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We identify a pseudolocal conserved charge in the Fredkin and Motzkin quantum spin chains and
explore its consequences for the hydrodynamics of systems with Fredkin- or Motzkin-type kinetic
constraints. We use this quantity to formulate an exact upper bound O(L−5/2) on the gap of the
Fredkin and Motzkin spin chains. Our results establish that transport in kinetically constrained
dynamical systems with Fredkin or Motzkin constraints is subdiffusive, with dynamical exponent
z ≥ 5/2.

Introduction — Transport in one-dimensional lat-
tice models at nonzero temperature is generically dif-
fusive [1]. Finding exceptions to diffusive behavior has
been a longstanding quest: potential exceptions range
from disordered quantum models exhibiting many-body
localization [2, 3] to stochastic dynamical systems with
kinetic constraints [4], which were first introduced as toy
models of the glass transition. (Subsequently, kinetically
constrained models have also been explored for their ex-
otic low-energy quantum properties [5–8].) In many such
examples, transport is entirely absent [9]; others, such
as those involving fractons, exhibit subdiffusive trans-
port [10–14]. The theory of fracton hydrodynamics was
recently developed to explain transport with dynami-
cal spacetime scaling x ∼ t1/z with dynamical exponent
z = 2n for integer n, using multipole conservation laws.
However, there are many examples of anomalous diffu-
sion that fall outside this framework, for example with
non-integer z. Dynamics with Fredkin or Motzkin con-
straints, which we explore here, is an important such ex-
ample.

Dynamics with Motzkin and Fredkin constraints were
first introduced in Ref. [15] and [16], respectively. These
works constructed frustration-free Hamiltonians with a
critical ground state. Both spin chains are closely related,
and have very similar physical properties. Throughout
this letter we will focus on the Fredkin spin chain for
concreteness, but all our results extend to the Motzkin
case as well [17]. The energy gap of the Fredkin Hamilto-
nian is rigorously upper-bounded as L−2 for a system of
size L [18] —therefore, despite being a one-dimensional
critical point, it is not described by a conformal field
theory [19, 20]. The Fredkin Hamiltonian can be reinter-
preted as the transfer matrix of a Markov process with
some kinetic constraints [20, 21]; on this interpretation,
the energy gap is interpreted as the inverse of the mix-
ing time for a system of size L, which scales as L−z.
Numerical evidence from simulations of this stochastic
process gives values of z ranging 8/3 [21] to 2.69 [19, 20]
(Ref. [22] also reported z ≈ 5/2 for the Motzkin Markov
process), suggesting that the rigorous bound z ≥ 2 is not
tight. The physical significance of the dynamical expo-

nent z > 2 is transparent from the Markov-process inter-
pretation, as it implies subdiffusive transport. This subd-
iffusive behavior defines a new hydrodynamic universality
class, which applies to systems with Fredkin or Motzkin
kinetic constraints. Moreover, the fractional value of z is
incompatible with simple linear hydrodynamics involving
strictly local charges, of the type considered in Ref. [10].
Possible mechanisms for this exponent include intrinsi-
cally nonlinear mechanisms [23], pseudolocal conserved
charges with power-law tails [24], etc. Despite the nu-
merical evidence, there is currently no proof that z > 2
for Fredkin-constrained dynamics, and it remains contro-
versial whether subdiffusion truly persists to arbitrarily
late times in the thermodynamic limit.
In this letter, we identify a locally-conserved charge in

Fredkin quantum spin chains and use this charge to prove
a subdiffusive lower bound on the dynamical exponent,
z ≥ 5/2. After translating the system into the Dyck
combinatorial alphabet, we show that irreducible Dyck
words are locally-conserved charges by the Fredkin dy-
namics, and explore some of their properties. We demon-
strate that the charge possesses algebraically-decaying
tails that underpin all nontrivial static correlations rele-
vant to Fredkin-constrained systems. Despite the pseu-
dolocal nature of the charge, we argue that it is rele-
vant to transport by proving its extensivity and additiv-
ity. We then construct a variational spin-wave ansatz in
terms of the new charge, from which we produce an ex-
act upper bound for the gap of the Fredkin Hamiltonian
∆ ≤ O(L−5/2) and consequently a lower bound for the
dynamical exponent, z ≥ 5/2. Our result implies that
transport in systems with a Fredkin kinetic constraint is
subdiffusive. Our results also extend, with minor modi-
fications, to the Motzkin spin chain [15, 25], see supple-
mental material [17].
The Fredkin spin chain — The Fredkin quantum

spin chain was originally proposed in Ref. [16] as the
spin- 12 version of the Motzkin spin chain [15, 25]. The
Hamiltonian is given by

H =
1

8

∑

i

(1+σz
i )(1−σ⃗i+1 ·σ⃗i+2)+(1−σz

i+2)(1−σ⃗i ·σ⃗i+1),

(1)
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where σα
i are the usual Pauli operators with α = x, y, z.

The Fredkin Hamiltonian conserves the total magneti-
zation, Sz

tot = 1
2

∑
i σ

z
i and exhibits charge-parity (CP)

symmetry. Additionally, this Hamiltonian is frustration
free and the ground state is exactly known [16]. For
the majority of this work, we consider periodic boundary
conditions and restrict to the Sz

tot = 0 sector where the
ground state is a uniform superposition of all Sz

tot = 0
states.

Dyck words — As initially outlined in [16], the
Fredkin Hamiltonian naturally lends itself to a combi-
natorial description in terms of the Dyck alphabet. We
briefly summarize important aspects of the Dyck alpha-
bet here. The Dyck alphabet consists of two symbols:
open and closed parentheses. Dyck words are defined
as strings of parentheses in which every parenthesis is
matched when read from left to right; for instance, (())
and ()() are both Dyck words, while )()( is not. A Dyck
word necessarily contains an even number of parentheses
and can be identified by its semilength, ℓ, which is half
of the total number of parentheses. The number of Dyck
words of semilength ℓ is given by the ℓth Catalan num-
ber, Cℓ. A class of Dyck words that will be important
for the conservation law are known as irreducible Dyck
words. Irreducible Dyck words are those in which the first
parenthesis in the word is matched by the final parenthe-
sis in the word; for example, ((())) and (()()) are both
irreducible Dyck words of semilength ℓ = 3, while (())(),
()(()), and ()()() are also Dyck words of semilength ℓ = 3
but are not irreducible. Since irreducible Dyck words
of semilength ℓ are of the form (...), where ... must it-
self be a Dyck word, there are Cℓ−1 irreducible words of
semilength ℓ.

Matched parentheses charges — To map a spin-
1
2 system to the Dyck alphabet, up spins are re-
placed with an open parenthesis and down spins are re-
placed with a closed parenthesis. Following the usual
quantum-to-classical correspondence combined with the
frustration-free property, the Fredkin Hamiltonian maps
onto a classical Markov process of constrained hard-core
random walkers [21], where an up spin corresponds to a
particle, and down spin to a hole. The allowed moves are
summarized in Fig. 1, which we will refer as “Fredkin con-
straint” in the remainder of this letter. In this language,
the Fredkin Hamiltonian and the corresponding Markov
process) locally conserves irreducible Dyck words, and
the number of matched parentheses. This constraint can
be generalized to longer-range interactions, and defines
a new hydrodynamic universality class distinct from or-
dinary diffusion [21]. We will subsequently refer to the
corresponding conserved charge as “matched parentheses
charge.”

To illustrate the conservation law, consider the con-
figuration (()(())). There are two ℓ = 1 words in this
configuration in addition to two other irreducible words
of semilengths ℓ = 2 and 4; each of these four irre-

) )( ))(
( )( ()(

1 2 3 1 2 3
1 2
2 3

) )( ) ) (
( ) ( () (

✔

✔

❌
1 2
2 3

❌

FIG. 1. Fredkin conserved charges and their hy-
drodynamics. Top: Effective time-dependent dynami-
cal exponent z extracted from the Fredkin structure fac-
tor ⟨Sz(x, t)Sz(0, 0)⟩ in the Fredkin Markov process. Inset:
moves allowed by the Fredkin Hamiltonian in the Dyck combi-
natorial language. Allowed moves locally conserve the number
of matched parentheses, while forbidden moves locally create
or destroy matched sets of parentheses. Bottom: Collapsed
structure factors for the matched parentheses charges (left)
and the original Sz charge (right) at times t = 200−400. Both

structure factors collapse after rescaling by t−1/zf(x/t1/z), for
z ≈ 8/3 for numerically accessible time scales.

ducible words corresponds to a single matched paren-
theses charge. We take the midpoint of the underlying
irreducible Dyck word, which lives on a link, to be the po-
sition of the matched parentheses charges– for example,
the ℓ = 2 word in the above configuration has position
n = 5. We label the matched parentheses charges as qℓn
and adopt the convention that the lower index denotes
position and the upper index denotes semilength; if ei-
ther index is irrelevant to the discussion at hand, it will
be omitted.

In the configuration (()(())), the Fredkin Hamiltonian
permits swapping the second and third parentheses to
perform the move: ((|)(|())) → (|) (((|))). The charges

affected by this move (initially q12 and q44) are underlined
and their positions are marked with a vertical bar. The
illustrated move consists of two distinct parts: the move-
ment of the initial q12 charge to the left, and the response
of the original q44 charge, which changes semilength from
ℓ = 4 to ℓ = 3 as it moves to the right.
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To generalize the above discussion, moves permitted
by the Fredkin Hamiltonian can be decomposed into two
processes: the movement of a single q1 charge and the
response of some other qℓ charge. As illustrated in the
inset of Fig. 1, allowed moves correspond to moving a
q1 charge to either the left or right by a single link. At
Sz
tot = 0, a q1 charge necessarily passes through the end

parenthesis of some other qℓ charge, which in turn causes
the qℓ charge to both move by one site and change in
semilength to ℓ±1. These processes are the only relevant
dynamics at play, which may be readily seen by rewriting
the Fredkin Hamiltonian in terms of hard-core bosonic
creation and annihilation operators. Denoting (aℓi)

† as
the creation operator for a matched parentheses charge
centered on link i with semilength ℓ, the Hamiltonian can
be rewritten as:

H =
1

2

∑

i,ℓ

nℓ+1
i−1n

1
i−ℓ + nℓ

in
1
i−ℓ−1 + nℓ+1

i+1n
1
i+ℓ + nℓ

in
1
i+ℓ+1

− (aℓ+1
i−1)

†(a1i−ℓ)
†aℓia

1
i−ℓ−1 − (aℓ+1

i+1)
†(a1i+ℓ)

†aℓia
1
i+ℓ+1 − h.c.,

(2)

where nℓ
i = (aℓi)

†aℓi . In this representation one can see
that the total matched parentheses charge isQ =

∑
i,ℓ n

ℓ
i .

Pseudo-locality — In general, Qtot =
∑L

i=1 qi is
related to Sz

tot: for example, Qtot = L/2 for a system
of L spins with Sz

tot = 0 with periodic boundary con-
ditions. As a result, any spin- 12 Hamiltonian that pre-
serves Sz

tot acting on a system with periodic boundary
conditions will globally conserve the number of matched
parentheses charges. In contrast, the Fredkin Hamilto-
nian has a stronger, local conservation law governing the
matched parentheses charge and so one has a correspond-
ing continuity equation [17]. The locality of the matched
parentheses charge is not entirely obvious a priori– the
total matched parentheses charge may be written as the
sum of terms Q =

∑
n qn, but the support of each qn

is not obviously bounded. Here, we first show that the
matched parentheses charge has power-law tails that ac-
count for nontrivial static correlations between parenthe-
ses. We then prove that the charge is additive and ex-
tensive, thus demonstrating that even with its power-law
tails, the charge is relevant to transport.

First, we consider the source of the algebraically-
decaying tails of the matched parentheses charge. All
static correlations between matched parentheses charges
arise from the fact that a parenthesis may only function
as the endpoint of a single qℓ charge. To illustrate this,
consider a single q10 charge, corresponding to a configura-
tion () at the origin. Since parentheses may not be shared
between charges, and since the existence of a q1±1 charge
would require one of the endpoints of the q10 to instead be
one of the endpoints of the q1±1 charge, the simultaneous
existence of both charges is impossible. Extending this
logic to an arbitrary link ℓ, the presence of q10 precludes
the existence of any qℓ±ℓ charge. The tails of the matched

parentheses charge therefore depend on the probability
of finding a qℓ charge ℓ away from a q1 charge. Since the
probability of finding a qℓ charge on a generic site is given
by Cℓ−1/2

2ℓ ∼ ℓ−3/2, all nontrivial static correlations be-
tween the presence of q10 and any other charges are given
solely by the probability of finding qℓ±ℓ. Therefore, we

find ⟨q1mqn⟩ ∼ |m− n|−3/2.
For a charge to be relevant to thermodynamics, it must

be extensive and additive; despite having power-law tails,
the matched parentheses charge qℓ indeed exhibits both
of these properties. To see this, consider a region of
2L → ∞ total sites with Q =

∑2L
n=1 qn. If the sys-

tem is divided into two L-site subsystems A and B, the
total number of matched parentheses charges in subsys-
tem A, given by QA =

∑L
n=1 qn, grows with L, and so

⟨QA⟩ ∼ L. One could worry that in spite of the exten-
sivity of the matched parentheses charge, the power-law
tails of the charge may lead to Q ̸= QA + QB . From
showing exactly that ⟨Q2

A⟩c ∼ L, we conclude that fluc-
tuations of the total charge are sufficiently suppressed to
guarantee additivity Q ≃ QA+QB , up to subleading cor-
rections of O(

√
L) – for further details, see [17]. There-

fore, fluctuations in the value of QA are suppressed as√
⟨Q2

A⟩c/⟨QA⟩ ∼ 1/
√
L, so the local density of matched

parentheses is well-defined.
Since the matched parentheses charge is locally con-

served, extensive, and additive, it is relevant to hydrody-
namics. Using standard Markov chain simulation tech-
niques, we numerically compute the structure factor of
the matched parentheses charge ⟨q(x, t)q(0, 0))⟩c. We
find that this structure factor exhibits the same collapse
form t1/zf(x/t1/z) with z ≈ 8/3 as the original Sz charge
(Fig. 1). Transport of the matched parentheses charge
is therefore subdiffusive, a fact which we will exploit to
rigorously constrain the transport and low-energy prop-
erties of Fredkin constrained models.
Exact subdiffusive bound on z — The gap of

the Fredkin Hamiltonian scales polynomially with sys-
tem size L as ∆ ∼ L−z [18]. To produce a bound for
the gap, and by extension the dynamical exponent, we
construct a variational spin-wave ansatz in terms of the
matched parentheses charge – see Ref. [26] for a similar
approach applied to other systems with fracton-like con-
straints. We find that z ≥ zSW = 5/2 and derive an exact
expression for this bound in [17]; below, we summarize
the procedure to do so.
We construct a spin-wave trial wave function in terms

of the matched parentheses charge q for the state |k⟩ =∑
n e

ik·nqn |GS⟩ with momentum k = 2πj/L, for j =
0, 1, ..., L − 1, where the Sz

tot = 0 ground state |GS⟩ is
given by the uniform superposition of all Sz

tot = 0 states.
By standard variational considerations, the energy of the
spin-wave state |k⟩, given by ESW(k) = ⟨k|H|k⟩ / ⟨k|k⟩,
serves as an upper bound on the ground state energy of
the Fredkin Hamiltonian within the kth crystal momen-
tum sector. The gap of the Fredkin Hamiltonian may
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FIG. 2. Exact bound on gap scaling. Exact diagonaliza-
tion (ED) data shown for system sizes of L = 10 − 24 sites

plotted with the exact ∼ L−5/2 analytical bound. Inset: exact
expression for the dispersion ESW(k) of the spin-wave ansatz,
evaluated in the limit L → ∞.

then be bounded by evaluating the energy of the spin-
wave state in the k = 2π/L sector.

Using translation invariance, we have ⟨k|H|k⟩ =
L
∑

r e
ik·n ⟨GS|q0Hqn|GS⟩, and using ⟨k|k⟩ ∼ L [17],

the task of bounding the gap reduces to evaluat-
ing the Fourier transform of the correlator C(n) ≡
⟨GS|q0Hqn|GS⟩. From H |GS⟩ = 0, we may write
C(n) = ⟨GS|q0[H, qn|GS⟩ with i[H, qn] = jn − jn+1,
where jn is the current of the matched parentheses charge
on site n. This yields

C(n) = i ⟨GS|q0jn+1|GS⟩ − i ⟨GS|q0jn|GS⟩ . (3)

We obtain exact expressions for the charge-current cor-
relator ⟨GS|q0jn|GS⟩ in the Sz

tot = 0 ensemble for any
system size L; for further details, see [17]. We find
that

∑
n n

2C(n) = 0, ruling out diffusive ∼ k2 contri-
butions to ESW(k). Instead, the low momentum scaling
of ESW(k) ∼ k5/2 is governed by the long distance decay
of C(n) ∼ n−7/2, which follows from the charge-current
correlator ⟨GS|q0jn+1|GS⟩ decaying as ∼ n−5/2. This
∼ n−5/2 decay may be readily obtained by computing
the probability that processes such as (. . . ()) → (. . . )()
occur, since these processes make up all possible contri-
butions to the charge-current correlator [17].

Our results provide the exact energy of the spin-wave
state ESW(k) for any system size L, which we verify con-
stitutes an upper bound of the gap of the Fredkin Hamil-
tonian (Fig. 2). In the thermodynamic limit, we find the
dispersion relation

lim
L→∞

ESW(k) =
4
√
2

3
cos

(k − π

4

)
sin

(k
2

)5/2

, (4)

with k ∈ [0, 2π]. The scaling of the gap follows from
the energy of the first excited spin-wave state ESW(k =

2π/L) = ∆SW ∼ L−5/2. Since the gap of the Fredkin
Hamiltonian is upper-bounded as ∆ ≤ ∆SW, we obtain
the following lower bound on the dynamical exponent:

z ≥ zSW = 5/2. (5)

The lower bound on the Fredkin dynamical exponent is
the main result of this letter. To the best of our knowl-
edge, this is the first proof that Fredkin-constrained sys-
tems exhibit subdiffusive transport; this follows from our
physically-motivated spin-wave ansatz. We emphasize
that since we obtain the energy of the spin-wave state
exactly, even for finite system size L (see [17]), this re-
sult is entirely exact.
Discussion — In this work, we identified a locally-

conserved quantity in the Fredkin spin chain and used
it to prove a subdiffusive lower bound for the Fred-
kin dynamical exponent. This conservation law corre-
sponds to the number of irreducible Dyck words [16],
which we name the “matched parentheses charge”. The
matched parentheses charges have algebraically-decaying
tails leading to non-trivial static correlations. However,
in addition to obeying a local conservation law, these
pseudo-local matched parentheses charges are both ex-
tensive and additive and thus relevant to transport. We
find numerically that the matched parentheses charge
features emergent scaling behavior with the same dynam-
ical exponent z ≃ 8/3 as the original Sz

tot charge. We con-
struct a variational ansatz from the matched parenthe-
ses charge for the first excited of the Fredkin spin chain
in a fixed crystal momentum sector. This physically-
motivated trial wavefunction provides an upper bound
O(L−5/2) on the gap of the Fredkin spin chain, thus pro-
viding a lower bound on the dynamical exponent of Fred-
kin constrained systems, i.e. z ≥ 5/2. Our results also
extend to the Motzkin spin chain [17].
The bound obtained from the spin-wave ansatz rep-

resents the first proof that transport in Fredkin and
Motzkin constrained systems is subdiffusive. While
obtaining a subdiffusive bound constitutes significant
progress in understanding Fredkin/Motzkin dynamics,
the exact value of the dynamical exponent still remains
an open question. A derivation of the true dynami-
cal exponent and detailing the mechanism responsible
for its value would represent a clear direction for future
research. We also note that Fredkin and Motzkin con-
strained systems seem to be – to the best of our knowl-
edge – one of the only examples of a system with lo-
cal interactions but with a conserved charge having non-
local densities as relevant hydrodynamic modes. While
the consequences of pseudo-local charges have mostly
been explored for exponentially decaying tails [27–32],
further exploring the consequences of densities with
algebraically-decaying correlations would also be an in-
teresting area for future research.
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I. PROOF OF ADDITIVITY OF MATCHED PARENTHESES CHARGE

In the main text, we argue that despite the fact that the matched parentheses charge has algebraically-decaying tails,
the charge is extensive and additive and thus sufficiently local to be relevant to thermodynamics and hydrodynamics.
In this section, we derive this statement explicitly. Consider a system of size 2L with open boundary conditions in
a random (infinite temperature) state, with total number of matched parentheses Q. Let us cut the system into two
halves A and B of size L, and denote by QA and QB the number of matched parentheses in subsystems A and B,
respectively.

In this appendix, we derive the full probability distribution of the charge QA (or QB), and provide exact expressions
for both ⟨QA⟩ and ⟨Q2

A⟩c, showing that they scale asymptotically as ∼ L. As a result, typical values of QA and QB

are overwhelmingly likely to be equal to L/2, up to O(
√
L) corrections. This implies that the matched parentheses

charge is additive: Q ≃ QA +QB , again up to subleading O(
√
L) corrections.

To establish this result, first consider a subsystem of L sites in a fixed charge sector with L− n open and n closed
parentheses. The number of states that contain Q matched parentheses charge is given by Catalan’s triangle:

T (L,Q) =

(
L

Q

)
−

(
L

Q− 1

)
, (S1)

for Q ≤ min(n,L − n). Generalizing to an infinite temperature state requires summing over all possible charge
sectors. Therefore, for a system of L sites at infinite temperature, the number of possible states that have QA

matched parentheses is given by the following expression:

Tinf(L,QA) = (L− 2QA + 1)T (L,QA), (S2)

for QA ≤ L/2. The probability PL(QA) of finding a state with QA matched parentheses charges is thus given by:

PL(QA) =
Tinf(L,QA)

2L
. (S3)

Given the probability of finding a subsystem of L sites that contains QA matched parentheses charges, it is straight-
forward to compute all moments of total matched parentheses charge QA in that interval.

We can derive the asymptotic behavior of these quantities in the limit L ≫ 1 using Stirling’s formula. Introducing
the matched parentheses density qA = QA/L, we find that the probability distribution PL(qA) = PL(QA = qAL)L is
maximized by the maximal allowed value of qA, qA = q⋆ = 1/2. Expanding about this maximum qA = 1/2 − δ with
δ > 0, we find

PL(δ) ∼
L→∞

8L3/2

√
2

π
δ2e−2Lδ2 . (S4)

A similar distribution in terms of height variables was derived in Refs. 1 and 2. Using this distribution, we can derive
the asymptotic behavior of all cumulants of QA = L/2− Lδ. This yields

⟨QA⟩ =
L

2
−
√

2L

π
+O(1), (S5)

and

⟨Q2
A⟩c =

(
3

4
− 2

π

)
L+ . . . (S6)
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As claimed in the main text, both the mean and variance of QA scale linearly with the interval’s size. In particular,
fluctuations are supressed as

√
⟨Q2

A⟩c/⟨QA⟩ ∼ 1/
√
L. This implies that the matched parentheses charge is additive:

Q ≃ QA +QB , up to subleading O(
√
L) corrections.

In the above setup, the matched parentheses charge only receives contributions from matched parentheses residing
within the region. One could also consider situations where the matched parentheses charge receive contributions
outside the subregion. For instance, if one considers a subregion [−ℓ/2, ℓ/2] of a larger system of size L ≫ ℓ then
any matched parentheses with ends located at −y and y (including y > ℓ/2) contributes to the matched parentheses
charge in that interval. Despite this difference, we have numerically confirmed that this does not change the scaling
behavior of the matched parentheses charge with subregion size.

II. DERIVATION OF EXACT BOUND ON GAP SCALING

In the main text, we construct a parameter-free variational spin-wave ansatz for the Fredkin Hamiltonian in terms
of the matched parentheses charge. Here, we derive the an exact expression for the energy ESW(k) of these spin-wave
states, and use them to upper bound the gap of the Fredkin Hamiltonian, ∆ ∼ L−z, with L the size of the system.
We emphasize that all of the expressions shown below are obtained exactly for finite-size systems.

A. Spin wave ansatz and charge-current correlations

We construct a (unnormalized) spin-wave ansatz in terms of the the matched parentheses charge as |k⟩ =∑
n e

ik·nqn |GS⟩. Recall that qn =
∑

ℓ q
ℓ
n counts the total number of matched parentheses centered on link n, while

qℓn = (aℓn)
†aℓn corresponds to a set of matched parentheses separated by 2ℓ centered on link n. As in the main text,

we adopt the convention that lower indices denote position while upper indices denote separation; if either the upper
or lower index is irrelevant to the discussion at hand, it will be omitted. Here, we work in the Sz

tot = 0 ensemble,
where the ground state of the Fredkin chain |GS⟩ is given by the uniform superposition of all Sz

tot = 0 states.

Since |k⟩ is a state with definite crystal momentum, the energy expectation value

ESW(k) =
⟨k|H |k⟩
⟨k|k⟩ =

∑
n,m eik·(n−m) ⟨GS| qmHqn |GS⟩

∑
n,m eik·(n−m) ⟨GS| qmqn |GS⟩ , (S7)

provides an upper bound on the ground state energy of the Hamiltonian H in the sector with momentum k. Since
the lowest excited-state of the Fredkin Hamiltonian is in the k = 2π/L sector, and since H |GS⟩ = 0, the variational
spin-wave energy provides an upper bound on the Fredkin gap ∆ = E(k = 2π/L) ≤ ESW(k = 2π/L). Because the
total number of matched parentheses

∑
n qn is conserved, we have ESW(k = 0) = 0, and so the spin-wave ansatz is

guaranteed to be gapless as k → 0.

Next, we invoke translation invariance and consider the quantity ⟨GS| q0Hqn |GS⟩. Using H |GS⟩ = 0, this corre-
lator can be expressed as ⟨GS| q0[H, qn] |GS⟩. We note that q̇n = i[H, qn] = jn − jn+1, where jn is the current of the
matched parentheses charge on site n; therefore, this quantity can be expressed as a discrete derivative:

⟨GS| q0Hqn |GS⟩ = i(⟨q0jn+1⟩0 − ⟨q0jn⟩0), (S8)

where we adopt the notation that ⟨•⟩0 corresponds to ⟨GS| . . . |GS⟩. Therefore, obtaining an expression for the
charge-current correlations ⟨q0jn⟩0 will directly lead to an exact bound for the scaling of E(k = 2π/L).

B. Source of charge-current correlations

In the picture of the matched parentheses charge, it becomes clear that the source of all Fredkin dynamics is the
movement of q1 charges, which are matched parentheses of the form (). When a q1 charge moves, it necessarily
disrupts the end parenthesis of a larger qℓ charge. This can be pictured as the q1 moving past one of the matched
end parentheses of the qℓ charge, which we will call moving “inside” or “outside” of the qℓ charge. The movement of
the q1 charge triggers the process qℓn → qℓ±1

n±1.

All of these considerations are captured by the current operator jn =
∑

ℓ j
ℓ
n, where each jℓn may be written explicitly
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in terms of ladder operators as:

jℓn = − i

2

(
(aℓ+1

n+ℓ−1)
†(a1n)

†aℓn+ℓa
1
n−1 − (aℓ+1

n−1)
†(a1n−ℓ)

†aℓna
1
n−ℓ−1+

+ (aℓ+1
n )†(a1n+ℓ−1)

†aℓn−1a
1
n+ℓ − (aℓ+1

n−ℓ)
†(a1n−1)

†aℓn−ℓ−1a
1
n − h.c.

) (S9)

Since the only source of dynamics from the Fredkin Hamiltonian involve locally moving q1 charges, all nontrivial
correlations between a charge sitting on link 0 and a current on site n must come from the coincidence of two
scenarios: first, that the charge sitting on link 0 corresponds to matched parentheses separated by ℓ± 1, and second,
that a charge q1±(ℓ∓1) disturbs the end parenthesis of the qℓ±1

0 charge. This statement has an intuitive interpretation–

a current may only be correlated with a qℓ charge if a q1 charge either moves inside or outside a qℓ charge, which
consequently changes the separation of the charge qℓ → qℓ±1. In order to move inside or outside of the qℓ charge
at a given timestep, since there are no non-local q1 hops encoded in the Fredkin Hamiltonian, there must be a q1

charge located directly adjacent to one of the matched end parentheses of the qℓ charge immediately before the hop.
Therefore, the task of understanding the static charge-current correlations in Fredkin reduces to finding the probability
of these configurations. Exact expressions for these probabilities are derived in the following section.

C. Probabilities

First, we focus on the process ()(. . . )ℓ → (() . . . )ℓ+1, in which (. . . )ℓ pictorially represents a qℓ charge. We denote
the probability of finding a configuration of the form ()(. . . )ℓ or (. . . )ℓ() conditional on having a (. . . )ℓ as pout(ℓ).
From direct counting, we find that pout(ℓ) = 7/16 in the thermodynamic limit since the system is locally at infinite
temperature. For a system of L sites in the Sz

tot = 0 ensemble, however, the expression for pout(ℓ, L) becomes
dependent on both ℓ and L due to additional correlations that arise from finite-size effects.
Since the Dyck word corresponding to any qℓ charge contains equal numbers of up and down spins, the L − 2ℓ

sites in the system that are not part of the qℓ charge must also contain the same number of up and down spins
when the system is at Sz

tot = 0. There are
(

L−2ℓ
(L−2ℓ)/2

)
possible states for these L− 2ℓ sites. Consider a Dyck word of

semilength ℓ + 1 of the form ()(. . . )ℓ; since ()(. . . )ℓ also contains only matched sets of parentheses, the L − (ℓ + 2)
sites in the system that are not part of qℓ must contain the same number of up and down spins. Therefore, there
are

(
L−2ℓ−2

(L−2ℓ−2)/2

)
possible configurations for these L − 2ℓ − 2 sites. Finally, taking care to avoid double-counting the(

L−2ℓ−4
(L−2ℓ−4)/2

)
configurations of the form ()(. . . )ℓ(), we obtain the following expression for pout(ℓ, L):

pout(ℓ, L) =
2
(

L−2ℓ−2
(L−2ℓ−2)/2

)
−

(
L−2ℓ−4

(L−2ℓ−4)/2

)
(

L−2ℓ
(L−2ℓ)/2

) . (S10)

Next, we focus on the process (() . . . )ℓ → ()(. . . )ℓ−1. We denote the probability of finding a configuration of the form
(() . . . )ℓ conditional on having a (. . . )ℓ as pin(ℓ). Unlike when a q1 charge sits directly outside of a qℓ charge, a q1

sitting directly inside of a qℓ charge is subject to strong correlations from being embedded within a Dyck word. In
total, there are Cℓ−1 possible Dyck words corresponding to a qℓ charge, where Cℓ are Catalan numbers. Recall that
this was obtained from there fact that of the Cℓ Dyck word of semilength ℓ, only those of the form (. . . )ℓ correspond
to qℓ charges; therefore, the . . . in (. . . )ℓ must also be a Dyck word of semilength ℓ − 1, of which there are Cℓ−1

possibilities. By similar logic, there are ℓ− 2 ways to obtain a qℓ charge of the form (() . . . )ℓ, where . . . is a path of
length ℓ− 2. To obtain the expression for pin(ℓ), we consider both words of the form (() . . . )ℓ and (. . . ())ℓ, of which
there are 2 Cℓ−2; however, care must be taken to not count configurations like (() . . . ())ℓ twice. Since . . . in these
configurations must be a Dyck path of semilength ℓ− 3, the expression for pin(ℓ) is given by the following:

pin(ℓ) =
2Cℓ−2 − Cℓ−3

Cℓ−1
. (S11)

We note that the boundary cases for ℓ ≤ 2 must be handled separately. Since the only possible configuration for a q2

charge is (()), pin(2) = 1. Additionally, since there is no possible way for a q1 charge to be embedded in another q1

charge, pin(1) = 0. We also note that in the limit ℓ ≫ 1, the correlations that come from being embedded in a Dyck
path become weaker and pin(ℓ) → 7/16.

The expressions in eqs. S10 and S11 for pin(ℓ) and pout(ℓ, L) are conditioned on finding qℓ on a particular link;
however, in order to obtain the expression for ⟨q0jn⟩, these conditional probabilities need to be multiplied by the
probability to have matched parentheses qℓ0 in the first place. To produce the relevant expressions, we write down
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the probability pq(ℓ, L) of finding a qℓ charge on any particular link in a system of L sites. Overall, there are
(

L
L/2

)

possible states that the system can be found in as a while. Since there are Cℓ−1 possible Dyck paths corresponding

to a qℓ charge, and since there are
(

L−2ℓ
(L−2ℓ)/2

)
possible states that the the L− 2ℓ sites outside of qℓ may take, pq(ℓ, L)

is given by the following expression:

pq(ℓ, L) =
Cℓ−1

(
L−2ℓ

(L−2ℓ)/2

)
(

L
L/2

) . (S12)

D. Exact expression for ESW(k)

With the probabilities pin(ℓ), pout(ℓ, L), and pq(ℓ, L) obtained in the previous section, the charge-current correlator
is given exactly by:

i⟨q0jn⟩0 =
1

2

(
pout(n− 1, L)pq(n− 1, L)− pin(n+ 1)pq(n+ 1, L)

)
. (S13)

From this, we may exactly compute the correlator ⟨GS| q0Hqn |GS⟩ = i(⟨q0jn+1⟩0 − ⟨q0jn⟩0) explicitly in terms of
probabilities. The exact dispersion for the spin-wave state is given by:

ESW(k) =

∑
n ie

ik·n(⟨q0jn+1⟩0 − ⟨q0jn⟩0)
(3L− 4)/4(L− 1)

, (S14)

where we used the normalization ⟨k|k⟩ = L(3L−4)
4(L−1) valid for k = 2πj/L with j odd – for j > 0 even, this factor should

be replaced by ⟨k|k⟩ = 3(L/2)2/(L − 1). This expression may used to evaluated the exact value of ESW(k = 2π/L)
for any L.

The asymptotics of this expression may be derived in a straightforward way. In the thermodynamic limit L → ∞,
the correlator ⟨GS| q0Hqx |GS⟩ decays as

⟨GS| q0Hqx |GS⟩ ∼
x→∞

15

64
√
πx7/2

, (S15)

at long distances, giving rise to a contribution ∼ k5/2/(3
√
2) to ESW(k) at small momenta. In general, one would

also expect a ∼ k2 contribution in ESW(k) dominating this anomalous behavior coming from short distance physics.
However, this diffusive contribution vanishes exactly because of the sum rule

∑
n n

2 ⟨GS| q0Hqn |GS⟩ = 0, which
follows from our exact expressions. In the thermodynamic limit where k becomes continuous, we find the exact
dispersion relation

lim
L→∞

ESW(k) =
4
√
2

3
cos

(
k − π

4

)
sin

(
k

2

)5/2

, (S16)

valid when k ∈ [0, 2π]. We thus conclude that ESW(k) ∼ k5/2/(3
√
2) as k → 0, leading to the scaling ESW(k =

2π/L) = ∆SW(L) ∼ L−5/2 as L → ∞. This expression provides a rigorous upper bound on the Fredkin gap
∆ = E(k = 2π/L) . In turn, this upper bound on the gap ∆ ∼ L−z translates to a lower bound on the dynamical
exponent

z ≥ zSW =
5

2
, (S17)

which is the main result of this letter.

III. RESULTS FOR MOTZKIN

The main text and the previous two sections have dealt with Fredkin spin chains and Fredkin-constrained systems.
The Fredkin spin chain was originally proposed as the half-integer spin version of a model known as the Motzkin
spin chain3. Given the similarities between the two models, it should come as no surprise that the same procedure
as the one used for Fredkin may be employed to derive an upper bound on the scaling of the gap of the Motzkin
Hamiltonian, which also serves as a lower bound on the Motzkin dynamical exponent.
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Here, mirroring the format of the main text, we outline the procedure to bound the gap of the Motzkin Hamiltonian.
After reviewing the Motzkin spin chain, we provide an overview of the relevant combinatorics and identify the spin-1
version of the matched parentheses charge. As with Fredkin, the Motzkin matched parentheses charge can be shown
to be pseudolocal in that, despite having power-law tails, it is extensive and additive. The gap of the Motzkin
Hamiltonian ∆M may then be bounded through the construction of a variational spin-wave ansatz, which features the
same scaling as the gap of the Fredkin Hamiltonian, ∆M ≤ O(L−5/2). We then arrive at our main result of a bound
on the Motzkin dynamical exponent, z ≥ 5/2.

A. Background

1. The Motzkin spin chain

The Motzkin spin chain was originally proposed as an interesting example of a frustration-free spin-1 chain with a
highly-entangled ground state3. With periodic boundary conditions, Motzkin Hamiltonain may be expressed as the
sum of nearest-neighbor projectors, H =

∑
n,n+1 Πn,n+1. Adopting the notation used by Ref.2, the onsite Hilbert

space is spanned by the states |u⟩, |d⟩ and |0⟩, and the 2-site projector Πn,n+1 may be expressed as:

Πn,n+1 = |D⟩n,n+1 ⟨D|+ |U⟩n,n+1 ⟨U |+ |V ⟩n,n+1 ⟨V | , (S18)

where:

|D⟩ = 1√
2
(|0d⟩ − |d0⟩),

|U⟩ = 1√
2
(|0u⟩ − |u0⟩),

|V ⟩ = 1√
2
(|00⟩ − |ud⟩).

(S19)

With open boundary conditions, the ground state of the Motzkin Hamiltonian for a system of L sites is given by the
uniform superposition of all Motzkin words of length L (see the following subsection)3. When considering periodic
boundary conditions, the Motzkin ground state is instead given by the uniform superposition of all Sz

tot = 0 states
consisting of L sites.

2. Motzkin words

In the context of Fredkin-constrained systems, spin- 12 systems may be recast in terms of the Dyck combinatorial
alphabet by replacing up-spins with an open parenthesis and down-spins with a closed parentheses. The description of
spin-1 models requires generalizing the Dyck alphabet to include a symbol for zero-spins, which may be accomplished
by replacing zero-spins with a “flat” symbol, −. Strings of parentheses and flats can be interpreted as a combinatorial
object known as a Motzkin path; as suggested by the model’s name, this a natural combinatorial language for
Motzkin-constrained systems. We briefly review some important aspects of Motzkin combinatorics here.

Motzkin words are strings of parentheses and flats that, read from left to right, do not contain unmatched paren-
theses. For example, the Motzkin words of length ℓ = 3 are −−−, −(), (−), and ()−. The number of Motzkin words

of length ℓ is given by the ℓth Motzkin number, Mℓ =
∑ℓ/2

k=0

(
ℓ
2k

)
Ck. Note that in Fredkin, we identify words by their

semilength, given that Dyck words necessarily contain an even number of parentheses; in contrast, we identify Motzkin
words by their length since the presence of flats allows for words to be comprised of an odd number of symbols.

Just as irreducible Dyck words are crucial to the construction of the Fredkin matched parentheses charge, irreducible
Motzkin words will play the same role for this model. Motzkin words of length ℓ ≥ 2 that are irreducible begin and end
with a matched set of parentheses; for example, the only irreducible Motzkin word of ℓ = 3 is (−). Since irreducible
Motzkin words must be of the form (. . . ), where . . . itself is a Motzkin word, there are Mℓ−2 irreducible Motzkin
words of length ℓ. For the case of ℓ = 1, a single flat − is itself an irreducible word.

B. The matched parentheses charge in Motzkin

As outlined in the main text, each matched parentheses charge in Fredkin corresponds to the midpoint of a single
irreducible word. The conservation of the number of irreducible words in Fredkin therefore follows trivially from the
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fact that number of open (and closed) parentheses is conserved within a fixed charge sector. In contrast, the number
of irreducible words is not conserved in Motzkin for a fixed charge sector due to the allowed move − − ↔ (), in
which two flats (irreducible ℓ = 1 words) merge into a single irreducible word of length ℓ = 2.

A matched parentheses charge given by the midpoints of irreducible words may still be constructed for Motzkin-
constrained system; however, the midpoints of paths of length ℓ ≥ 2 must correspond to two charges, while flats
(ℓ = 1) only carry a single charge. This modification ensures the conservation of the total matched parentheses charge
during the allowed move − − ↔ (), since there are two charges on either side of the process. We will continue to
refer to these charges at the matched parentheses charges and label them as qℓn, where n gives the location of the
underlying irreducible word’s midpoint and ℓ denotes the word’s length. Note that a consequence of the existence of
odd-length words is that charges are permitted to live on both sites and links; therefore, the index for the matched
parentheses charge runs from n = 1 to 2L. In the Sz

tot = 0 charge sector for a system of L sites with periodic boundary
conditions, the total Motzkin matched parentheses charge is Q =

∑
n qn = L.

In each model, the smallest irreducible word plays the role of a freely-moving object that facilitates the motion of
larger words when it disrupts one of their endpoints. The allowed Fredkin move ()n(. . . )

ℓ
n+ℓ → (()n+1 . . . )

ℓ+1
n+ℓ−1 is

equivalent to the allowed Motzkin move −n(. . . )
ℓ
n+ℓ+1 → (−n+2 . . . )

ℓ+1
n+ℓ in that it shows the process of the smallest

irreducible word of the model passing the end parenthesis of the word (. . . ), which leads to the displacement of the
charge(s) corresponding to the larger word. The fact that Motzkin charges may live on both links and sites leads to
some notable differences in labelling the midpoint; in particular, the flat involved in this process changes its position
by two, while the charges corresponding to the larger word only move one space. Note that the process −− → ()
behaves differently, as the flats each move one space when forming the ℓ = 2 word; therefore, this process must be
dealt with carefully and separately.

Taking into account all of the considerations outlined above, the Motzkin Hamiltonian may be rewritten in terms
of the matched parentheses charge. Writing the hard-core bosonic ladder operators for matched parentheses charges

of length ℓ whose midpoint position is i as a
ℓ(†)
i , the Hamiltonian is given by:

H =
1

4

{ (
− 1

2

2L∑

i=1

L−1∑

ℓ=2

(
(aℓ+1†

i−1 )2a1†i−ℓ+1(a
ℓ
i)

2a1i−ℓ−1 + (aℓ+1†
i+1 )2a1†i+ℓ−1(a

ℓ
i)

2a1i+ℓ+1 + h.c.

)

+
1

2

2L∑

i=1

L−1∑

ℓ=2

(
(aℓ†i )2(aℓi)

2n1
i−ℓ−1 + (aℓ+1†

i−1 )2(aℓ+1
i−1)

2n1
i−ℓ+1 + (aℓ†i )2(aℓi)

2n1
i+ℓ+1 + (aℓ+1†

i+1 )2(aℓ+1
i+1)

2n1
i+ℓ−1

)

−
2L∑

i=1

(
((a2†i+1)

2a1i a
1
i+2 + h.c)− 1

2
(a2†i )2(a2i )

2

)
+ 2

2L∑

i=1

n1
in

1
i+2

}
.

(S20)

C. Pseudolocality of the Motzkin matched parentheses charge

Like the matched parentheses charge in Fredkin, the Motzkin matched parentheses charge is pseudolocal in that
it obeys a local conservation law despite possessing power-law tails. Here, we first show that the Motzkin matched
parentheses charge has algebraically-decaying tails before proving that the charge in Motzkin is both extensive and
additive. Both properties together ensure that this charge is a relevant for transport.

1. Power-law tails

The main text outlines how all static correlations in spin- 12 systems may be traced back to the fact that each
endpoint of an irreducible word uniquely belongs to a single irreducible word. The exact same argument holds for
spin-1 systems. In a spin-1 system, the existence of a single q10 charge precludes the simultaneous existence of any qℓ±ℓ

charge; the only differences between the integer and half-integer spin models is that here, q10 is a flat and qℓ±ℓ may live
on either a link or a site.

The Motzkin numbers are known to asymptotically scale as Mℓ ∼ 3ℓ(3/ℓ)3/2 as ℓ → ∞. Since there are Mℓ−2

possible irreducible Motzkin words of length ℓ and 3ℓ possible ℓ-site states, the probability of finding a matched
parentheses charge on any given site (or link) is given asymptotically by Mℓ−2/3

ℓ ∼ ℓ−3/2. Therefore, the decay of
the tails of the Motzkin matched parentheses charge, like the Fredkin case, is captured by ⟨q1mqn⟩ ∼ |m− n|−3/2.
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2. Extensivity and additivity

Given the myriad of similarities between Fredkin and Motzkin, it is unsurprising that the Motzkin matched paren-
theses charge is also extensive and additive. To see this, consider the same setup outlined in Section I but for a spin-1
system. By only performing allowed Motzkin moves within subsystem A, the subsystem may be reordered into a state
where all of the n− flats come first, followed by all of the n)+n( parentheses. Since this state may be reached by only

performing allowed Motzkin moves, the total charge of the subsystem QA =
∑2L

n=1 qn =
(∑n−

n=1 qn
)
+
(∑2L

n=n−+1 qn
)

remains unchanged after this reordering. The number of charges contributed by the flats trivially scales with n−, and
the number of charges attached to parentheses scales with n)+n( by the arguments presented in section I. Therefore,
QA ∼ n− + n) + n( = L, so the charge is naturally extensive.

To show that the charge is additive,we derive the probability distribution of the charge in a subsystem. By counting
the population of flats and matched parentheses separately, it can be shown that the number of states in subsystem
A that contain QA charges is given by:

TM(L,QA) =

QA∑

i=mod(QA,2)

(
L

i

)
Tinf

(
L− i,

QA − i

2

)
, (S21)

where Tinf(L,Q) is given by eq. S2. Therefore, the probability finding QA charges in subsystem A is given by:

PL(QA) =
TM(L,QA)

3L
. (S22)

Computing cumulants from this distribution, we find that both the mean and variance scale linearly with L, as in the
Fredkin case.

D. Bound for the Motzkin gap scaling

We constructed a spin-wave ansatz in order to bound the scaling of the gap of the Fredkin Hamiltonian, ∆ ∼ L−z,
with z ≥ 5/2. Here, we employ a nearly identical approach in order to obtain the same bound for the Motzkin
Hamiltonian.

1. The Motzkin spin-wave ansatz

We construct a spin-wave ansatz in terms of the Motzkin matched parentheses charge as |k⟩ = ∑
n e

ik·n/2qn |GS⟩;
the factor of 1/2 in the exponent is due to the fact that the matched parentheses charges may sit on both sites and
links, and with our conventions n runs from 1 to 2L. As before, we work in the Sz

tot ensemble, where the ground state
|GS⟩ is the uniform superposition of all Sz

tot states. The energy expectation value is therefore given by:

ESW(k) =
⟨k|H |k⟩
⟨k|k⟩ =

∑
n,m eik·(n−m)/2 ⟨GS| qmHqn |GS⟩

∑
n,m eik·(n−m)/2 ⟨GS| qmqn |GS⟩ . (S23)

We will admit that as in the Fredkin case, the norm just scales linearly with system size ⟨k|k⟩ ∼ L, so we will focus
on the numerator in the following. Using translation invariance, we thus have

ESW(k) ∼
∑

n

eik·n/2 ⟨GS| q0Hqn |GS⟩
︸ ︷︷ ︸

E0
SW(k)

+
∑

n

eik·(n−1)/2 ⟨GS| q1Hqn |GS⟩
︸ ︷︷ ︸

E1
SW(k)

. (S24)

In our conventions, n even corresponds to links, while n odd corresponds to sites.

2. Charge-current correlations

For Motzkin, the lattice continuity equation for the new conserved charge reads i[H, qn] = jn − jn+1 + j′n − j′n+2

with jn =
∑L−1

n=1 j
ℓ
n and j′n =

∑L−1
ℓ=2 j

′ℓ
n . The current operator jℓn associated with the movement of charges that are
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associated with matched sets of parentheses is given by:

jℓn =





− i
4

(
a1n−1a

1
n+1(a

2†
n )2 − a1n−2a

1
n(a

2†
n−1)

2 − h.c.

)
, if ℓ = 1

i
4

(
(aℓ+1†

n−1 )
2a1†n−ℓ+1(a

ℓ
n)

2a1n−ℓ−1 − (aℓ+1†
n )2a1†n+ℓ−2(a

ℓ
n−1)

2a1n+ℓ − h.c.

)
, otherwise,

(S25)

while the current operator j
′ℓ
n corresponding the movement of flats is given by:

j
′ℓ
n = − i

8

(
(aℓ+1†

n+ℓ−2)
2a1†n (aℓn+ℓ−1)

2a1n−2 − (aℓ+1†
n−ℓ )

2a1†n−2(a
ℓ
n−ℓ−1)

2a1n − h.c.

)
. (S26)

The origin of charge-current correlations may be understood in direct analogy to the source of charge-current corre-
lations in Fredkin, as outlined in II B. In Motzkin, the movement of all qℓ charges, for ℓ ≥ 1, is facilitated by a single
q1 charge passing through one of the endpoints of the qℓ charge. As the q1 charge disrupts one of the endpoints of
the qℓ charge, the larger charge changes both length and position to become a qℓ±1

i±1 charge.
As already noted, the continuity equation contains contributions from two different types of currents of the matched

parentheses charges (j and j′) due to differences between the movement of flats (q1 charges) and charges associated
with ℓ ≥ 2 Motzkin words. During the process of passing through the endpoint of a larger word, the q1 charge
moves two, since the q1 charge is may only live on sites. In contrast, the other charge involved in this process will
move by only one space as it increases or decreases in length by one. Therefore, since ℓ = 1 charges move different
amounts than ℓ ≥ 2 charges, the continuity equation associated with the movement of qn cares whether the matched
parentheses current at n is caused by a ℓ = 1 or ℓ ≥ 1 charges.

We may follow the procedure used in IIA and write ⟨GS|qmHqn|GS⟩ = −i ⟨GS|qm[H, qn]|GS⟩. The energy of the
spin-wave state may then be expressed as a sum of terms of the form ⟨qmj′n⟩ and ⟨qmjn⟩. As was the case for Fredkin,
these charge-current correlators may be expressed in terms of the probability of finding specific configurations– we
derive these probabilities in the following section.

3. Probabilities

In subsection II B, we outline how all charge-current correlations in Fredkin may be linked to the probability of
finding configurations of the form ()(. . . ) or (() . . . ), since the ℓ = 1 Dyck word facilitates the motion of larger words
by passing through their endpoints. In Motzkin, the same type of reasoning holds, except the ℓ = 1 Motzkin word is
a single flat, −, instead of the ℓ = 1 Dyck word, (). Therefore, charge-current correlations may be expressed in terms
of the probability that configurations of the form −(. . . ) or (− . . . ) occur.

As was the case in Fredkin, the probability of finding a configuration like (− . . . ) is independent of system size.
There are M(ℓ) Motzkin paths of length ℓ, M(ℓ−2) of which are irreducible. For Fredkin, eq. S11 gives the probability
that there is an ℓ = 1 charge sitting directly inside of either of the endpoints of the ℓ > 1 charge; for reasons that
will become clear in the following section, we are interested in looking at only one of the endpoints for Motzkin.
Therefore, conditional on having a word of length ℓ on a particular link, we have:

pin(ℓ) =
M(ℓ− 3)

M(ℓ− 2)
. (S27)

This expression approaches 5/9 in the ℓ → ∞ limit.
Directly counting all possible configurations gives pout = 5/9 but does not account for finite-size effects. Since there

are L!
(n!)2(L−2n)! possible Sz

tot = 0 states with L− 2n spins-0, there are:

Ω(L) =

L/2∑

n=0

L!

(n!)2(L− 2n)!
, (S28)

total possible states. Therefore, the probability of finding a configuration of the form −(. . . ) is given by:

pout(ℓ, L) =
Ω(L− ℓ− 1)

Ω(L− ℓ)
. (S29)

Both pin(ℓ) and pout(ℓ, L) given above are conditioned on having a Motzkin word on a particular link; obtaining the
full probability requires removing that condition. The probability that any given link hosts a Motzkin word of length
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ℓ is given by:

pq(ℓ, L) =
M(ℓ− 2)Ω(L− ℓ)

Ω(L)
. (S30)

Having worked out all relevant probabilities, we can now use them to exactly find ESW(k) and thus bound the
scaling of the gap of the Motzkin Hamiltonian.

4. Motzkin spin-wave energy ESW(k)

The energy of the spin-wave state splits into two parts, ESW = E0
SW(k) +E1

SW(k), as shown in S24. Each Em
SW(k)

has contributions from both jn currents and j′n currents:

Em=0,1
SW (k) ∼

∑

n

ieik·n/2
((

⟨qmjn+1⟩0 − ⟨qmjn⟩0
)
+

(
⟨qmj′n+2⟩0 − ⟨qmj′n⟩0

))
, (S31)

where again ⟨•⟩0 corresponds to ⟨GS| . . . |GS⟩. The form of the ⟨qmj′n⟩ is the same for either m = 0, 1 and |n| ≥ 2:

i⟨qmj′n⟩0 =

{
pout(n− 1, L)pq(n− 1, L)− pin(n+ 1)pq(n+ 1, L), for odd n;

0 otherwise.
(S32)

The interpretation is straightforward: since j′n is the current on link n associated with a flat moving across that link,
there can be no j′n current associated with even values of n. The expression for odd n is similar to the charge-current
correlations in Fredkin (eq. S13).

The form of the ⟨qmjn⟩0 correlator depends on whether m is even or odd due to the fact that jn is the current
associated with non-ℓ = 1 irreducible words at n. Therefore, all charge-current correlations are driven by the presence
of an ℓ = 1 charge sitting at site m. For link m = 0, the jn correlations vanish for |n| ≥ 2 since flats can not
live on links; for |n| = 1 and m = 0, all correlations are driven by the presence of a single flat on site n, and so
i⟨q1j1⟩0 = pq(1, L). In contrast, flats are allowed to sit on site m = 1, and so there are nontrivial charge correlations
for all values of n when m = 1. Therefore, we have:

i⟨q1jn⟩0 = pout(n− 1, L)pq(n− 1, L)− pin(n+ 2)pq(n+ 2, L), (S33)

for n ≥ 3. For small values of n, we have i⟨q1j2⟩0 = (pq(2, L)− pq(4, L))/2 and i⟨q1j1⟩0 = pq(1, L)− pin(4)pq(4, L) +
pout(4, L)pq − i⟨q1j2⟩0.

Note that both E0
SW and E1

SW contain a diffusive ∼ k2 term at low momenta, but those contributions come in
with opposite signs and cancel out in ESW. We will admit that this cancellation is due to a sum rule

∑
m,n(m −

n)2 ⟨GS|qmHqn|GS⟩ = 0, similar to the one we showed in the Fredkin case. This rules out a potentially diffusive ∼ k2

contribution in ESW(k). Instead, the low-energy dispersion is governed by the long distance of the correlator (S32),
in close analogy with the Fredkin case (S13). The probabilities pin and pout are O(1) at long distances, whereas
pq(ℓ) ∼ ℓ−3/2. The charge current correlator thus scales as i⟨q0j′n⟩0 ∼ n−5/2, and ESW(k) ∼ k5/2, mirroring the

Fredkin spin-wave dispersion relation. Setting k = 2π/L, this provides an upper bound O(L−5/2) on the gap of the
Motzkin spin chain.
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