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In this work, we show that the kinetically constrained quantum East model lies between a quantum
scarred and a many-body localized system featuring an unconventional type of mobility edge in the
spectrum. We name this scenario state-dependent mobility edge: while the system does not exhibit
a sharp separation in energy between thermal and non-thermal eigenstates, the abundance of non-
thermal eigenstates results in slow entanglement growth for many initial states, such as product
states, below a finite energy density. We characterize the state-dependent mobility edge by looking
at the complexity of classically simulating dynamics using tensor network for system sizes well
beyond those accessible via exact diagonalization. Focusing on initial product states, we observe
a qualitative change in the dynamics of the bond dimension needed as a function of their energy
density. Specifically, the bond dimension typically grows polynomially in time up to a certain
energy density, where we locate the state-dependent mobility edge, enabling simulations for long
times. Above this energy density, the bond dimension typically grows exponentially making the
simulation practically unfeasible beyond short times, as generally expected in interacting theories.
We correlate the polynomial growth of the bond dimension to the presence of many non-thermal
eigenstates around that energy density, a subset of which we compute via tensor network.

In the era of noisy intermediate scale quantum (NISQ)
devices [1], a natural task that could display quantum
advantage over classical computers is the simulation of
quantum many-body dynamics itself [2–5]. Indeed, the
simulation of quantum systems is typically expected to
be hard for the same reason quantum computers are
believed to be powerful, namely entanglement. However,
displaying provable quantum advantage is a challenging
task in itself due to the noisy nature of current quantum
computers [6–11]. Indeed, while quantum computers
are developed so are also classical algorithm, making
the quantum advantage effectively a moving target.
Even more surprisingly, also assuming the ability to
implement large-scale error-correcting protocols and
possess a fault-tolerant quantum computer, there are
strongly interacting quantum systems whose simulation
is not guaranteed to be more efficient using a quantum
computer over a classical one. Indeed, there exist
systems whose properties make them amenable to being
efficiently simulated on a classical computer. Examples
include Hamiltonians exhibiting non-thermal behavior
at finite energy density, e.g. area-law excited eigenstates,
such as quantum many-body scarred systems [12–20] and
many-body localized systems (MBL) systems [21, 22],
or mechanisms hindering the propagation of quantum
correlations, such as dynamical confinement [23–28].
Indeed, as these systems are characterized by a slow
growth of entanglement, typically considered a measure
of ‘classical complexity,’ they are amenable to be
efficiently simulated using classical algorithms (e.g., via
tensor networks) with modest computational resources
up to long times [29–31]. The presence of exceptions
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to the naively expected quantum advantage in com-
puting dynamics raises an intriguing possibility: can
non-thermal features be diagnosed and characterized by
examining how efficiently dynamics can be computed
using classical algorithms?

To this aim, we focus on one-dimensional non-
integrable systems. A key point of our approach is
the choice of an appropriate candidate for efficient
classical simulations susceptible to the complexity due
to entanglement. Tensor-network methods fulfill such
a requirement. Indeed, the resources required—the
bond dimension—typically scale exponentially with time
in far-from-equilibrium dynamics since finite-energy
volume-law eigenstates of the Hamiltonian participate
predominantly in the dynamics [32]. However, the
presence of non-thermal eigenstates of the Hamiltonian
could significantly reduce complexity, enabling efficient
simulations for ‘long’ times [29–31]. Having selected
a classical method, we need to define complexity. We
categorize a computational task as ‘hard’ (or ‘easy’)
if the required computational resources scale (sub-
)exponentially. We distinguish complexity along the
space and time domain. For the time domain, we
adopt the bond dimension χ of the matrix product
state representation of the evolved states as a measure
of complexity. We choose χ as it encodes the actual
computational time needed in performing operations,
such as dynamics, in tensor network methods. Moreover,
χ is closely linked to entanglement, widely regarded as
an indicator of ‘hardness’ in representing quantum states
on a classical computer. If χ grows (sub-)exponentially
in time the task is said to be (‘easy’) ‘hard’ in the
time-domain. Instead, for the complexity along the
space domain, we look at the degree of separability
of the evolved state, which directly reflects on the
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dimension of the potentially accessible Hilbert space.
Specifically, we distinguish whether the state describing
the whole system can or cannot be written as product
states of (potentially entangled) states describing smaller
disconnected subsystems. In case it can, we name the
state as separable and the space-complexity is said to
be ‘easy.’ Otherwise, we say that is inseparable and
space-complexity is ‘hard.’ If the state is separable, the
accessible Hilbert space is effectively reducible in smaller
disconnected Hilbert spaces each describing different
subsystems, as the degrees of freedom defined on such
subsystems are not entangled. Instead, if the state
is inseparable, the accessible Hilbert space is strictly
irreducible. Combining space and time complexity in
simulating dynamics of initial product states, we then
aim to infer the properties of non-thermal eigenstates of
the Hamiltonian.

For the sake of concreteness, we test our complexity-
oriented proxy on the kinetically constrained quantum
East model [33–41]. From a condensed matter and sta-
tistical physics perspective, it attracts interest because
it exhibits both fast and slow thermalizing dynamical
phases alongside with localization, despite being trans-
lationally invariant and non-integrable [33–36, 39–41].
This behavior is markedly different from MBL systems,
where localization arises due to many-body wave func-
tion interference caused by quenched disorder, while
instead it arises by making transport a higher-order
process in the quantum East model. Moreover, it
features extreme slowdown of thermalization as well
as dynamical heterogeneity similarly to structural
glasses [33, 42], from which its classical counterpart
is inspired [42–46]. From a quantum information
perspective, the digital (i.e. Floquet) version hosts
special points where it reduces to a Clifford circuit [37],
making it a candidate for investigating deviations
from the latter, and has been shown to still display
localization despite lack of energy conservation [38].
Additionally, its localized nature has been shown to aid
in passively protecting quantum information against
certain types of coupling to an external environment [39].

In our work we combine a quantum information and
statistical physics oriented approach to characterize the
quantum East model at finite energy density. Specif-
ically, we aim to inspect spectral properties by using
the complexity of simulating dynamics of initial product
states via tensor network, going beyond the small sys-
tem sizes accessible via exact diagonalization. By doing
so, we can identify parameter regimes where many initial
states are easily simulable. Then, by closely inspecting
the properties of such states, we discover and compute,
via DMRG-X [47], a family of non-thermal finite-energy
density eigenstates of the Hamiltonian mostly responsible
for the observed slow dynamics.

Interestingly, the easily simulable states are mostly
clustered in their energies, and so it is tempting to iden-
tify a sort of mobility edge in the spectrum – a sepa-
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FIG. 1. Cartoon summarizing the complexity phase diagram
of simulating dynamics of initial product states in the quan-
tum East model as a function of their energy density ϵ ∈ [0, 1]
and the physical time t reached. Each box is split into two
triangles which encode the complexity either along the space
domain (upper triangle) or along the time domain (lower tri-
angle). A simulation is (easy) hard in the time domain if
the computational resources needed, i.e. the bond dimension
of the tensor network, grows (sub-)exponentially in time. A
simulation is easy (hard) in the space domain if the evolved
state is (in)separable. Simulations of initial product states
are typically easy in the time domain if the energy density
is below a certain energy density ϵ⋆, dependent on the pa-
rameters of the Hamiltonian, indicating the existence of a
state-dependent mobility edge in the spectrum (cf. Sec. III C).
The sharp differentiation between active and inactive regions,
typical of glassy-like systems, makes the space-complexity un-
dergo a transition from a ‘easy’ to ‘hard’ as a function of time
t: for t < t⋆ the entanglement between the different active
regions remains negligible and the state can be written as a
tensor product of (potentially entangled) states describing the
different active regions, i.e. it is separable; for t > t⋆, the en-
tanglement between the different active regions is no longer
negligible and the state is inseparable. In the separable case,
the accessible Hilbert space H appears as if it is reducible in
smaller disconnected subspaces Hi, each describing the i-th
active region, similarly to fragmented systems [19, 48, 49].

ration of a thermal region and a localized one in the
spectrum of the Hamiltonian– challenging the common
belief that a mobility edge is exclusive to disordered sys-
tems [50–52]. However, small-scale exact diagonalization
calculations suggest that the spectrum of the quantum
East model does not exhibit a distinct separation between
non-thermal eigenstates and thermal ones [34] (see Ap-
pendix A). Instead, its spectrum displays features more
reminiscent of quantum many-body scarred (QMBS) sys-
tems, even though the non-thermal eigenstates are not
evenly spaced in energy, are exponentially many in the
system size, and are nearly product states [34] (see Ap-
pendix A). This contrasts with QMBS systems, where
the non-thermal eigenstates are evenly spaced in energy
and constitute a zero fraction of the spectrum in the ther-
modynamic limit [19]. All these ingredients open up an
intriguing possibility: the existence of a state-dependent
mobility edge. In other words, the system behaves akin
to having a many-body mobility edge for a large class of
initial states, such as product states. To draw an anal-
ogy, our scenario resembles QMBS systems, where the
impact of the non-thermal eigenstates significantly influ-
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ences the dynamics of some initial states. However, dif-
ferently from QMBS systems, the exponential abundance
of non-thermal eigenstates suggests that the non-thermal
behavior becomes prevalent across a wide range of initial
states, particularly among product states. Under this
lens, we expect, and numerically confirm, that simulat-
ing dynamics of initial product states can be carried out
efficiently via tensor network up to a finite energy den-
sity, while instead being computationally hard above it.

As a byproduct of our analysis, the existence of pa-
rameters and many initial states whose dynamics can
be carried out efficiently suggests that kinetically con-
strained inspired circuits can be easily simulable on clas-
sical computers, alongside Clifford, MBL [53] and frac-
tonic [48, 54] inspired. Additionally, identifying regimes
where dynamics of product states are classically chal-
lenging holds practical relevance since they are the easily
preparable initial states in current NISQ devices [35, 55–
61].

A. Summary of results

In Sec. I and Sec. II we introduce our measure of com-
plexity and the model, respectively. In Sec. III we discuss
our results, summarized in Fig. 1, which are:

(i) While time-complexity is typically ‘hard’ in the
delocalized phase, as expected for generic non-
integrable models, we observe both ‘easy’ and ‘hard’
regimes in the localized phase, indicating the ex-
istence of a state-dependent mobility edge (see
Sec. III C);

(ii) The sharp differentiation between active and inac-
tive regions, typical of kinetically constrained mod-
els and glassy systems [33, 34, 45, 62, 63], makes
the initial distribution of excitations matter in dic-
tating time-complexity (see Sec. IIID) and space-
complexity (see Sec. III E). In the latter, we observe
a transition from ‘easy’ to ‘hard’ space-complexity
as a function of time. Specifically, in the ‘easy’
regime, the state is approximately separable and its
dynamics can be faithfully computed by the dynam-
ics of suitably chosen non-overlapping subsystems.
Instead, in the ‘hard’ regime the state is insepara-
ble;

(iii) We connect the points above by computing a novel
family of non-thermal localized eigenstates at finite
energy density via tensor network (see Sec. III F).
We use such states to explain the extremely slow
dynamics observed for a large class of initial states
(see Sec. IIIG).

In Sec. IV we conclude by listing possible fruitful direc-
tions in the context of random quantum circuits [64].

I. COMPLEXITY ORIENTED PROXY OF
NON-THERMAL EIGENSTATES

To overcome the limitations faced by exact diagonal-
ization, here we propose a complexity-oriented proxy
based on tensor-networks for detecting non-thermal
eigenstates. Our approach is based on the observation
that typical thermalizing systems display an exponential
growth of the bond dimension during dynamics, as
opposed to systems displaying non-thermal behavior
(e.g. MBL systems) where instead the bond dimension
grows polynomially in time [29, 30]. An intermediate
scenario is constituted by systems with a mobility
edge, i.e. systems displaying non-thermal eigenstates
in a certain energy window, and thermal ones in the
others. Specifically, in such system we envision that the
complexity of simulating the dynamics depends on the
energy of the specific state at hand, potentially allowing
a distinction between the two regions.

To this end, we consider the dynamics of initial
product states. Specifically, we first select initial states
with a small energy variance so that the eigenstates
of the Hamiltonian participating in the dynamics are
mostly within a small energy window. Then, we use the
way the bond dimension χ grows in time as a measure of
time-complexity. In typical non-integrable systems, we
expect an exponential growth of χ after a quench, as the
bipartite entanglement entropy S ∝ logχ grows linearly
in time [32]. Instead, a sub-exponential growth of χ
could indicate the existence of non-thermal eigenstates
in the spectrum. In the following, we label it as an
(‘easy’) ‘hard’ task if the bond dimension needed scales
(sub-)exponentially in time. In such a manner, we can
potentially locate a mobility edge within the spectrum
at fixed parameters of the Hamiltonian.

Before continuing, we also mention Krylov complex-
ity used as a measure for characterizing how operators
explore the available space [65, 66], which has been re-
cently applied also to the quantum East model here dis-
cussed [67], and dynamics of operators using tensor net-
works [68]. However, computing the dynamics of opera-
tors generally involves democratically the full spectrum
of the Hamiltonian, and so lacks the desired energy res-
olution needed for detecting a mobility edge.

II. MODEL

We study the quantum East model [33, 34] in open
boundary conditions with Hamiltonian

Ĥ = −1

2

N∑
j=0

n̂j(e
−sσ̂x

j+1 − 1), (1)

where σ̂α
j is the Pauli-α matrix on site j; n̂j = (1− σ̂z

j )/2
is the projector onto the state |1⟩ in the local z basis.
The term n̂j in Eq. (1) is the kinetic constraint, which
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translates to a nontrivial action of the Hamiltonian solely
to the right (‘East’) of a previously excited (|1⟩) site.
Consequently, the Hamiltonian acts trivially on empty
strings without any excited sites to its left, making
the location and occupation of the first excited spin a
conserved quantity. Thus, the Hilbert space splits into
N dynamically disconnected sectors indexed with the
position of the first occupied site |1⟩; i.e. the k-th sector
has (k− 1) zeros preceding |1⟩ on the k-th site. This fea-
ture is in stark contrast with systems undergoing Hilbert
space fragmentation, where the number of disconnected
subspaces is O(exp(N)) [19, 48, 49] (cf. Sec. II B for a
comparison with Hilbert space fragmentation).

Because of the trivial action of Hamiltonian on empty
sites, the results do not depend on the sector considered
in the thermodynamic limit. Thus, we fix k = 1 through-
out our work, without loss of generality. Once the ‘East
symmetry’ sector is fixed, any product state can be dy-
namically accessed by any other. In other words, the sec-
tor is irreducible, as the Hamiltonian does not possess any
other nontrivial (excluding the energy) conserved quan-
tity.

A. Localization

Despite being non-integrable and translational invari-
ant, numerical evidence mostly based on each diagonal-
ization indicates that the quantum East model displays
a dynamical transition separating a fast and slow ther-
malizing phase as a result of the competition of the
kinetic term, controlled by e−s, and the potential one
∝ ∑

j n̂j [33, 34]. Intuitively, when the kinetic term dom-

inates (s ≲ 0), excitations propagate ballistically, making
the details of the initial state rapidly lost, while instead
when it is small s ≳ 0, excitations propagate slowly, mak-
ing the details of the initial state potentially matter up to
long times. In Ref. [34] it was shown that such dynam-
ical transition is linked to the delocalization-localization
transition occurring in the ground state. When s < 0 the
ground state is delocalized; namely, the wave function
is spread along the lattice with homogeneous probabil-
ity and amplitude of finding an occupied site. Instead,
the ground state is localized for s > 0, namely the cor-
responding wave functions contain nontrivial excitations
only on a small region of the lattice around the first exci-
tation fixing the East symmetry, while it is approximately
in the vacuum state everywhere else. In other words, for
s > 0 the probability of finding an occupied site in the
ground state decays exponentially as [34]

⟨n̂j⟩ ∼ e−j/ξ, (2)

where ξ is the localization length, parametrically small in
s, beyond which the ground state can be approximated
as a product state of empty sites. In turn, the localized
ground state can be used, together with empty strings, as
a basis of area-law states arbitrarily close to true eigen-
states of the Hamiltonian, partially explaining the possi-

ble slow thermalization in the localized phase [34, 39].
However, such construction is mostly limited to low-
energies and so there is still a lack of a complete un-
derstanding of the dynamical phase transition at finite-
energy density. Here, we aim to investigate such dynam-
ical phase transition more closely, focusing on whether
the system hosts a mobility edge despite being disorder-
free. However, from exact diagonalization calculations,
a sharp separation of a thermal and non-thermal region
looks unlikely (see Appendix A) [34]. Nonetheless, since
many non-thermal eigenstates have a large overlap with
product states (see Appendix A), there is the possibil-
ity that the system behaves akin to having a many-body
mobility edge for a large class of initial states, such as
product states, and displays a ‘state-dependent mobility
edge.’ We will address such open questions using the
complexity-oriented proxy introduced in Sec. I.

B. Comparison with Hilbert space fragmentation

Before presenting our results, we briefly summarize
the differences between the quantum East model and
systems displaying Hilbert space fragmentation. We
do so by briefly summarizing the main properties of
fragmented systems, while we refer to, e.g., Ref. [19] for
a more comprehensive and complete discussion.

Given a Hamiltonian Ĥ, the Hilbert space H on which
it acts can be generally decomposed into dynamically dis-
connected subspaces {Hn}, referred to as Krylov sub-
spaces, as

H =

Q⊕
n=1

Hn, Hn = spant{e−iĤt|ψn⟩}, (3)

where Q is the number of Krylov subspaces and

spant{e−iĤt|ψn⟩} ≡ span{|ψn⟩, Ĥ|ψn⟩, Ĥ2|ψn⟩, . . . }
(4)

denotes the subspace spanned by the time evolution of
the state |ψn⟩. The states |ψn⟩ are chosen so that they
are not eigenstates of the Hamiltonian and their Krylov
subspaces are distinct. More concretely, |ψn⟩ are typi-
cally chosen to be product states, as they are the ones
more easily accessible experimentally, although recent
works are investigating the case where they are entan-
gled states [41, 49, 69]. In doing such decomposition, a
key question concerns how many Krylov subspaces the
system displays, as well as the properties of each of
them. Concerning the number Q of Krylov subspaces,
we can distinguish two main scenarios depending on how
Q scales with the system size N . Specifically, we could
have

Q =

{O(Np), with p ≥ 0

O(exp(N))
(5)

The first scenario occurs for systems exhibiting no or
‘conventional’ abelian or non-abelian symmetries, where
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with ‘conventional’ we mean that they can be written
as the sum of local terms (e.g. U(1) symmetry), or
products of one-site unitary (e.g. Z2 symmetry). In
this case, the different Krylov subspaces are labeled by
the quantum numbers associated with such symmetries.
Instead, when Q = O(exp(N)) the system is said to
be fragmented, and it occurs when the system displays
non-local conserved quantities [49] (e.g. the presence
of bit strings which are invariant under the action
of the Hamiltonian) associated with non-conventional
symmetries. Once the different subspaces are labeled, a
relevant question concerns investigating their properties,
such as whether the system thermalizes or not within
each Krylov subspace [70–72].

Given these definitions, it is evident that the quantum
East model does not display Hilbert space fragmenta-
tion. Indeed, it conserves (trivially) the energy and the
location of the first excited site. Given that in a sys-
tem of size N there are N different ways in which we
can locate the first excited site, we can label N different
Krylov subspaces. Furthermore, each of the Krylov sub-
spaces cannot be further reduced, namely, it is ergodic, as
seeding any product state belonging to such subspace in
Eq. (4) allows us to explore the whole subspace. However,
the remarkable aspect is that despite having the pos-
sibility to explore an exponentially large Hilbert space,
the way such exploration occurs undergoes a dynamical
phase transition from a regime where exploration occurs
quickly to a regime where it happens extremely slowly,
impeding thermalization for exponentially long times in
the system size. Additionally, we envision the scenario
where the efficiency with which the Hilbert space is ex-
plored depends not only on the Hamiltonian but also on
the initial state seeded |ψn⟩. Indeed, there could be, at
fixed Hamiltonian parameters, a product state |ψn⟩ for
which the connectivity effectively results higher than oth-
ers, allowing to explore a larger portion of the accessible
Hilbert space faster, which could be enough to make the
system thermalize for that specific initial state [73]. This
point of view is equivalent to the original question we
posed, about the existence of a state-dependent mobility
edge in the model at hand, and further justifies why we
look at the dynamics of initial product states.

III. STATE-DEPENDENT MOBILITY EDGE

In this section, we investigate the time-complexity and
space-complexity of evolving initial product states as a
function of their properties, i.e. energy density and spa-
tial structure, and the Hamiltonian parameters. Based
on this, we discover a family of localized eigenstates with
finite energy density responsible for the observed be-
havior for many initial states considered, corroborating
the sensitivity of our complexity-oriented proxy to non-
thermal eigenstates of the Hamiltonian.

A. Initial states

As we are interested in investigating the existence of
a state-dependent mobility edge, we need to specify the
class of states of our interest. To our ends, we investigate
the dynamics of initial product states in the computa-
tional basis

|ψ⟩ = |1⟩
N⊗

k=1

|0/1⟩k, (6)

where we keep the first site fixed to |1⟩, making the dy-
namics occur in the largest irreducible ‘East’ symmetry
sector of our model, while |0/1⟩ could be either |0⟩ or |1⟩.
As discussed in Sec. I, a quench protocol could be used to
probe information about the eigenstates when the energy
variance of the initial state is small. Product states as
the one in Eq. (6), with M excitations (|1⟩), have

⟨ψ|Ĥ|ψ⟩ = M

2
, ⟨ψ|Ĥ2|ψ⟩ = e−2s

4
M +

M2

4
,

√
∆H

⟨ψ|Ĥ|ψ⟩
=
e−s

√
M

M
∼ 1√

M
,

(7)

where ∆H ≡ ⟨ψ|Ĥ2|ψ⟩ − ⟨ψ|Ĥ|ψ⟩2. Since we are inter-
ested in making statements at finite energy density (i.e.

we want ⟨Ĥ⟩/N finite for N → ∞), we set M = mN ,
with m ∈ [0, 1] the density of excitations. In such a
manner, the energy density is finite while the relative
fluctuation around the mean goes to zero in the thermo-
dynamic limit. Thus, such states are good candidates
for analyzing the spectrum of the quantum East model.
Notice that the average energy depends solely on m and
not on their location, allowing us to isolate the impact of
the spatial structure in the dynamics keeping the energy
fixed.

B. Details on the numerical methods

For a fixed value of s and m, we sample up to 100
random product states to mitigate sample biases, and we
simulate their dynamics using the Time Evolving Block
Decimation algorithm [74]. We keep the Schmidt sin-
gular values larger than 10−14 and we set the timestep
∆t = 10−3. We stop the simulation when either the max-
imum bond dimension reaches 512 or the time reached is
enough to compute the quantities of interest. For each
simulation, we investigate how the max bond dimension
χmax(t) = maxj∈[1,N−1] χj(t) grows in time by fitting ei-
ther a polynomial (∝ tα) or exponential (∝ ert) function,
where α and r are positive constants, depending on which
one better approximates the data. Then, we link such
behavior to the spectral properties of the Hamiltonian,
as detailed in Sec. I. We highlight that trotterizing the
continuous-time dynamics induces undesired errors tied
to the finite time step. However, we do not expect the
quantity of interest (i.e., the way the bond dimension
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FIG. 2. (a) Fraction of sampled initial product states (cf. Eq. (6)) for which time-complexity is easy feasy ∈ [0, 1] as a function
of the normalized energy density ϵ = (⟨H⟩ − Emin)/(Emax − Emin) and s. The grey region indicates the lack of data, as the
chosen initial states (cf Eq. (6)) do not span the whole energy spectrum. The yellow line serves as guidance to indicate where
feasy = 0.5. It is dashed if it changes as the system size N increases (for 0 ≲ s ≲ 0.3), and continuous if it does not (see Fig. 3).
Deep in the localized (s > 1) and delocalized phase (s < 0), the behavior displays typicality, namely either feasy ≈ 0 (typically
‘hard’) or feasy ≈ 1 (typically ‘easy’) weakly depending on ϵ. Near the transition point on the localized side (0 ≲ s ≲ 0.5) feasy
highly depends on ϵ, giving evidence of the existence of a mobility edge along the spectrum. (b-c) Dynamics of χmax(t) for all
the sampled states for different values of s and ϵ, marked in (a). The dashed line represents a fit for a representative state.
Deep in the ‘easy’ and ‘hard’ regime the growth of χmax(t) weakly depends on the parameters of the initial states. Instead,
in the regions separating typically ‘hard’ or ‘easy’ we observe different behaviors for states with the same ϵ, signaling a role
played by other features of the initial state, such as its spatial structure.

grows) to be qualitatively affected by such errors, pro-
vided that we use a small enough time step. We present
results on system size N = 30, as our statements are
not appreciably affected upon increasing N apart from
near the transition point 0 ≤ s ≲ 0.3, as we will show
(cf. Appendix B for details on the scaling analysis in N).
All the results were obtained using the python package
quimb [75].

C. Role of energy density

Here we focus on the impact of the energy den-
sity of the initial states in Eq. (6) in dictating the
time-complexity of simulating the dynamics. While
time-complexity is typically ‘hard’ in the delocalized
phase (s < 0), as expected for generic non-integrable
models, we remarkably observe both ‘easy’ and ‘hard’
regimes in the localized phase (s > 0) also at finite
energy density, indicating the existence of a state-
dependent mobility edge.

To extract the behavior in the thermodynamic limit,
we measure the energy with respect to the ground state
and most excited state energies, namely the normalized
energy density ϵ = (⟨Ĥ⟩ − Emin)/(Emax − Emin) ∈ [0, 1],
where Emin and Emax are the energy of the ground state
and the most excited state (which can be computed

via DMRG minimizing the energy of −Ĥ), respectively.
Despite the advantage of initializing product states (cf.
Eq. (6)) in isolating the interplay of their properties,
as we will discuss, they have a drawback: they do not

always allow an efficient sampling over ϵ. Specifically,
as s decreases, it is not possible to sample from the ex-
tremes of the spectrum, as the ground state and the most
excited states are ‘far’ from the singly occupied state and
the completely filled state, respectively. Nonetheless,
as we are mostly interested in the central region of
the spectrum, associated with high-temperature, such
limitation does not play a major role in our results.
Finally, we highlight that the many-body spectrum is
not symmetric around ϵ = 0.5 (Ĥ ̸= −Ĥ up to a unitary
transformation) and so there are no reasons to expect a
symmetric mobility edge.

In Fig. 2(a), we show the fraction feasy ∈ [0, 1] of
states for which time-complexity is ‘easy’, i.e. χmax(t)
grows sub-exponentially in time, at a given ϵ and s.
Specifically, feasy is the average, over the sampled initial
states at a given energy density ϵ, of a binomial variable
which takes the value 0 if the time-complexity is hard,
or 1 if it is easy. As expected, in the delocalized phase
(s < 0) the system mostly displays exponential growth
of the bond dimension (feasy ≈ 0) as we move towards
the middle of the spectrum ϵ (cf. Fig. 2a), reflecting
the thermal nature of the whole spectrum. On the
other hand, for s > 0 we observe regions where feasy
is large not only near the extreme of the spectrum
but also at finite energy density ϵ (cf. Fig. 2(b)). For
0 ≲ s ≲ 0.5 (cf. Fig. 2(c)), we observe as ϵ increases
an ‘inversion’ of feasy, namely for small ϵ the dynamics
is typically ‘simple’ to be simulated (feasy ≈ 1), while
moving towards the center of the spectrum dynamics is
typically ‘hard’ to be simulated (feasy ≈ 0). While for
0 ≤ s ≲ 0.3 we argue that the existence of such inversion
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FIG. 3. Fraction of randomly sampled initial product states
for which time-complexity is easy (feasy) as a function of the
energy density ϵ at fixed s = {0.3, 0.4} and different system
sizes N = {15, 30, 60, 90} (from light to dark curves). Refer-
ring to Fig. 2(a), the data correspond to two vertical cuts.
Deep in the localized phase, the results are not affected by
N and simulations are always easy (not shown). Instead, the
closer s is to the localization point (s = 0), the more feasy
is affected by N . The bars correspond to the statistical un-
certainty due to the finite number of initial states sampled.
Inset: ϵ∗, where feasy(ϵ

∗) = 0.5, as a function of N . The er-
ror bars come from the statistical uncertainty in feasy which
makes multiple ϵ compatible, within a standard deviation,
with our definition of f(ϵ∗) = 0.5. For 0 ≤ s ≲ 0.3 the easy-
to-hard inversion occurs at an energy density that decreases
in N , providing evidence that solely the ground state is likely
localized in the N → ∞ limit. Instead, for 0.3 ≲ s ≲ 0.5 we
observe that upon increasing N the inversion occurs at a size-
independent ϵ, indicating the existence of a state-dependent
mobility edge.

is a finite-size effect, i.e. the energy density at which it
occurs decreases in N indicating that solely the ground
state is localized, for 0.3 ≲ s ≲ 0.5 we observe that
upon increasing N the inversion occurs at the same ϵ
(see Fig. 3). Such size-independent inversion provides
evidence of a state-dependent mobility edge in the
spectrum. Instead, deep in the localized phase s ≳ 0.5,
feasy ≈ 1 at any ϵ indicating that a large fraction of
highly excited eigenstates becomes non-thermal, with
the fraction increasing with s.

Based on our results, the state-dependent mobility edge
is reminiscent more of a crossover than a sharp transi-
tion. Indeed, we observe parameter regimes where feasy
assumes value far from its extremes (feasy ̸= {0, 1}), in-
dicating that other features apart from the energy den-
sity are playing a role in the dynamics (see e.g. Fig. 2(c)
where at fixed ϵ = 0.1 dynamics of χmax(t) changes based
on the initial state). We further investigate such depen-
dence in the following section.

D. Role of spatial structure

Here, we investigate the role of the initial state
structure in the time-complexity. In doing so, we show
how the size of excited regions and their distance plays
a crucial role in dictating the time-complexity of sim-
ulating their dynamics [33, 34]. Additionally, we show
that the localization length of the ground state serves
as a length scale in the system useful in understanding
finite-energy density phenomena.

Long-time dynamics of slowly thermalizing systems
can depend on features of the initial state beyond
the conserved quantities of the system. In kinetically
constrained models (KCMs), the spatial structure
of the initial state plays a key role up to extremely
long times, in a manner reminiscent of glassy sys-
tems [33, 34, 42, 62, 63]. Such a dependence stems from
the sharp differentiation between active and inactive
regions in KCMs. Typically, as in the quantum East
model, active regions are constituted by |1⟩, while
inactive regions by |0⟩. As a result, a natural parameter
to capture the spatial structure is the initial size w of
inactive regions (number of consecutive |0⟩) as it controls
when active regions will entangle [33]. However, this
parameter does not contain information regarding the
size of the active regions. To capture such information,
we look at the initial size of active regions k (number of
consecutive |1⟩), which is also in a one-to-one correspon-
dence with their average energy (cf. Eq. (7)) for initial
product states in the computational basis.

As we are dealing with initial states with multiple
active regions, we trade k and w with their averages over
the system kavg and wavg, respectively. Inspecting the
time-complexity as a function of these two parameters,
we observe that such quantities are not so effective in
predicting the time-complexity of simulating the states
at hand (see Appendix D). However, by including the
localization length ξ of the ground state at the corre-
sponding s (we restrict to s > 0), we observe that the
predictive power improves (see Fig. 4(a)). The localiza-
tion length ξ serves as a length scale as in the localized
phase active regions expand exponentially slowly and
remain within few ξ up to long times. As kavg increases
the simulations are typically harder, while instead, the
opposite occurs as excitations are farther apart. Such be-
havior could be understood as the interplay of dynamics
within each cluster of excitations and between different
ones. Intuitively, if clusters are far from each other on
average (wavg/ξ ≫ 1), the time-complexity is mostly
dictated by the dynamics within each cluster since the
propagating front generates little entanglement. In turn,
the larger the cluster is, and so is its energy, the more it
is typically hard to simulate, in agreement with Fig. 2(a).

A possible analogy to explain such behavior is given
by looking at the system as a collection of subsys-
tems with a certain temperature, directly linked to
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FIG. 4. (a) The same data as presented in Fig. 2 labeling the states based on the initial average size of clusters of consecutive
excitations (|1⟩) normalized by N (kavg/N) and average distance between clusters wavg in units of ξ (wavg/ξ), with ξ the
localization length of the ground state at the respective value of s. The red dots correspond to ‘hard’ time-complexity (χmax(t) ∝
ert) with exponential rate r. The blue dots correspond to ‘easy’ time-complexity (χmax(t) ∝ tα) with power-law exponent α.
Simulations are typically hard if either kavg/N increases and wavg/ξ decreases. (b-c) dynamics of the bond dimension χi along
each cut for two representative states. In (b), clusters of excitations have started to entangle beyond a transient time. Whereas
in (c), clusters of excitations haven’t entangled yet due to the presence of large islands of consecutive |0⟩.

the number of excitations, separated by completely
inactive regions at zero temperature (the empty state
|00 . . . 0⟩ is the true ground state of the quantum East
model): if the inert regions are too extended, the
hottest source dominates the hardness in simulating the
dynamics. Such a picture is supported by inspecting
more closely how the bond dimension, or equivalently
entanglement, at each possible bipartition, evolves in
time (cf. Fig 4(b,c)). In Fig. 4(b) islands of excitations
have started to appreciably entangle beyond a transient
time. Instead, in Fig. 4(c) clusters of excitations are not
strongly entangled due to the presence of large inactive
regions between them.

The distinction between inactive and active regions
opens up the possibility of understanding the dynamics
of generic product states in terms of concatenated and
weakly entangled clusters in the localized phase. We fur-
ther investigate this observation in the next sections.

E. Transition in space-complexity

We have observed that the structure of the initial state
plays a leading role in dictating the time-complexity in
the localized phase. Such a dependence stems from the
sharp differentiation between active and inactive regions
in kinetically constrained models (KCMs). Here, we go
a step further showing that such distinction also leads to
a crossover in the space-complexity from a fragmented
regime, where the state is separable, to a fully ergodic
one, where the state is non-separable.

Heterogeneity is a hallmark of classical glassy systems,
which manifests also in their quantum counterpart as ob-

served in other studies [42, 63]. The quantum East model
makes no exception, as it is evident from the dynamics of
various observables, such as occupation number and en-
tanglement entropy. This feature opens up the possibil-
ity of distinguishing two timescales: one where dynamics
occurs mostly within each cluster of excitations (intra-
cluster), and another when it also appreciably involves
different clusters of excitations (inter-cluster). Specifi-
cally, we could define a time t⋆ up to which the system is
approximately separable, since the entanglement between
the different clusters is negligible, and the whole dynam-
ics is encoded in the dynamics of each cluster separately.
Such separability in the evolved state could be formalized
using the Lieb-Robinson bound [76]: quantum correla-
tions propagate at most ballistically with exponentially
small corrections in systems with a finite local Hilbert
space and short-range interactions. In KCMs, empty re-
gions are completely inactive, and the finite velocity of
propagation of entanglement in the system (upon neglect-
ing the exponentially small correction in the distance)
implies the separability just mentioned up to time t⋆

where the active regions appreciably merge. As a con-
sequence, an initial product state (cf. Eq. (6)) with N
cluster evolves as

|ψ(t)⟩ ≈
N⊗

n=1

|ψn(t)⟩ t ≲ t⋆ (8)

where |ψn(t)⟩ is the time-evolved state describing the n-
th cluster. In other words, the evolved state is given
by a product state of each cluster, i.e. it is separable
(up to exponentially small corrections coming from the
propagating fronts). The transition from separability to
fully ergodic is accompanied by a change in the dimension
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FIG. 5. Dynamics of the entanglement entropy S, computed
on the last bond, upon initializing the state |111⟩⊗ |0⟩w ⊗ |1⟩
with w ∈ [1, 8] in the delocalized (s < 0) and localized phase
(s > 0). The long-time values of S are independent of w
as expected in the fastly thermalizing regime (s = −0.5),
whereas it decreases as w increases for s = 0.5 indicating
localization and slow thermalization. (b) Time t⋆ at which
the two clusters appreciably entangled, i.e. when S > ∆, as a
function of w. We set ∆ = 10−2 for the sake of concreteness
(see text for a more compelling discussion in terms of Lieb-
Robinson bound). In the delocalized phase (s < 0), t⋆ grows
linearly in w as excitations propagate ballistically. Instead,
t⋆ grows exponentially in w in the localized phase (s > 0),
due to the extreme slowdown in dynamics. The results were
obtained via exact diagonalization.

of the accessible Hilbert space D. Specifically,

D(t) =

{
∼ N × 2N/N t ≲ t⋆,

2N t ≳ t⋆,
(9)

which in words translates, keeping N/N fixed, to a
transition in the dimension of the accessible Hilbert
space from polynomial to exponential in the system size
N . Such transition could be interpreted as a transition
between a fragmented regime [19, 48, 49] to a fully
ergodic one. However, we once more highlight that such
a transition is present in the quantum East model upon
neglecting the exponential small corrections coming
from the Lieb-Robinson bound. Instead, in exactly
fragmented systems the different Hilbert space sectors
are completely disconnected, and the time t⋆ is formally
infinite.

As the Lieb-Robinson bound constitutes an upper
bound, it is in principle possible to observe slower than
ballistic propagation. This is the case for the quan-
tum East model, where the propation could be expo-
nentially slow in the localized phase [33]. As a conse-
quence, the dependence of the time t⋆ with the distance
w, defined as the number of empty sites |0⟩ between
two clusters, strongly depends on whether the system
is localized or delocalized. To test this, we compute the
evolution of the entanglement entropy between two clus-
ters, of size 3 and 1 respectively, at a distance w, i.e.

|ψ(t = 0)⟩ = |111⟩ ⊗ |0⟩w ⊗ |1⟩. Specifically, we look at
the entanglement entropy S on the last bond, and we
define a threshold ∆ so that we consider the two clusters
not entangled if S < ∆. The specific value of ∆ is arbi-
trary and chosen just to show the dependence of t⋆ on w
(cf. Fig. 5). In the delocalized phase, t⋆ grows linearly in
w as excitations propagate ballistically. Instead, t⋆ grows
exponentially in w in the localized phase, due to the ex-
treme slowdown in dynamics (cf. Fig. 5(b)). Moreover,
the value reached by S in the long time limit is indepen-
dent on w for s < 0, as expected for systems evolving
into a volume law state, differently from the localized
phase (s > 0), indicating non-thermal behavior at least
up to the times reached. Since t⋆ could be very large in
the system size, our observation could prove valuable in
different directions:

(i) For time t < t⋆ the dynamics of the whole system
can be efficiently simulated as a collection of its sub-
systems making a negligible error [77, 78].

(ii) Separability up to time t⋆ justifies the investigation
of smaller system sizes in order to grasp the behav-
ior or larger ones. Specifically, from Eq. (8), the
dynamics of a product state given by N cluster is
completely encoded looking at the dynamics of N
single-cluster states up to time t⋆.

Based on (ii), we now investigate the time-complexity
in simulating the time evolution of single-cluster states,
namely kink states. We will show that such investigation
not only will confirm the observed time-complexity in
the previous sections, but also allow us to identify a class
of area-law states responsible for such behavior. This
will provide evidence of the sensitivity of our complexity-
oriented proxy to non-thermal eigenstates.

F. Localization at finite energy-density

Following the conclusions of the previous section, we
investigate the time-complexity of simulating the dynam-
ics of the kink states

|k⟩ = |1⟩k ⊗ |00 . . . 0⟩. (10)

As always for product states in the computational basis,
we have a one-to-one corresponse between k and the
energy density ϵ. Since we now have a single state for
each point in the parameter space ϵ vs s, we show in
Fig. 6 the relative error δp/e between the polynomial
and the exponential fit performed on the time evolution
of the max bond dimension χmax(t). If δp/e > 1, the
exponential fit better approximates the data, while
instead vice versa if δp/e < 1. We observe that the
time-complexity of simulating kink states follows a
similar trend as the one observed in Fig. 2(a). This
signals that, as expected, the hardest part to simulate is
given by regions densely excited, or in other terms the
‘hottest’ regions.
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FIG. 6. Time-complexity upon initializing kink states |k⟩ =
⊗k

j=1|1⟩ ⊗N
j=k+1 ⊗|0⟩ with k ∈ [1, N/2] with N = 30. Poly-

nomial and exponential fits are performed to determine the
complexity of simulating these states. (a) Relative error δe/p
between the exponential and polynomial fits as a function of
energy density ϵ and s. For δe/p < 1, the state is ‘hard’ to
simulate. Conversely, for δe/p > 1, the state is ‘easy’ to simu-
late. We see a complexity trend similar to the one observed in
Fig. 2(a), signaling that most of the complexity of simulating
product states could be understood in terms of the evolution
of kink states. (b) Dynamics of χmax for kink states with
varying k, in the delocalized (s = −0.5) regime and in the lo-
calized (s = 0.5) regime. In the delocalized regime, states are
‘hard’ to simulate irrespective of k. Instead, in the localized
regime, k has a huge impact on the time-complexity.

To better understand our observations, we more closely
investigate the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian. In partic-
ular, from Exact Diagonalization calculations, we observe
that the kink states in Eq. (10) have a large overlap with
a limited number of eigenstates of the Hamiltonian deep
in the localized phase. Inspecting such eigenstates, we
observe that they have a density profile similar to a kink
state with an additional localized tail on the right edge,
which we term as localized kink states. Due to the lim-
ited system sizes accessible via Exact Diagonalization, we
further characterize such states resorting to DMRG-X, a
variation of the standard DMRG, which allows finding
area-law eigenstates which are ‘near’ to the initial state
seeded to the algorithm [47]. In our case, we seed the
kink states (cf. Eq. (10)) and let the algorithm find the
best approximating eigenstate, setting a maximal bond
dimension of 100. For each of these states, the algorithm
could either fail to converge, which we interpret as the
absence of a localized kink state, or converge.

In Fig. 7 we show the localization length ξ of the
states for which the algorithm was able to converge (we
set as convergence criteria a variance of the Hamilto-
nian < 10−5). We observe that the algorithm can find
a state with ϵ = 0, faithfully reproducing the results
from DMRG, as it corresponds to the ground state of
the Hamiltonian. Additionally, the algorithm can find
other localized states at finite energy density as s in-
creases, corresponding to the localized kink states above
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FIG. 7. (a) Inverse of the localization length ξ of local-
ized kink eigenstates (variance of energy < 10−5) obtained
via DMRG-X [47], as a function of their energy density ϵ =
(⟨H⟩−Emin)/(Emax −Emin) in a system of size N = 30. The
algorithm converges not only at zero energy density (ϵ = 0),
corresponding to the ground state, but also at finite energy
ϵ > 0, indicating the existence of localized kink-states along
the spectrum for s > 0. (b) Density profile of some localized
kink states found via DMRG-X for different ϵ at fixed s = 1.4.
The dashed lines are the exponential fit used to extract ξ.

introduced. We observe that ξ is parametrically small
in s, while instead it is parametrically large in ϵ. In
Appendix E we provide further details on the results ob-
tained via DMRG-X. This further provides evidence of
the effectiveness of our complexity-oriented quantity for
detecting the presence of thermal and non-thermal eigen-
states states.

G. A unifying picture

The localized kink states found could be used, together
with empty strings, as building blocks for defining a large
class of states close to eigenstates of the Hamiltonian for

larger system sizes. To show this, let us name |k̃N ⟩ the
localized kink-states, with k the number of excitations in
the kink (excluding the localized tail) and N the system
size. First of all, we observe that the state

|ΨL
k ⟩ ≡ |k̃N ⟩ ⊗ |0⟩⊗(L−N), (11)

with support on L > N sites, has energy variance

⟨ΨL
k |∆Ĥ|ΨL

k ⟩ ∼ e−s⟨k̃N |n̂N |k̃N ⟩ ∼ e−se−(N−k)/ξ (12)

which depend solely on the occupation on the last site

of the state |k̃N ⟩, since the only contribution to the

variance comes from the boundary term between |k̃N ⟩
and the subsequent string of empty sites. Since the
variance in Eq. (12) is independent on L, it is small if

(N − k) ≫ ξ, i.e. |k̃N ⟩ is localized. Since ξ does not
scale with N , such a condition is satisfied if k/N ≪ 1 for
large N , which can be fulfilled for k < cN with c ≪ 1
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a small constant and k < Np with p < 1. Recalling
the correspondence between the number of excitations
and the average energy, the former case corresponds to
states with an extensive energy, while the latter to states
with a sub-extensive one. The bound in k imposed
is quite strict in practice and could be relaxed by
observing the exponential dependence of the variance on
(N − k)/ξ. Specifically, by setting a target variance ε in
Eq. (12), it would be enough to have (N−k) ∼ ξ log(1/ε).

Having proven that the localized kink states found at
finite N are quasi-eigenstates of larger systems, we can
do a step further. Specifically, we could use them as
a basis for states in a system of size L > N . Allow-
ing k ∈ [0, kmax], where |0̃⟩ ≡ |0⟩⊗N and kmax corre-
sponds to the maximum number of excitations for which
the system display localization, the number of states
we can define is (kmax + 1)L/N . Let us call |ΨL⟩ ∈
{|0̃N ⟩, |1̃N ⟩, . . . , |k̃Nmax⟩}⊗L/N . Since |0̃N ⟩ blocks do not
contribute to the variance, the only contribution comes

from the states |k̃N ⟩, giving

⟨ΨL|∆Ĥ|ΨL⟩ ∼ e−s
M∑
j=1

e−(N−kj)/ξ <Me−(N−kmax)/ξ,

(13)

where M is the number of states |k̃⟩ with k > 1, and kj is
the size of the j-th concatenated localized kink state. We
highlight that M is potentially unbounded in the ther-
modynamic limit, making the variance inevitably large.
The energy is given by

⟨ΨL|Ĥ|ΨL⟩ ∼
M∑
j=1

⟨k̃j |Ĥ|k̃j⟩ ∼
M∑
j=1

kj . (14)

Given these results, we now aim to find a trade-off
between small variance and finite energy density. To
this end, let us embed the maximum number of localized
states possible, namely M = L/N , and consider that
the kink states embedded have k ∼ cN , with c ≪ 1.
Let us consider the case where N = Lα, with α < 1,
to which corresponds M = L1−α and k ∼ cLα. For
this parametrization, we have ⟨ΨL|Ĥ|ΨL⟩ ∼ cL and

⟨ΨL|∆Ĥ|ΨL⟩ < L1−αe−Lα/ξ, implying that we can have
finite energy density states with small variance and so
slowly evolving.

The existence of localized kink eigenstates, which in-
clude the ground state [34], allows us to at least partially
explain the ease of simulating the dynamics of a large
class of initial states deep in the localized phase. Indeed,
the product states in the computational basis considered
are very close (in overlap) to concatenated localized kink
states, if they exist, which we have shown can have small
variance and are thus slowly evolving. However, the lo-
calized states here identified do not allow us to explain
the dynamics of all the product states simulated. Indeed,
based on our numerical results, we do not find localized
kink states at large energy density for s ≲ 1, while instead

looking at time-complexity as well as small system size
exact diagonalization (cf. Appendix A) we would argue
that non-thermal eigenstates should exist. This opens up
the possibility that non-thermal eigenstates qualitatively
different from localized kink states exist.

IV. DISCUSSION AND PERSPECTIVES

In this work, we have characterized the kinetically
constrained quantum East model by inspecting the com-
plexity of simulating the dynamics via tensor networks.
In doing so, we have distinguished complexity along the
time (time-complexity) and space (space-complexity)
domain. We have linked the ease of time-complexity
to the presence of numerous non-thermal eigenstates
at finite energy densities, a subset of which we have
computed via DMRG-X. The abundance of non-thermal
eigenstates causes the system to exhibit behavior akin to
having a mobility edge when initializing product states,
a scenario we term the state-dependent mobility edge.
Space-complexity, on the other hand, is susceptible to
the separability of the evolved state. We have shown
that the sharp distinction between active and inactive
regions, characteristic of kinetically constrained models,
induces a transition in space-complexity during the
dynamics of initial product states, as summarized by
Eq. (8).

Intriguingly, the transition encoded in Eq. (8) is rem-
iniscent of the dynamical transition in the complexity
of performing the so-called sampling task [79, 80]. The
sampling problem involves the extraction of events ac-
cording to the probability distribution provided by the
many-body quantum state, and it is widely regarded as
a leading contender in demonstrating provable quantum
advantage. Additionally, and more relevant for us, the
sampling problem has gathered attention also for defin-
ing novel kinds of dynamical phase transitions linked to
an easy to hard transition during dynamics, which could
already happen in free bosons systems in a lattice [81].
Specifically, in Ref. [81], it was considered free bosons
sparsely located along a lattice: for times smaller than
the time at which particle interfere, controlled by the
Lieb-Robinson bound, the task is easy as quantum par-
ticles behave as distinguishable classical ones; for larger
times than the interference time the task becomes hard,
as interference between particles can no longer be disre-
garded. This strongly resembles the transition encoded
in Eq. (8).

A. (Random) unitary circuits and thermal bubbles

The results obtained in the quantum East model open
up the intriguing possibility that the corresponding quan-
tum circuit could be efficiently simulable as well. More
concretely, the generator of the dynamics could be Trot-
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terized as

e−iĤT =

T/∆t∏
n=1

e−iĤ∆t

≈
T/∆t∏
n=1

N−1∏
j=1

e−iĥj,j+1∆t

 (15)

where the two-sites operator e−iĥj,j+1∆t for the quantum
East model results equal to

e−iĥj,j+1∆t = eiJn̂j σ̂
x
j+1∆t/2e−in̂j∆t/2 (16)

where J ≡ e−s. By using n̂kj = n̂j for k > 0, and (σ̂x
j )

k =
1 for k odd, we can write the evolution operator exactly
as a

e−iĥj,j+1∆t =Uj + Uj,j+1

Uj =1− n̂j + n̂j cos(J∆t/2)e
−i∆t/2

Uj,j+1 =in̂j σ̂
x
j+1 sin(J∆t/2)e

−i∆t/2,

(17)

which can be seen as a tilted -CNOT, i.e. a CNOT which
does not necessarily perform conditioned perfect spin-
flips. This opens up the possibility that a subgroup
of such a family of circuits, which does not belong to
Clifford circuits (apart for fine tuned parameters [37]),
could be efficiently simulated via classical algorithms. In
such direction, the Floquet version of the quantum East
model [38] has been shown to display localization start-
ing from a single excitation, despite the absence of energy
conservation. However, analogously to what is here dis-
cussed in the continuous time version (∆t → 0), also in
the Trotterized one the initial state could play a role in
dynamics. A detailed analysis of such a circuit could lead
to the discovery of a novel family of tilted -CNOTs that
can be simulated efficiently, alongside Clifford, MBL in-
spired [53], as well as fractonic random circuits [48, 54].

Going beyond a deterministic evolution, an intriguing
direction could be the addition of randomness in the cir-
cuit. We can envision different ways to do that. For
instance, by randomly applying gates belonging to the
one listed in Eq. (17) with random J . In such a sce-
nario, we envision that the system could display an en-
tanglement transition between volume law to area law
(if J is sampled mostly from the localized side, namely
J < 1). Another possibility is applying Eq. (17) de-
terministically for time τ (even by keeping ∆t small so
that we are approximating the continuous time evolu-
tion), and then applying some gates to each site with
probability p, and repeat. In such a protocol, notice that
the density of random gates in the total space-time vol-
ume is finite. By doing so, we could naively envision that
the addition of gates preserving the directional charac-
ter together with the sharp differentiation between active
(given by |1⟩) and inactive (given by |0⟩) regions should
not spoil the main features of the quantum East model.
However, we observe that such a picture is challenged
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FIG. 8. Snapshots at different times te−s = {15, 25, ..., 75}
(from light to dark curves) of the entanglement entropy on
each cut under the quantum East model deep in the localized
phase (s = 1.5) with Z gates applied with probability p on
each site after a cycling time τ = 0.5. For p = 0, entangle-
ment remains localized near the initially seeded excitation.
For p > 0, the active region heats up, as indicated by the lin-
ear growth of Sj on each j (until saturating its upper bound
given by an infinite temperature thermal state), and expands
diffusively towards the inactive region (see inset). Results av-
eraged over 80 random realization for p = 0.10 (shaded areas
are statistical uncertainties). The initial state is |1⟩ ⊗N

j=2 |0⟩.
The value of τ does not qualitatively change the observed be-
havior.

also by the random application of the Z-gate. Indeed,
even an infinitesimal p, leads to the disruption of the
slow entanglement growth, making it ballistic, and lo-
cally heats up the system to infinite temperature as a re-
sult of the non-commutativity of Z-gates with the kinetic
constraint terms. To show this, we initialize a state with
a single excitation. We observe that the Z-gate heats the
system solely in the already active regions as expected,
which in turn heats the surroundings. Intriguingly, the
application of Z gates turns the spread of entanglement
(see Fig. 8) from subdiffusive (for p = 0, corresponding
to the deterministic dynamics) to diffusive (for p > 0).
Such phenomenon is reminiscent of avalanches in MBL
systems [82–86], and it could potentially serve as a toy
model for their investigation.
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Appendix A: Full spectrum of the Hamiltonian for
small system size

Here we reproduce the results from Ref [34] show-
ing the presence of exponentially large number of non-
thermal eigenstates with large overlap with product
states. To do so, we compute the full spectrum of the
quantum East model (cf. Eq. (1)) for small system sizes
via exact diagonalization. We fix the first site in the
|1⟩ state. In the upper panel of Fig. 9 we show the
half-cut entanglement entropy S of the eigenstates |ψϵ⟩
in the delocalized regime (s = −0.5) and the localized
regime (s = 0.5) as a function of the normalized energy
ϵ = (En − Emin)/(Emax − Emin), where En is the en-
ergy of the n-th eigenstate, Emax is the maximum energy,
and Emin is the ground state energy. In the delocalized
(s < 0) phase the spectrum appears to be thermal as ex-
pected, while instead in the localized regime (s > 0) there
are many non-thermal eigenstates with a large overlap
with the product states (see lower-panel). The product
states {|ψp⟩} where obtained by writing the eigenstates
{|ψϵ⟩} as MPS and then truncate their bond-dimension
to 1 on each bond.

FIG. 9. Upper panel: half-cut entanglement entropy of the
eigenstates |ψϵ⟩ of the quantum East model (cf. Eq. (1)) as
a function of the normalized energy ϵ = (E −Emin)/(Emax −
Emin). Lower panel: overlap between |ψϵ⟩ and its best ap-
proximating product state |ψp⟩ as a function of ϵ. In the
delocalized phase (s < 0) the spectrum appears to be ther-
mal, as typical for non-integrable systems. Instead, in the
localized phase (s > 0) there are (exponentially) many non-
thermal eigenstates with large overlap with product states.
We show data for N = 13 sites.
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FIG. 10. Dynamics of the maximum entanglement entropy of
∼ 100 product states (cf. Eq. (6)) at fixed normalized energy
ϵ = (⟨H⟩−Emin)/(Emax −Emin) = 0.4 and different values of
s. Deep in the delocalized phase (s < 0), we observe a linear
growth of Smax as expected for thermal systems. Whereas in
the localized phase (s > 0), we have logarithmic growth of
Smax due to localization.

Appendix B: Entanglement entropy dynamics

In Fig. 2(a) we have located a state-dependent
mobility edge for initial product states using the way
χmax(t) grows in time, distinguishing a ‘hard’ and ‘easy’
time-complexity region. Here we present the data for the
dynamics of max entanglement entropy Smax(t) along the
system, to support the arguments presented in Sec. III A.

For states represented in the form of MPS with bond
dimension χ, the maximal entanglement entropy is lim-
ited to logχ. Thus, if Smax(t) ∝ t, the bond-dimension
needed grows exponentially. Instead, if Smax grows sub-
linearly, e.g. logarithmically as occurs for localized sys-
tems, the needed bond dimension scales polynomially. In
Fig. 10, we show the data for the growth of Smax for a
sample of product states at a fixed ϵ = 0.4 and different s.
For states deep in the delocalized regime (e.g. s = −0.3),
we have a linear growth of Smax(t), as expected in the
thermal regime. In the localized phase s > 0, we observe
Smax(t) ∝ log t, indicating non-thermal properties.

Appendix C: Finite size scaling

In the section IIIA, we uncover a mobility edge in
the system for a class of product states. We studied
the model on a system size of N = 30, and the growth
rate of χ was used as an indicator to classify ‘hard’ or
‘easy’ regimes. Here, we perform a finite-size scaling
analysis in the system size N . To this end, we perform
two different types of finite-size scaling. The first is to
show that boundary effects are irrelevant up to the times
reached. The second instead, is to properly address
sampling biases.
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FIG. 11. Dynamics of product states (cf. Eq. (C1)) with
similar spatial structure and same ϵ for different system sizes
N . (a) Dynamics of χmax(t) for different ϵ and system size
N ∈ [30, 60, 90, 120, 150]. The curves for different N cannot
be distinguished as they overlap, proving the absence of finite
size effects. (b-c) exponential rate r and power-law exponent
α as a function of N for different ϵ. Both r and α are inde-
pendent of the system size N .

In the first scaling analysis, we compare states with
similar local spatial structures. We do so, as we have
established in the main text that spatial structure plays
a vital role in dictating the time-complexity. In practice,
we consider a randomly sampled product state |ψN=30⟩
for system size N = 30 with energy density ϵ, and
we obtain states for larger N by simply concatenating
copies of them

|ψN ⟩ = |ψN=30⟩⌊N/30⌋ (C1)

where we restrict to system sizes N multiple of 30. We
highlight that these states have comparable same en-
ergy density ϵ (apart for 1/N corrections). We choose
three representative values of ϵ = {0.22, 0.54, 0.8} at fixed
s = 0.5. Then, we simulate the dynamics of such states
up to time T = 64 via TEBD. In Fig. 11(a) we show the
dynamics of χmax(t) for different values of energy density
ϵ. Each curve with a specific color consists of five over-
lapping curves for system size N = {30, 60, 90, 120, 150}.
The overlap gives a clear indication that growth dynam-
ics and hence our results are unaffected by bondary ef-
fects. As an additional test, in Fig. 11(b-c) we show the
computed exponential rates r and power-law exponents
α extracted by fitting χmax(t) for different ϵ and N . Also
here, there are no signatures of finite-size effects.
In the second scaling analysis (see Fig. 3), we instead

compare results obtained via randomly sampling initial
states that do not necessarily share the same spatial
structure. Specifically, we perform the same sampling
procedure discussed in Sec. III B for different system sizes
N . For the sake of clarity, we show results along two ver-
tical cuts of Fig. 2(a) fixing s and swiping the energy
density ϵ. Deep in the localized phase, results are not af-
fected by changing the system size N , and dynamics are
always easily computable. Instead, the more we get near
the transition point s = 0 the more the results can be af-
fected by changing the system size N . Based on our scal-
ing analysis, we observe that for 0 ≲ s ≲ 0.3 the different
curves obtained for different N do not tend to collapse,
and the value at which the transition looks to decrease to
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FIG. 12. Same data presented in Fig. 4(a) without rescaling
wavg with the ground state localization length ξ. The red dots
correspond to hard time-complexity with r the corresponding
rate. The blue dots correspond to easy time-complexity with
α the power-law. Both hard and easy simulations overlap as
the effect of ξ on growth dynamics is not considered, high-
lighting its key role also out-of-equilibrium.

zero. We give two possible interpretations of such a re-
sult: (a) no mobility edge exists in such parameter regime
and solely the ground state is localized; (b) the number of
initial states sampled is not large enough to obtain con-
vergent results for s small, as other features of the initial
state play a key role in dictating the dynamics, such as
the initial distribution of excitations (see Sec. IIID). In-
stead, for 0.3 ≲ s ≲ 0.5 we observe that upon increasing
N the inversion occurs at a size-independent ϵ, indicating
the existence of a state-dependent mobility edge.

Appendix D: Role of the equilibrium localization
length ξ in dictating time-complexity

In Sec. IIID we have discussed how the localization
length ξ of the ground state provides a length scale. To
prove its predictive power, in Fig. 12 we show the same
data as in Fig. 4 without rescaling the average distance
between excitations wavg with ξ. We see that the ‘hard’
and the ‘easy’ simulations completely overlap and we are
not able to differentiate between them.

Appendix E: Properties of the localized kink states
found via DMRG-X

Here we provide some additional results on the states
|ψX⟩ obtained via DMRG-X. We refer to Ref. [47] for the
interested reader on the technical details. In Fig. 13 we
show the energy variance ∆H computed on |ψX⟩ (setting
a maximal bond dimension χ = 100) in a system of size
N = 30. We only show the data points for which ∆H ≤
10−5. In Fig. 13 we show the overlap between the states
|ψX⟩ and the kink states |k⟩ = |1⟩⊗k ⊗ |0⟩⊗(N−k) seeded



15

0.3 0.6 0.9 1.2 1.5

s

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

ε

10−18

10−15

10−12

10−9

10−6

∆Ex

0.3 0.6 0.9 1.2 1.5

s

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

ε

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

|〈k|ψX〉|

FIG. 13. Left panel: energy variance ∆Ex =
(⟨ψX |Ĥ2|ψX⟩ − ⟨ψX |Ĥ|ψX⟩2) computed on the states found
via DMRG-X upon seeding kink states |k⟩ = |1⟩⊗k ⊗
|0⟩⊗(N−k). We consider the algorithm converged solely if
∆EX ≤ 10−5. Right panel: modulus of the overlap be-
tween the states obtained via DMRG-X |ψX⟩ and the initially

seeded kink states |k⟩ = |1⟩⊗k ⊗ |0⟩⊗(N−k). Results obtained
for system size N = 30.

in the variational approach. We observe large overlap
(way larger than the typical overlap 1/D with D = 2N

the Hilbert space dimension), indicating that such states
are highly relevant in dictating the dynamical features of
the kink states |k⟩.
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