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We study nonequilibrium quantum dynamics of spin chains by employing principal component
analysis (PCA) on data sets of wave function snapshots and examine how information propagates
within these data sets. The quantities we employ are derived from the spectrum of the sample second
moment matrix, built directly from data sets. Our investigations on several interacting spin chains
featuring distinct spin or energy transport reveal that the growth of data information spreading
follows the same dynamical exponents as that of the underlying quantum transport of spin or energy.
Specifically, our approach enables an easy, data-driven, and importantly interpretable diagnostic to
track energy transport with a limited number of samples, which is usually challenging without any
assumption on the Hamiltonian form. These observations are obtained at a modest finite size and
evolution time, which aligns with experimental and numerical constraints. Our framework directly
applies to experimental quantum simulator data sets of dynamics in higher-dimensional systems,
where classical simulation methods usually face significant limitations and apply equally to both
near- and far-from-equilibrium quenches.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the last decade, the application of data science
methods to physical phenomena has witnessed a signifi-
cant surge across diverse fields [1]. Within the realm of
condensed matter and statistical physics, unsupervised
and non-parametric learning techniques have been uti-
lized to diagnose physical phenomena, such as identifying
phase transitions and critical behaviour [2–7], clarifying
the complexity of the problem by extracting the relevant
degree of freedom without relying on prior knowledge of
an order parameter. While by now well established at
equilibrium, the applicability of these techniques beyond
that has just started being explored [8–14]. Therefore, it
becomes crucial to delve into the potential of such meth-
ods in more intricate nonequilibrium setups.

Unlike equilibrium systems, where information is en-
coded into partition functions, out-of-equilibrium sys-
tems [15–17] pose greater complexity and simultaneously
exhibit a wealth of fundamental phenomena such as dy-
namical phases of matter [18–24], anomalous quantum
transport, and universal dynamics [25–49]. Most impor-
tantly, such classes of phenomena are immediately acces-
sible to quantum simulators and computers, where out-
of-equilibrium dynamics are often easier to access than
equilibrium. These settings are also particularly attrac-
tive from a data-science viewpoint, as experimenters are
now capable of generating snapshots of the full many-
body wave function via projective measurements [42, 50–
55]– which are, however, often analyzed by relying on
specific local and few-body observables. This requires
specific a priori knowledge of the underlying dynamics
and discards an uncontrolled amount of – potentially
critical – information. Given that such wave function

snapshots encode extensive information about the en-
tire many-body state, several questions arise: Can we
uncover essential physics solely from such observations
without presuming an order parameter? How does in-
formation propagate within this data, and how does it
relate to dynamic phenomena like quantum transport?
And, importantly, can we achieve this with assumption-
free and yet interpretable methods?

In this study, we address these questions by presenting
a technique for extracting relevant physics from snap-
shots of wave functions during real-time dynamics. Uti-
lizing principal component analysis (PCA) [56] on col-
lections of these snapshots, we study the dynamics of
information propagation within the data sets and their
connection with the underlying quantum transport. The
simplicity of PCA, which builds on the singular value de-
composition (SVD) [56], enhances interpretability: this
enables a direct link between observations and underly-
ing physical phenomena that we elucidate analytically
for spin-1/2 systems. Intuitively, the PCA highlights the
most significant degrees of freedom, thereby genuinely
identifying transport carriers if present on the analyzed
basis.

The first model we treat as a paradigm for spin trans-
port is the one-dimensional XXZ chain [42, 57–77]. We
observe that the Shannon entropy derived from the PCA
spectrum (that we denote as PCA entropy), and the
information transfer defined as the difference between
largest PCA eigenvalue of the left and right data sets
increase with the same dynamical exponent as the under-
lying spin transport. Specifically, in the easy-plane case,
we observe a linear growth of PCA entropy and the in-
formation transfer, whereas in the isotropic and easy-axis
cases, we observe sub-linear growth with distinct dynam-
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Figure 1. Schematic of our data-driven framework for diag-
nosing quantum transport. (a) We consider quantum many-
body dynamics with an initial imbalance in a global conserved
quantity Q. At each evolution time t, the many-body wave
function is sampled, e.g., via projective measurements in a
given basis. (b) Data sets of the sampled wave function snap-
shots are then subject to a principal component analysis. (c)
The dynamics of PCA spectral quantities, such as the entropy
Sp and the largest eigenvalue λ1 - quantifying information
propagation - are governed by the relevant dynamical expo-
nent, allowing us to diagnose the nature of transport without
prior knowledge of an order parameter.

ical exponents consistent with the transport exponent.
Furthermore, we establish an analytical link between the
information transfer and the polarization transfer used in
experiments to probe the nature of spin transport [42].

For energy transport, we study various quantum spin
chains such as Ising [78], XYZ [79], and PXP models [80],
where energy is the sole conserved quantity, resulting in
diffusive, ballistic, and super-diffusive energy transport,
respectively. Remarkably, we observe that the PCA en-
tropy always grows with the same dynamical exponent
as the energy transport, even at timescales where the
conventional measure, i.e., the energy transfer, does not
yet describe the correct universality class. These obser-
vations establish a link between information spreading
within the datasets and energy transport dynamics. Our
analysis offers an alternative, practical approach to in-
vestigate energy transport–a task typically challenging
to achieve experimentally, in the absence of major as-
sumptions on the Hamiltonian form.

Lastly, we incorporate random spin-flip imperfections
into the data sets, often stemming from measurement er-
rors in experiments. PCA entropy remains robust against
such imperfections, accurately predicting the correct dy-
namical spin or energy exponent even with a moderate
amount of spin-flip errors. This resilience underscores the
reliability and applicability of PCA in analyzing quan-
tum transport phenomena in realistic experimental con-
ditions.

The paper is organized as follows. We provide a general
workflow and define the quantities of interest in Sec. II,
followed by the applicability of the method for spin trans-
port in Sec. III and energy transport in Sec. IV. In Sec. V,

we discuss the effect of imperfect measurements. Finally,
we summarize our findings in Sec. VI.

II. GENERAL WORKFLOW: DATA PIPELINE

The workflow outlined in this study comprises three
primary steps: (i) dynamical evolution and wave func-
tion sampling, (ii) data analysis based on PCA, and (iii)
extraction of the relevant physics (Fig. 1).
(i) Dynamical protocol and sampling.- The first step

involves evolving a quantum many-body state under a
given Hamiltonian H that describes an interacting quan-
tum lattice model defined on L sites, with some global
conserved quantity Q. In our protocol, we imprint an im-
balance of the conserved quantity Q in the initial state,
a standard approach in transport studies [42, 59, 81].
For simplicity, in the following we only consider spin-
1/2 (qubit) systems, although our approach can be ex-
tended to systems with a larger local Hilbert space di-
mension [82].
The system dynamics are probed at selected evolu-

tion times via projective measurements on a given ba-
sis with single-site resolution. The outcome of such
measurements are bit strings n = (n1, . . . , nL), with
nj ∈ {0, 1} for j = 1, . . . , L, which are dubbed wave func-
tion snapshots [83]. For each evolution time, the sampled
wave function snapshots are organized as the row vectors
of a rectangular data matrix X(t) = {n(i)(t)}, where
i = 1, . . . , Nr, labels different realizations. Importantly,
specific knowledge of the Hamiltonian H is, in fact, not
needed as long as we have access to the relevant wave
function snapshots.
(ii) Data analysis by principal components.- Each data

matrix X (to simplify the notation below, we omit the
explicit time dependence unless needed) is then analyzed
within the mathematical framework of PCA. We perform
an eigenvalue decomposition of an L×L, symmetric ma-
trix

Σ =
1

Nr
XTX. (1)

We sort the eigenvalues of this matrix in non-increasing
order λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λR > 0, where R is the rank of both Σ
and X. In practice, this is conveniently done via an SVD
of X, with λk determined from the corresponding singu-
lar value sk of X, through λk = 1

Nr
s2k. The quantities of

interest are then defined from the set of eigenvalues {λk}.
We note that the PCA algorithm above differs from its
standard version [56] in that no centering of the data (re-
moving the sample mean of each column from its entries)
is performed. While this implies that the result of our
analysis is sensitive to the choice of classical encoding
of the observations {n(i)}, as discussed later on, the re-
sults presented below are, in general, robust for sensible
choices of such encoding.
Throughout our work, we primarily concentrate on the

PCA entropy [11, 84, 85], which is a Shannon entropy
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defined on the normalized spectrum of Σ, namely,

Sp = −
R∑

k=1

λkln(λk), (2)

where λk = λk/
∑

l λl. Note that the set {λk} formally

defines a probability distribution as λk are non-negative
and sum to one. Additionally, we examine the behavior
of the largest eigenvalue λ1, which measures the vari-
ability (i.e., statistical information) of the data along the
first “principal direction”, which is determined by the
corresponding eigenvector v⃗1. Both of these metrics, in
their respective ways, quantify the spread of information
within the wave function data sets.

(iii) Information extraction.- Finally, physically rel-
evant information, such as dynamical exponents, is ex-
tracted from the temporal scaling of these quantities.
Given that PCA identifies the most pertinent degree
of freedom to characterize the data, the question arises
whether transport, in terms of data, can be considered
“simple”. If so, the analysis based on PCA should yield
the correct transport exponents corresponding to the
conserved quantity Q. We hypothesize that this is the
case due to conserved quantities dominating the con-
straints in the data set, implying that both PCA en-
tropy and the largest eigenvalue λ1 will provide valuable
insights. The remainder of the paper will scrutinize our
conjecture for spin and energy transport in various quan-
tum spin models, and provide analytical arguments in
support of that.

III. SPIN TRANSPORT

We first demonstrate the application of the above
methodology to study spin transport. We consider the
one-dimensional (1D) XXZ chain of L sites as a proto-
typical model with the Hamiltonian given by

H =
∑
i

J(Sx
i S

x
i+1 + Sy

i S
y
i+1) + Jz

∑
i

Sz
i S

z
i+1. (3)

Here, Sk
i , k = x, y, z are spin-1/2 operators at site i, J is

the strength of the interaction in the XY plane, which we
set to J = 1 in all our numerical simulations, and Jz is
the anisotropy parameter. This model conserves the total
magnetization along the z axis, i.e., [H,

∑
i S

z
i ] = 0, and

thus allows the study of spin transport [42, 57–77].
The behavior of spin transport and universality classes

can be obtained by focusing on the infinite-temperature
correlation functions [29, 30, 36, 60, 80] or by studying
the dynamics of starting from an initial inhomogeneous
state having opposite magnetization in the two halves of
the chain [59, 81]. Such an initial state can be written as

ρ(0) ∼ (1 + ησz)⊗L/2 ⊗ (1− ησz)⊗L/2, (4)

where the parameter η controls the magnetization of the
chain with the two halves corresponding to the magne-

tization ±η/2. In the limit of η = 1, the initial state
reduces to a perfect domain wall state.
The nature of the transport is then characterized by

looking at the polarization transfer between the two
halves and is defined as [42, 60]

∆P (t) = 2 [PL(t)− PR(t)]. (5)

Here PL/R is the total magnetization variation over time
of the left and right half of the chain, respectively, and is
given by

PL/R(t) =
∑

i∈L/R

[⟨Sz
i (t)⟩ − ⟨Sz

i (0)⟩]/2. (6)

The polarization transfer grows as a power law ∆P (t) ∼
t1/z, with z being the dynamical exponent, distinguishing
the different transport regimes. For the 1D XXZ model,
at the isotropic point Jz = 1, the infinite-temperature
transport is known to be super-diffusive, with a dynami-
cal exponent z = 3/2 corresponding to the Kardar-Parisi-
Zhang universality class [42, 59, 60]. On the contrary, for
the easy-plane (Jz < 1) and easy-axis (Jz > 1) regime,
the transport is ballistic and diffusive, respectively [86]
with the dynamical exponent being z = 1 and z = 2,
respectively. It is worth mentioning that for the pure do-
main wall η = 1 and at the isotropic point Jz = 1, the
dynamics cross over to diffusion at long times [87, 88].
However, in the experimentally accessible times, the dy-
namics remain superdiffusive [42]. Similarly, for Jz ≫ J ,
the dynamics from a domain-wall initial state are also
frozen. Here we will focus on values of Jz ≳ J , for which
the polarization transfer exhibits transient dynamics.
In the following, we focus on both the pure domain

wall initial state and the partially polarized domain
wall initial state. To simulate the system dynamics,
we employ the time-evolving block decimation (TEBD)
method [89, 90] for a system size up to L = 150 and with
a truncation error of 10−8. We built the data matrix by
a perfect sampling [91, 92] of a matrix product state rep-
resentation of the time-evolved state at different times,
starting from a given initial state.

A. Pure domain wall dynamics

We first consider the case of pure domain wall initial
state [η = 1 in Eq. (4)] and study the dynamics of the
information propagation at the data set level.
PCA entropy.- We plot the dynamics of the PCA en-

tropy Sp(t) in Fig. 2(a) for various interaction strengths
Jz = 0.5, 1.0, 1.1, corresponding to ballistic, super-
diffusive and diffusive transport for Nr = 2000 samples
per evolution time. As a key observation, we find that the
PCA entropy grows as a power law in time Sp ∼ t1/zs ,
and captures the correct dynamical exponents zs ≈ z,
for all of the three cases. Dashed lines in this figure show
the power law growth with the dynamical exponent z.
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Figure 2. Spin transport: (a–d) Dynamics of the PCA entropy Sp and information transfer ∆λ1(t) for different parameters
starting from a domain wall for L = 150 and J = 1. (a,c) Sp and ∆λ1(t) on varying the interaction strength Jz at fixed
Nr = 2000. (b,d) Sp and ∆λ1(t) on varying the number of samples Nr at fixed Jz = 1.0. The blue markers in (d) corresponds
to the polarization transfer. (e) The dynamical exponent βs as a function of Nr extracted from Sp(t) for Jz = 1.0. (f) The
dynamics of normalized polarization transfer ∆P , information transfer ∆λ1, (t) and entropy transfer ∆Sp(t) starting from an
infinite-temperature state. The dashed/dotted lines provide a guide to different transport regimes.

To investigate the dependence on the number of sam-
ples, we fix the interaction strength Jz = 1 and plot
in Fig. 2(b) the dynamics of Sp for various values of
Nr = 100 − 2000. We see that even for a small number
of samples Nr ∼ 100, Sp shows a power law growth with
the dynamical exponent zs close to 3/2.

A more systematic analysis of the dynamical exponent
βs = 1/zs extracted from the PCA entropy is plotted in
Fig. 2(e) as a function of Nr and for a range of system
sizes L = 50− 150. For larger system size and number of
samples, the exponent approaches the correct dynamical
exponent β = 1/z (marked by the dashed line). More-
over, even for a small number of samples (Nr = 100), the
exponent is also quite close to the dynamical exponent z,
suggesting that a limited number of samples is enough to
obtain the information about the underlying transport.
We note that even the larger volumes are still a few per-
cent off the expected decay: such accuracy has to be ex-
pected, as we are utilizing data over timescales of order
100 J−1, which, likely, limits our accuracy at the percent
level. Additionally, the other source of this departure
from the KPZ dynamical exponent could be because the
superdiffusive behavior crosses over to diffusion at a late
time for the domain wall initial state [87, 88]. We do not
observe a clear scaling with Nr, but we expect, at least
for larger system sizes, a systematic improvement scaling
as

√
Nr.

Information transfer via largest PCA eigenvalue.- So
far, we have analyzed information from the entire wave
function. We now scrutinize how information propagates
between the two halves of the data set. For this purpose,
we concentrate on the largest eigenvalue λ1(t) of the ma-
trix of second moments Σ in Eq. (1). Motivated by the
experimentally relevant observable ∆P (t), we define the

“information transfer” as

∆λ1(t) = 2[ΛL
1 (t)− ΛR

1 (t)] (7)

where Λ
L/R
1 (t) := −[λ

L/R
1 (t) − λ

L/R
1 (0)]/2. Here, we

first divide the data set into left and right data subsets
that are comprised of a Nr ×L/2 matrix each, and com-

pute λ
L/R
1 (t) of the left/right data subset separately. We

purposely focus on single eigenvalues to test the conjec-
ture: is spin transport a simple phenomenon (that is,
something that can be accurately captured by a mini-
mal number of variables in the context of wave function
snapshots), or is it not?
In Fig. 2(c), we plot the dynamics of ∆λ1(t) as a func-

tion of time for L = 150 and various values of the in-
teraction strength Jz. Similar to the PCA entropy, the
information transfer between the two data subsets hap-
pens with the same growth exponent z. The dependence
of the information transfer on the number of samples
is provided in Fig. 2(d) for Jz = 1.0. This plot also
shows the dynamics of the polarization transfer ∆P (t)
computed from our TEBD simulations (shown by blue
cross markers). Interestingly, we find that the informa-
tion transfer ∆λ1(t) not only provides the correct dy-
namical exponents for a small number of samples but
also approximates the polarization transfer ∆P (t) quite
well.

B. Relationship between information transfer and
transport

The agreement between the information transfer and
the polarization transfer can be understood using a fun-
damental theorem on SVD, which states that for any ma-
trix A, the sum of its squared singular values equals the
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square of its Frobenius norm, i.e.,
∑
s2k(A) = ||A||2F =∑

i,j A
2
i,j [93]. Since the entries of the data matrices con-

sidered here are 0 or 1, the previous result implies that

R∑
k=1

s2k(X) =
∑
i,j

n
(i)
j = Nr

(L
2
− S

)
(8)

where S = 1
Nr

∑Nr

i=1

∑L
j=1

1
2s

(i)
j , with sj ∈ {−1, 1}, is

the average total magnetization estimated from the snap-
shots. Thus, applying this result to the left and right data
subsets mentioned above and the fact that λk = s2k/Nr,
we obtain

λ
L/R
1 (t) =

(
L/2− SL/R(t)

)
−

∑
k>1

λ
L/R
k (t). (9)

In our numerical calculations we observe that∑
k>1 λ

L
k (t) ≈

∑
k>1 λ

R
k (t), for all accessed times.

Hence, when considering the difference λL1 (t) − λR1 (t),
such terms cancel each other out and we get

∆λ1(t) ≈ ∆P (t), (10)

with the definitions in Eqs. (5) and (7). We have also nu-
merically verified this relationship for the case of ballistic
and diffusive transport, respectively.

1. Distribution of information and entropy transfer

The above relationship also implies that the distribu-
tion of the information transfer for batches of the data set
can feature the Tracy-Widom distribution, a hallmark of
the KPZ universality class [42]. Interestingly, not only
the information transfer but in fact, the whole entropy
transfer between the two halves of the system, which
considers all eigenvalues and is defined as

∆Sp(t) = SL
p (t)− SR

p (t), (11)

where S
L/R
p is the PCA entropy of the left and right data

sets, respectively, follows the Tracy-Widom distribution.

−1.5 −1.4 −1.3

∆Sp

10−1

100

101

P

Skewness:0.069Jz = 0.6

−2.0 −1.8 −1.6

∆Sp

10−1

100

101Skewness:0.305Jz = 1.0

Figure 3. Probability distribution of the entropy transfer ∆Sp

between the left and right data sets. Left: for ballistic trans-
port (Jz = 0.6), this distribution becomes symmetric with
skewness 0.069. Right: for KPZ super-diffusive transport
(Jz = 1.0), the distribution becomes asymmetric with skew-
ness 0.305.

We compare the distribution of the entropy transfer for
the ballistic (Jz = 0.6) and the KPZ (Jz = 1.0) case
in Fig. 3. For ballistic transport, the distribution of the
entropy transfer becomes symmetric, while for Jz = 1, we
see the emergence of Tracy-Widom distribution, which
confirms the KPZ super-diffusive transport at Jz = 1.

C. Infinite-temperature spin transport

In this subsection, we consider the infinite-temperature
inhomogeneous state defined in Eq. (4) with η = 0.67.
The evolution of the mixed-density matrix is, however,
challenging for larger system sizes. Instead, here, for
numerical purposes, we start with ensembles of random
product states given by

|Ψ(0)⟩ =
⊗

i<L/2

|ψ(+η, ϕi)⟩
⊗

i≥L/2

|ψ(−η, ϕi)⟩, (12)

with |ψ(−η, ϕi)⟩ =
√

(1 + η)/2| ↑⟩+ eiϕi
√

(1− η)/2| ↓⟩,
and ϕi are drawn randomly from the uniform distribu-
tion ϕi ∈ [0, 2π). Averaging over the ensemble of these
pure states is equivalent to an infinite temperature den-
sity matrix in Eq. (4) [59].
We consider M = 40 random product states and gen-

erate Nr configurations for each ϕi. We build a new data
matrix of size (MNr)×L to perform the PCA. Due to the
nature of the initial high-energy state, the PCA entropy
Sp(t) of the full data set saturates rather quickly and is
unsuitable for characterizing spin transport. We, there-
fore, rely on the information transfer between the left and
right data sets. Additionally, we also study the entropy
transfer between the two halves of the chain introduced
in Eq. (11).
In Fig. 2(f), we plot the dynamics of the normalized

polarization transfer, the normalized entropy difference,
and the normalized information transfer for L = 100 and
at a fixed interaction strength Jz = 1.0. Similar to the
domain-wall initial state, we see that the dynamics of
these quantities grow as a power law, which is close to
the KPZ dynamical exponent (shown as the dashed line)
and thus highlights the applicability of our analysis for a
broader class of initial states.

D. Summary: Spin transport from data sets

In summary, by performing PCA on the data sets rep-
resenting the wave function snapshots, we found that
the quantities like PCA entropy and information/entropy
transfer grow with the same dynamical exponent as the
underlying spin transport. We show this for two different
choices of initial states, namely, the perfect domain wall
initial state and an inhomogenous infinite-temperature
state. Additionally, we provide an analytical understand-
ing of the observed features of the information transfer,
which can be approximated to the polarization transfer.
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Since the largest eigenvalue of the PCA spectrum is
enough to extract the dynamical exponent of spin trans-
port, this implies that spin transport is a fundamentally
simple phenomenon at the data level and can be inferred
by dimensionality reduction.

IV. ENERGY TRANSPORT

We now investigate energy transport, focusing specif-
ically on systems with energy being the only conserved
quantity and systems where energy conservation is ac-
companied by magnetization conservation. In general,
akin to spin transport, the characteristics of energy trans-
port can be elucidated by analyzing infinite-temperature
energy-energy correlation functions [78, 81]. However,
unlike spin transport, which has been experimentally ob-
served, probing energy transport poses significant chal-
lenges in experiments. It requires the precise form of
the local energy function, which is heavily reliant on as-
sumptions, and generically requires measurement on all
possible bases, as well as inter-basis measurements.

Following the choice of the initial state for the spin
transport, we consider the initial state with an energy
domain-wall [81] by preparing the left half in the ground
state of Hamiltonian +H and the right in the ground
state of the Hamiltonian −H, respectively [94]. At t = 0,
the two halves of the chains are joined, and the system
evolves according to the full Hamiltonian H. We do not
make any assumption on what the specific form of the
Hamiltonian is.

The nature of the energy transport can be character-
ized by focusing on the energy transfer between the two
halves, defined as

∆E(t) = EL(t)− ER(t), (13)

where EL/R(t) =
∑

i∈L/R[⟨Hi(t)⟩ − ⟨Hi(0)⟩]/2 is the to-

tal energy of the left and the right part, respectively.
Starting from the aforementioned initial state, the en-
ergy transfer grows as a power-law ∆E ∼ t1/zϵ where the
dynamical exponent zϵ provides information about the
nature of the transport. A dynamical exponent of zϵ = 1
signifies ballistic transport, whereas zϵ = 2 character-
izes diffusion. When zϵ < 2, energy propagation exhibits
super-diffusive behavior, whereas zϵ > 2 indicates sub-
diffusive energy transport.

To perform PCA, similar to the previous scenario, we
construct the data matrix by collecting the snapshots on
the σz basis at different times. Notably, in the examined
model, measurements in the σz basis suffice to discern
the hallmark of the underlying energy transport. This
is one of the key observations presented in this work. A
detailed exploration of alternative basis choices will be
presented elsewhere.

In the following, we consider different quantum many-
body systems featuring distinct energy transport.

A. Energy conserving models

We first consider systems where energy is the only con-
served quantity and focus on models that exhibit different
types of energy transport.

1. Ising model

We consider a non-integrable one-dimensional mixed-
field Ising model (MFIM) with the Hamiltonian

H =g

L∑
i=1

σx
i +

L−1∑
i=2

hσz
i + (h− J)(σz

1 + σz
L) + J

L−1∑
i=1

σz
i σ

z
i+1.

(14)

Here, g and h correspond to the strength of the trans-
verse and the longitudinal field, respectively, and J is
the strength of interaction along z direction. For our
numerical simulations, we fix the parameters: J = 1,
g = (

√
5 + 5)/8, and h = (

√
5 + 1)/4. In this non-

integrable model, it is established that the entangle-
ment entropy grows ballistically in time, while the energy
spreading is diffusive (∆E ∼ t1/2) [78].

2. XYZ model

In addition, we investigate a system wherein energy
transport follows a non-diffusive behavior. To this end,
we concentrate on an integrable one-dimensional XYZ
spin chain, where energy transport is recognized to be
ballistic [79]. The model Hamiltonian can be written as

H =
∑
i

Jxσ
x
i σ

x
i+1 + Jyσ

y
i σ

y
i+1 + Jzσ

z
i σ

z
i+1, (15)

where Jx = J+δ, Jy = J−δ, and Jz are the interactions
along three directions and δ is the anisotropy parameter.
We set Jz, J = 1, and δ = 0.1 for the numerical purposes.

3. Kinetically constraint PXP model

Finally, we consider a model where energy transport
is neither ballistic nor diffusive, but the infinite temper-
ature energy transport is known to be super-diffusive.
We consider a kinetically-constrained PXP model [80, 95]
with the Hamiltonian given by

H =Ω
∑
i

Pi−1XiPi+1. (16)

Here, Xi is the Pauli X matrix, and Ω is the Rabi fre-
quency, which we set to Ω = 1. The operators Pi =

1−ni

2
are the local projectors on |↓⟩ state and discard the pos-
sibility of two up-spins being next to each other.
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Figure 4. Energy transport : Dynamics of PCA entropy Sp(t) and the energy transport ∆E starting from an initial energy
domain wall state. (a,d) For the MFIM, (b,e) for the XYZ spin chain, and (c,f) for the PXP model. The dashed lines provide
a guide to the different transport regimes.

4. Numerical results

For the models discussed above, we perform the PCA
on the data sets generated using exact diagonalization.
Due to the choice of initial state (constructed from the
ground state of subsystem Hamiltonians ±H), we al-
ways have a non-zero initial value of the PCA entropy.
Hence, in order to filter out this entropic contribution,
we focus on the dynamics of PCA entropy difference:
S̃p(t) = Sp(t)− Sp(0).

We show the dynamics of S̃p(t) for various numbers of
samples in Fig. 4 alongside the energy transport ∆E(t)
[Eq. (13)]. For both the MFIM and XYZ chain, we verify
that the energy transfer grows as a power law with the
dynamical exponent being zϵ = 2 and zϵ = 1 [Fig. 4(d,e)]
corresponding to the diffusive and ballistic transport, re-
spectively. Interestingly, similar to the energy transport,
the PCA entropy difference S̃p(t) also grows as a power

law ∼ t1/zs [Fig. 4(a,b)], capturing the correct dynamical
exponent zs ≈ zϵ. While for small values of Nr = 1000,
we observe large fluctuations, increasing the number of
samples (yet with Nr ≪ 2L) reduces the fluctuations sig-
nificantly. Furthermore, we observe that the saturation
of the PCA entropy and energy transfer happens at differ-
ent timescales. The information spreading on the data
set with snapshots only in the σz basis happens faster
than the energy transfer. Such difference is likely due to
finite volume effects acting differently on these quanti-
ties and not to the reduced statistics of PCA entropies

(changing Nr has little effect on the saturation point).
Similarly, for the PXP model, we illustrate the dynam-

ics of the PCA entropy difference and the energy trans-
fer ∆E in Fig. 4 (c,f). The energy transfer grows as a
power law with dynamical exponent 1/zϵ ≈ 2/3 (The dis-
crepancy from the power law of 2/3 is due to finite-size
effect, see e.g., Ref. [80] which employ MPS simulations
for larger system sizes). Similar to the energy transfer,
the PCA entropy difference also grows with the same dy-
namical exponent. Thus, an analysis based on PCA can
aid in determining the accurate dynamical exponent of
energy transport and, in fact, can result as far superior
to energy transfer: timescales of order 10, sample batches
of order of a few thousands, and sizes of order 30 sites
are sufficient to correctly determine a dynamical scaling
exponent. All of these are well attainable in Rydberg
quantum simulators [55].

B. Energy and spin conservation

So far, in this section, our focus has been on systems
where energy is the sole conserved quantity. Now, we
aim to assess the applicability of our analysis in predict-
ing the nature of transport in systems that conserve both
energy and magnetization. To this end, we turn our at-
tention to the 1D XYZ chain with δ = 0 and a fixed
magnetization ⟨Sz⟩ = 0. While spin transport exhibits
super-diffusive behavior, energy transport is known to
be ballistic in such systems. We examine the initial state
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Figure 5. Energy transport: Dynamics of PCA entropy Sp(t)
and the energy transport ∆E in the XXZ model, starting
from an initial energy domain wall state but with a conserved
homogeneous magnetization profile, as schematically shown in
the inset in (a).

featuring an energy domain wall but with a homogeneous
magnetization profile [see inset in Fig. 5(a)].

We plot the dynamics of the PCA entropy difference
S̃p(t) for different numbers of samples Nr, and the energy
transfer ∆E in Fig. 5(a,b), respectively. We observe that
the growth of both quantities follows a linear trend over
time, indicating a ballistic nature of energy transport.
Interestingly, the saturation time for information prop-
agation on the data sets is relatively short compared to
the energy transport. Thus, our analysis implies that by
introducing a suitable kink in the density profile of the
conserved quantity Q in the initial state, the analysis car-
ried out here can effectively characterize the underlying
transport of that conserved quantity Q.

C. Summary: Energy transport from data sets

To summarize, in this section, we demonstrate the util-
ity of PCA for characterizing energy transport in various
setups, conserving only total energy or both total energy
and magnetization, each with a distinct nature of energy
transport. Our analysis suggests that the information
about the underlying energy transport can be extracted
from PCA entropy, which grows with the same dynami-
cal exponent. In analogy to spin transport, similar results
can be obtained using the largest eigenvalue, albeit with
larger errors.

It is noteworthy to highlight that while spin transport
has been investigated in experiments, observing energy
transport presents a significant challenge. However, our

findings indicate that energy transport can be deduced
from wave function snapshots on the z−basis, a data type
readily accessible in experiments that offers a promis-
ing avenue for studying energy transport in experiments.
And, importantly, short times and small volumes already
indicate the correct dynamical exponent, in some cases
with superior accuracy with respect to the (experimen-
tally hard to access) energy transport measures.

V. EFFECT OF MEASUREMENT ERRORS
AND ENCODING

A. Resilience against spin-flip measurement errors

In this section, we consider the effect of imperfect mea-
surements, which typically arise in realistic experimental
settings and correspond to random spin slips. In the
following, we show the robustness of our method in iden-
tifying the correct transport exponent, even with these
imperfect measurements.
To this end, we introduce finite spin flips on our data

set at each time instance. On the data level, this amounts
to changing the bit value (“0” to “1” and vice-versa) on a
fraction of sites q that are chosen randomly for each snap-
shot. Such a flipping process introduces an extra contri-
bution to the PCA entropy in the initial state. Therefore,
we focus on the PCA entropy difference S̃p(t) introduced
previously [Eq. (11)]. To illustrate this, we specifically
focus on the spin transport in the XXZ model and the

101 102
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Figure 6. Finite measurement errors: Dynamics of PCA en-
tropy difference S̃p(t) for imperfect measurement with spin-
flip fraction q (a) for spin transport in the XXZ model and
(b) energy transport in the PXP model. The dashed black

line provides a guide to the power law t2/3.
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energy transport in the PXP model. We have checked
that similar results hold for the energy transport in the
MFIM and XYZ models.

Fig. 6 depicts the dynamics of the PCA entropy dif-
ference S̃p(t) for the spin transport in the XXZ model
[Fig. 6 (a)] and for the energy transport in the PXP
model [Fig. 6 (b)] for various flipping fraction q and with
a fixed number of samples Nr = 5000. The dynamical
exponent corresponding to the spin transport in the XXZ
model and the energy transport in the PXP model pre-
dict superdiffusion with z, zϵ ≈ 3/2. For both cases, S̃p(t)
continues to grow as a power law even for a finite flipping
fraction q. Notably, despite random flips for the selected
probabilities, the dynamical exponents remain very close
to z, zϵ ≈ 3/2. A guide to the power law t2/3 is provided
in Fig. 6 by a black dashed line, affirming the robust-
ness of the PCA method in characterizing the dynamical
exponent despite very considerable imperfections.

While we do not know the origin of the unexpected
resilience of the protocol to measurement errors, it is
worth emphasizing that, at the information theoretical
level, principal component spectra are known to undergo
“learning” transitions in specific random matrix mod-
els [96]. It would be interesting to understand whether
those transitions are related to the present observations
and if they can provide additional knobs to control errors
in case of other experimental imperfections.

B. Relevance of the encoding

The results mentioned above were obtained using an
uncentred version of PCA. As noted before, this makes
our analysis sensitive to the choice for representing the
classical data n = (n1, . . . , nL). Even when considering
only an encoding with nj ∈ {0, 1}, different numerical re-
sults are obtained upon “reversing” our convention, i.e.,
nj → ñj = (nj + 1) mod 2. We found, however, that
unless the data matrix is highly “homogeneous” [i.e., con-
taining an overwhelmingly larger number of 0’s (1’s) than
1’s (0’s)], the dynamical exponents governing the growth
of information spreading in both cases are consistent with
each other. As an empirical observation, we found better
results (smaller fluctuations in the information-spreading
signal), in the representation for which the data points
do not concentrate very close to the origin.

We note that with standard PCA, i.e., centering the
data before performing an SVD on the data matrixX, we
were not able to extract information about the dynamical
exponents associated with quantum transport, at least in
the setting considered in this work. This becomes partic-
ularly clear when considering the information transfer in
the XXZ model, whose relation to the polarization trans-
fer noted in Sec. III B breaks down upon centering the
data. We do not disregard, however, the potential use-
fulness of PCA with mean-centering in different scenarios
where statistics around the mean play a central role, as
in the case of fluctuating hydrodynamics [54]. Here, on

the other hand, it appears that the centroid of the data
cloud itself reveals important physical information, and
thus, uncentred PCA does provide informative insights.

VI. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

Utilizing PCA on data sets of snapshots (in the z-basis)
of the full many-body wave function, we demonstrate
that fundamental quantities derived from the singular
values of the data matrix provide knowledge about the
information spreading on the data set and its connec-
tion with the underlying nature of quantum transport of
conserved quantities. This suggests that transport can be
viewed as an emergent and relatively simple phenomenon
from the perspective of information theory, accessible via
linear dimensional reduction schemes. At the conceptual
level, we conclude that data information transfer is dom-
inated by conserved quantities, a highly non-trivial fact
that, for the spin-1/2 case, can be analytically connected
to the specific structure of principal component analysis.
Our findings are supported by numerical investigations
across various interacting quantum spin chains exhibit-
ing distinct energy or spin transport.
In terms of application to experiments, our method

capitalizes on the capabilities of quantum simulators,
leveraging wave function snapshots obtained through in-
situ and flexible basis imaging [42, 50–55]. Importantly,
our approach directly applies to experimental wave func-
tion snapshots of higher-dimensional quantum systems,
where conventional numerical methods face limitations
due to entanglement growth and exponential scaling of
the Hilbert-space dimension. For the case of energy
transport, we identify clear cases where the latter can
be experimentally probed at a quantitative level, which
is otherwise challenging if no input on the exact Hamilto-
nian functional is a priori given. Remarkably, for energy
transport, we demonstrate that small volumes and re-
duced statistics are sufficient for accurately determining
the dynamical exponents, suggesting that dimensional
reduction is particularly effective for such dynamics -
that is, energy transport is simple at the data structure
level. This may be particularly relevant to Rydberg atom
quantum simulators [55], where our method predicts the
correct universal properties already at small sizes, short
evolution times, and at the price of modest statistics, in
regimes where even energy transport measures are failing
to get the correct physics.
Our work raises several intriguing questions for fu-

ture exploration. For instance, it prompts investigation
into whether these methods or their generalizations can
help infer higher-order correlation functions [97], parti-
cle number fluctuations, and surface roughness [39, 41,
54, 98–100] to comprehend fluctuating hydrodynamics.
Additionally, it remains to be seen whether these meth-
ods exhibit robustness against dephasing and particle
losses: in principle, PCA can be complemented with
specific noise-filtering methods [101], a particularly at-
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tractive tool to mitigate the effect of dissipation effects.
Another interesting perspective is to apply the methods
discussed here to dynamical phenomena beyond trans-
port, including quantum thermalization and ergodicity
breaking, particularly to probe the concept of deep ther-
malization and complete Hilbert-space ergodicity [102–
106], which have strong information theoretic grounds.
We leave these questions to future investigations.
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[58] M. Žnidarič, Spin transport in a one-dimensional
anisotropic Heisenberg model, Physical Review Letters
106, 220601 (2011).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-020-0949-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-020-0949-y
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.56.889
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.56.889
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.60.2785
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.63.812
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.42.8214
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.160401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.100601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.100601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.050601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.050601
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.7.2.024
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.7.2.024
https://doi.org/10.1090/noti1334
https://doi.org/10.1090/noti1334
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.121106
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-05001-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-05001-8
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.230602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.230602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.210604
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.6.041065
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.110.014203
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.110.014203
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abk2397
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abk2397
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-021-01191-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-021-01191-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-3033-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-3033-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41534-023-00742-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41534-023-00742-4
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.043301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.043301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.060404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.060404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.L100403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.L100403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.106.L062202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.106.L062202
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-021-01370-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-021-01370-5
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2312.13268
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature24622
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature24622
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abk2400
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2306.11457
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2015.0202
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2015.0202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.82.1764
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.82.1764
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.220601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.220601


12
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Parisi-Zhang physics in the quantum Heisenberg mag-
net, Physical review letters 122, 210602 (2019).

[61] S. Gopalakrishnan and R. Vasseur, Kinetic Theory of
Spin Diffusion and Superdiffusion in XXZ Spin Chains,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 127202 (2019).

[62] V. B. Bulchandani, R. Vasseur, C. Karrasch, and
J. E. Moore, Bethe-boltzmann hydrodynamics and spin
transport in the xxz chain, Phys. Rev. B 97, 045407
(2018).

[63] J. De Nardis, D. Bernard, and B. Doyon, Hydrodynamic
diffusion in integrable systems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121,
160603 (2018).

[64] M. Dupont, N. E. Sherman, and J. E. Moore,
Spatiotemporal crossover between low- and high-
temperature dynamical regimes in the quantum heisen-
berg magnet, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 107201 (2021).

[65] J. De Nardis, S. Gopalakrishnan, E. Ilievski, and
R. Vasseur, Superdiffusion from emergent classical soli-
tons in quantum spin chains, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125,
070601 (2020).

[66] M. Dupont and J. E. Moore, Universal spin dynamics
in infinite-temperature one-dimensional quantum mag-
nets, Phys. Rev. B 101, 121106 (2020).

[67] J. De Nardis, M. Medenjak, C. Karrasch, and E. Ilievski,
Anomalous spin diffusion in one-dimensional antiferro-
magnets, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 186601 (2019).

[68] E. Ilievski, J. De Nardis, M. Medenjak, and T. c. v.
Prosen, Superdiffusion in one-dimensional quantum lat-
tice models, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 230602 (2018).

[69] J. De Nardis, S. Gopalakrishnan, and R. Vasseur,
Nonlinear fluctuating hydrodynamics for kardar-parisi-
zhang scaling in isotropic spin chains, Phys. Rev. Lett.
131, 197102 (2023).

[70] E. Rosenberg, T. I. Andersen, R. Samajdar,
A. Petukhov, J. C. Hoke, D. Abanin, A. Bengts-
son, I. K. Drozdov, C. Erickson, P. V. Klimov, X. Mi,
A. Morvan, M. Neeley, C. Neill, R. Acharya, R. Allen,
K. Anderson, M. Ansmann, F. Arute, K. Arya, A. As-
faw, J. Atalaya, J. C. Bardin, A. Bilmes, G. Bortoli,
A. Bourassa, J. Bovaird, L. Brill, M. Broughton,
B. B. Buckley, D. A. Buell, T. Burger, B. Burkett,
N. Bushnell, J. Campero, H.-S. Chang, Z. Chen,
B. Chiaro, D. Chik, J. Cogan, R. Collins, P. Con-
ner, W. Courtney, A. L. Crook, B. Curtin, D. M.
Debroy, A. D. T. Barba, S. Demura, A. D. Paolo,
A. Dunsworth, C. Earle, L. Faoro, E. Farhi, R. Fatemi,
V. S. Ferreira, L. F. Burgos, E. Forati, A. G. Fowler,
B. Foxen, G. Garcia, E. Genois, W. Giang, C. Gidney,
D. Gilboa, M. Giustina, R. Gosula, A. G. Dau, J. A.
Gross, S. Habegger, M. C. Hamilton, M. Hansen,
M. P. Harrigan, S. D. Harrington, P. Heu, G. Hill,
M. R. Hoffmann, S. Hong, T. Huang, A. Huff, W. J.
Huggins, L. B. Ioffe, S. V. Isakov, J. Iveland, E. Jeffrey,
Z. Jiang, C. Jones, P. Juhas, D. Kafri, T. Khattar,
M. Khezri, M. Kieferova, S. Kim, A. Kitaev, A. R.
Klots, A. N. Korotkov, F. Kostritsa, J. M. Kreike-
baum, D. Landhuis, P. Laptev, K.-M. Lau, L. Laws,
J. Lee, K. W. Lee, Y. D. Lensky, B. J. Lester, A. T.
Lill, W. Liu, A. Locharla, S. Mandrà, O. Martin,
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