the functional dependence of the
other IoMs. We can obtain one more interesting and use-
ful corollary by first recalling that the ToMs with even «
are even under both the time reversal © and inversion
symmetries, while the IoMs with odd a are odd under
both; hence all the IoMs are even under the combination
©1I. As a consequence of the preceding algebraic gen-
eration arguments, any real-valued diagonal matrix in
the degeneracy-resolved basis must then be even under
OI. Hence any Hermitian operator that is (even, odd) or
(odd, even) under (0, I) must have zero diagonal in this
basis, and we can use this for the AGPs whenever these
happen to be their natural symmetries.

1. Discussion of applications of the X AGPgen

We now discuss in more detail cases from the main
text using the XAGPgen approach. While it is easy to
generalize Eq. (A5) to include information about more
ToMs and their corrections, the formulation using only
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a = 2 and 3 is sufficient for most of the cases we con-
sider. For example, for sizes used in the AGP character-
izations in terms of Pauli strings, it provides complete
resolution for L = 6,7,8,9,11, while it does not resolve
only the two degeneracies for L = 10 (and we checked

that resolving this with leo) does not have any effect in
our examples). For a given weak integrability-breaking

perturbation where we also know the correction le) for

the ToM ng) (e.g., from the infinite-system formulation,
which is how we deduce it in the Vi,o, Vii, and Viiep cases
and feed into the finite-size XAGP&™ calculations), we
can thus reduce ambiguities in extracting the finite-size
generator X down to just the strictly diagonal part (this
is a rigorous statement when we have complete resolution
of degeneracies).

Furthermore, when the natural (0, I) symmetry quan-
tum numbers for the generator are (odd,even) or
(even, odd), according to the preceding algebraic argu-
ments we can set the strictly diagonal matrix elements
of the sought-for X to zero, removing also this ambigu-
ity. This is the case for the perturbations Vex 2, Vio,1/2,
Vbi,1/2> Vioe,2, and Vigep /172 (hence the generalized AGP
allows complete recovery of the corresponding X), but
not for the perturbations Vi 1/3 and Vi 1/3 that need
separate treatment as in App. B.

a. Remarks on cases with XA¢F = XAGP9e" for small sizes

Interestingly, in the cases of Vex 2, Vbo,15 Vhi 1, Vioc,2,
and Vgtep,1, the X AGP extracted using the original
method and the new XAGPee™ agree to our numerical
accuracy for the sizes L = 6 to 11 used in the Pauli
string characterizations (this is the reason we did not
need to present the generalized AGP formalism in the
main text). This means that the corresponding X AGFegeng
have zero block-diagonal parts with respect to the degen-
erate eigenspaces of Hy. We are not able to argue this on
general grounds and suspect that this is limited to such
rather small system sizes. Symmetries appear to play an
important role, namely all of these cases have the AGP
symmetries (©,1) = (odd,even), which helps with the
following partial understanding: Most of the degener-
ate eigenspaces of Hy are two-dimensional corresponding
to degeneracy between k and —k # k (ie., k # 0,7)
momentum states — these degeneracies are due to the
non-commutation between the translation and inversion
symmetries. In such a subspace, we can find one basis
vector with inversion eigenvalue +1 and the other with
—1. Working in this basis, an operator that is even under
inversion cannot have off-diagonal matrix elements. Fur-
thermore, an operator that is odd under the time reversal
has diagonal matrix elements equal to zero in this basis
[we can see this, e.g., by using that Hy is real-valued in
the 0* basis and can be diagonalized as such, and that
O in the presence of SU(2) spin symmetry (assumed im-
plicitly for all operators discussed) is related to ©" which



is simply complex conjugation in this basis, while odd-©’
operators are pure imaginary in this basis|. Hence, Her-
mitian operators with (©,I) = (odd, even) are identically
zero within such two-dimensional subspaces. Some spe-
cial arguments like this may work also for other types of
degenerate eigenspaces of Hy for these small sizes, but
we have not examined this in details.

On the other hand, for the cases of Vi 2, Vhi2, and
Vitep,0/2 that all have (©,1) = (even, odd), we find that
XAGPgen £ X AGP  The difference is usually quite small
numerically, as can be seen by comparing the second
(XAGPY and third (XAGPeen) rows of panels in Fig. 15 for
Wbo,2 and in Fig. 16 for V4, 2. Nevertheless, the general-
ized AGP provides important improvements which allow
testing some analytical predictions.

Finally, we note that equality between XAGP and
XAGPeen within two-dimensional degenerate eigenspaces
of Hy containing k and —k # k momentum states does
not require definite even or odd inversion symmetry of X
if we are considering a translationally invariant system.
Indeed, the common basis of Qg)) and Qéo) assumed re-
solving all degeneracies must be contain precisely the k

and —k momentum states (which must have ng) eigen-
values =F # 0). Hence, any translationally invariant

él) will have zero matrix elements between these ba-
sis states, so the generalized AGP does not introduce
anything new within this block compared to the original
AGP.

We find numerically that XAGPegen  for
the perturbation Vi3 for our small sizes, similarly to
Vbo/bi/step,1 and unlike Vi bi/step,2; since Vey s has the
same inversion symmetry but opposite time reversal com-
pared to the Vi pho/step,2 Perturbations, the time reversal
must be playing differentiating role here. Thus we see
that in the Vix 3 case, which has the opposite inversion to
the Vi bi/step,1 Cases, the translational invariance takes
care of most of the instances of degenerate eigenspaces
of Hy, while the time reversal and likely interplay with
inversion somehow make other instances work out as well
to achieve XAGP = X AGPgen

XAGP

b. Exact generator for Vsiep,o

Let us now turn to applications of the generalized AGP
approach. One such application we mention in the main
text is the recovery of the analytic finite-size generator
for Vitep,o (Sec. VB 3) providing complete match (hence
not needed to be shown in any figures), in contrast to
the original AGP in Fig. 9. The rest of this paragraph
provides some more technical details why this works for
interested readers. First, we note from Eq. (86) that
for all a the same finite-size PBC generator XP=2 re
produces the desired Q((ll) = J2,a;5, Up t0 J2 ait0t/L. The
latter happens to be proportional to the IoM Qg)ll, since
in the Heisenberg chain we have recursive generation of
the ToMs given in the infinite-system formalism by [55]
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Q¢(104)-1 ~ i[B] éo)], SB)] ~ Jo. a:tot, Where the final expres-
sion is well-defined on finite PBC chains. Thus, the term
J2,ait0t/L 1s already block-diagonal with respect to de-
generate subspaces of any chosen set of IoMs in the gen-
eralized AGP setup. We also note that when we consider
strictly local perturbations or the corresponding genera-
tors, it is sufficient to have one inversion symmetry point
for all symmetry arguments to work; this remark applies
to all local perturbations and is implicit in all of the pre-
ceding discussions. In the Viep o case, both the pertur-
bation Eq. (77) and the corresponding exact generator

XP=2 are odd under the inversion in site Jo [the latter
can be readily checked by examining Eq. (82) with the
amplitudes Eq. (85) and our qé?j)-, and this is where the
specific inversion-odd form of the amplitudes is impor-
tant; such careful inversion symmetry considerations are
often implicit in our discussions|. Thus, in this somewhat
non-trivial example, we have a complete understanding
of “missing parts” when trying to find a “simple” gener-
ator using the AGP measurements and how to fix this
using the generalized AGP.

c. Ezact relation between generalized AGPs for Vi and Vi,

Another application of the XAGFPge™ approach in the
main text is for checking analytic relations between gen-
erators for Wi, and Vioe, ¢ = 1,2, in Sec. IVB4
[Eq. (63) for a = 1 and Eq. (64) for a = 2|, where we
would like to have simpler relations not involving knowl-
edge of (X2’3)diag and (Xz"l)diag respectively — ideally
where such terms woul~d be absent, e.g., if our task were
to recover the simple X#7 from just the AGP-type mea-
surements. As mentioned in the main text, this indeed
works for the original AGP in the a = 1 case for our
small sizes, where we now know that XAGP = XAGPgen
On the other hand, we do need the generalized AGP in
the a = 2 case where XAGP o£ XAGPegen and the precise
relation confirmed numerically in this case reads

=~ 1
XAGPgen _ X2’4 + z{AXvAG.Pgen7 QEO)} )

bi,2 bo,2 (A6)

d. Exact relation between generalized AGPs for Viiep and
Vbo

A similar application is for checking analytic relations
between generators for Viiep,o and Vo4, @ = 1,2, in
Sec. VB3: Eq. (89) with 8 = 3 for « = 1 and with
B =4 for a = 2, where again we would like to have sim-
pler relations not involving knowledge of (X#=2)4;,e and
()26:4)(11&3;, i.e., where the corresponding terms would be
absent. This indeed works for the original AGP in the
a = 1 case as exhibited in Eq. (91), where we now know
XAGP — xAGPeen for our small sizes. On the other hand,
the a = 2 case does require the XA5Pgn and the precise



relation checked numerically reads

~a 1
XAGPgen[Vvstep’Z] — XB=4 EXAGPgen[VbO’Q} . (A7)

e. Ezact relation between generalized AGPs for Vige and Ve

One more application of the XAGFPge™ approach in
the main text is to verify exact relations Egs. (80)
and (81). The explanations following these equations
in the main text should be much more clear now fol-
lowing the developments in this Appendix. Figure 11
shows the XAGPeen [\ 1] which is indeed different from
XACGPIV 1] in Fig. 3, though the difference is quantita-
tively fairly small. We similarly see difference between
XAGPeen[y7 1] in Fig. 12 and XASFP[Vj, ;] in Fig. 8.
Note that Figs. 11 and 12 are calculated using the step
regulator to avoid any cutoff dependence and essentially
work with the exact XAGP&en (up to roundoff errors).
These are then used to verify that Eq. (80) is satisfied
within our numerical accuracy. This identity can be
glimpsed by comparing Figs. 11 and 12 where, we see
the same patterns for weights on strings other than the
dominant k = 2,7 = 3 strings from the exact Xqx 1 and
Xioc,1 as expected, while the exact relation also involves
an L-dependent factor.
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Figure 11. Pauli string decomposition of the generalized AGP
XAGPeen g0 17 1, showing only log-scale for the y-axis. We
see small numerical difference from the original AGP shown
in Fig. 3. Note that here we use step regulator such that the
XAGPegen ig cutoff-independent for subsequent use to check
exact relation Eq. (80), while in the main text we used the
smooth regulator, but we have checked that the conclusion
XAGP £ xAGPeen (465 not depend on this.

Appendix B: Brute force recovery of Xaiag

For perturbations Vex,1 and Vi 3, the generator X is
known, but the XAGF we find is not exactly this X. This
is because of the arbitrariness in the diagonal part in the
definition of AGP: Since in defining XA%F in Eq. (5)
we set the (block-)diagonal part to zero, we recover X

Figure 12. Pauli string decomposition of the XAGFsen for
Vioc,1, showing only log-scale for the y-axis. We see small
numerical difference from the original AGP shown in Fig. 8
(note that we use step regulator here vs smooth regulator in
the main text, but this is not important). Note close similarity
of the patterns here and in Fig. 11 for the XAGPge“[Vex,l]; in
fact, these satisfy exact relation Eq. (80), and the generalized
AGP was crucial to achieve this.

up to its diagonal part. This is true even when using
our method for improving the recovery of X by partially
fixing its block-diagonal parts arising from degeneracies
in Hy, described in App. A: While this procedure can
fix all the elements X2GPeem with n # m, the strictly
diagonal ones n = m are still set to 0.

Here we explore if one can recover the diagonal from a
simple minimization scheme. The scheme aims at mak-
ing the operator XAGPgen a5 Jocal as possible by adding
terms to the diagonal part, where locality is loosely de-
fined as having the AGP contain Pauli strings with small
support or range. One can define

X! = xAGPgen | ch |E) (B, (B1)

where the diagonal part is written in the common eigen-
basis of the IoMs. We can express the XAGPgen and the
eigenstate projectors in the Pauli string basis as

XAGchn — Z aSOS ,
S

‘En> <En| = Z bS,nOS 5
S

(B2)

(B3)

where the sum goes over all Pauli strings labelled by S
as in Eq. (32), with Og being shorthand for the corre-
sponding operator.

We get

(B4)

X/ = Z ((LS + st,ncn> OS 9

S

where {¢y, } is the vector of parameters to optimize. Since
we want Pauli strings with large support to be costly, we



can choose the cost function C to be, e.g.,

2
C= Z (as + Z bs,ncn> ks
S n

where ks = supp(Og). Minimizing C' is equivalent to
solving a system of linear equations since C' is quadratic
in {c,}.

In our numerical studies, this procedure allows us to
approximately recover Xex1 from XAGP[Vex,l]; the re-
covery is not complete and is a sizeable fraction off be-
cause of the soft character of the penalty on the larger
strings. Better results can be obtained by defining the
cost function with higher powers of the support. For ex-
ample, one can replace kg with the m-th power (kg)™
(and m = 2,3,...) to further penalize the presence of
strings with higher support. With this modification and
taking high powers m, we are able to recover almost the
exact Xex 1. Clearly, there is some arbitrariness in such
cost function choices and uncertainty about the right one
unless we know the character of the contributing Pauli
strings, but with some experimentation this approach can
indeed be used to address the missing diagonal problem
in the AGPs.

While we have focused on the missing strictly diago-
nal matrix elements in the XAGFPg" we can in principle
apply a similar procedure to the original XAGF allow-
ing addition of arbitrary block-diagonal matrices (with
respect to eigenspaces of Hyp) to construct X’ and trying
to optimize over those to obtain as local X’ as possi-
ble. This could be a black-box alternative to the ap-
proach in App. A, but it also increases the number of free
parameters and again suffers from the above-mentioned
uncertainties choosing a good cost function. Hence, in
most cases we use the generalized AGP approach when
discussing recovering exact generators or exact relations
among AGPs in the main text.

(B5)

Appendix C: Operator Participation Ratio (OPR)
study of the AGPs

An additional metric we consider when looking at the
XAGPs in the Pauli string basis is the Operator Partici-
pation Ratio (OPR), which we define as

OPR(XACT) = (Z ws|2> :

S

(C1)

where wg are the weights in the Pauli string basis, as
defined in Eq. (33) with the total weight normalized to
one. The OPR quantifies the spreading of the XAGP
in the Pauli string basis. It provides additional infor-
mation compared to the AGP visualizations in the main
text where different Pauli strings with the same size of
the support or with the same length of the range are
lumped together, while all different Pauli strings are dis-
tinguished in the OPR. Figure 13 shows this metric of
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the AGPs for all of the translationally invariant pertur-
bations, which allows us to compare and contrast them
on one plot and provides a summative to our examina-
tions of their structure in the Pauli string basis.
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Figure 13. Comparison of the operator participation ratio
as defined in Eq. (C1) for the AGPs of all translationally
invariant perturbations considered in Fig. 1. These results
additionally support our discussion and findings.

As we see in Fig. 13, the strong integrability break-
ing perturbations are characterized by a fast exponen-
tial growth of the OPR with the system size, indicating
that the XAGF is spread across many Pauli string oper-
ators. For weak integrability breaking perturbations, on
the other hand, the OPRs grow as power laws, consistent
with our results of Sec. IV B and supporting a quasilo-
cal character of the XAGP for such perturbations. For
the simplest such perturbations, namely Vex-type, we ex-
pect the AGP OPR to grow as L, and in the Vi o case
where the AGP recovers the exact Xcx, 2 the correspond-
ing OPR in the figure is exactly 12L. On the other hand,
the instances Vex 1 and Vi3 show strong and not fully
systematic finite-size behaviors, presumably because of
the missing diagonal problem in their XAGPs which we
kept as-is in the main text and here.

Finally, the V4o- and Vj;-type perturbations show a
faster power law increase of the corresponding AGP
OPRs, but the available size range is clearly too small for
accurate power law extraction. To put this in perspec-
tive, the operators X7 that are good approximations
to the AGPs for Vj;-type perturbations have the OPR
scaling as ~ L2, and our numerical results are roughly
consistent with such scaling (e.g., could be fit to a + bL?
but also to more general a + bLP). We also see that the
AGPs for the V},o-type perturbations have the OPR that
grows more weakly than for the Vi;-type perturbations,
suggesting stronger quasi-localization in the former case
compared to the latter case.



Appendix D: Additional data for AGP studies of
extensive and strictly local perturbations

In Sec. IV B, we presented the data of the characteri-
zation of XAGP in the Pauli string basis for some of the
extensive perturbations we consider and in Sec. VB for
some of the strictly local ones. In Figs. 14, 15, and 16,
we additionally present data for the perturbations Ve 3,
Vbo,2, and Vi o respectively. Coincidentally, the last two
are exactly the ones that benefit from the XAGPsgen ap
proach, so in addition to the four panels we usually show
in the figures (X“GP on linear and log scale, vs support
k and range r) we add the Pauli string characterization
on the logarithmic scale of XAGPgen  Ag discussed in
App. Ala, for Vex 3 the AGP and generalized AGP are
the same for our sizes. We also present data for Visc 3 and
Vitep,2 in Fig. 17 and Fig. 18, which both include also the
XAGPgen anproach. In all cases where we show XAGPeen,
we can see that XAGPeen £ XAGP hyut the difference is
rather small numerically. Nevertheless, this improvement
is needed to satisfy some analytical relations, listed indi-
vidually in the figure captions where applicable.
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Figure 14. Visualization of the structure of the X% in terms
of the decomposition in the Pauli string basis for the pertur-
bation Vex,s.
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Figure 15. Visualization of the structure of the XA¢F (first
and second rows, linear and log scales respectively) and the
XAGPegen (third row, log scale) in terms of the decomposi-
tion in the Pauli string basis for the perturbation Vi,,2. The
XAGPge“[VbO,g} from this figure together with XAGPge“[Vbi,g]
from Fig. 16 satisfy relation Eq. (A6), while together with
X AGPgen [Vitep,2] from Fig. 18 satisfy Eq. (AT).
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Figure 16. Visualization of the structure of the XA%F (first
and second rows) and the X“¢P&°" (third row) in terms of
the decomposition in the Pauli string basis for the perturba-
tion Vhi2. The XAGPge“[Vbi,g] from this figure together with

XAGPeen[yL o] from Fig. 15 satisfy relation Eq. (A6).
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Figure 17. Visualization of the structure of the X% in terms
of the decomposition in the Pauli string basis for the pertur-
bation Vigc,s.
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Figure 18. Visualization of the structure of the XA¢F (first
and second rows) and the X“9F&" (third row) in terms of the
decomposition in the Pauli string basis for the perturbation
Vitep,2- The XAGPge“[Vstepyg} from this figure together with
XAGPeen(17 o] from Fig. 15 satisfy relation Eq. (A7).
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