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We study quantum circuits with nearest-neighbor U(1) gates discovering new inhomogeneous
screw SU(2) and Uq(sl2) symmetries. Despite the model being homogeneous – all gates are the
same – symmetry generators are not. Rather, they exhibit an even-odd staggering and a nonzero
quasi-momentum, and depend on gate parameters. Such parameter-dependent symmetries can be
identified by the Ruelle-Pollicott spectrum of a momentum-resolved truncated propagator. They
can be thought of as a generalization of the standard SU(2) symmetry of the XXZ model that uppon
introducing the staggered field splits into a local SU(2) symmetry and a non-local Uq(sl2). Picking
an arbitrary U(1) gate and varying the gate duration one will transition through different phases:
fractal ballistic transport, Kardar-Parisi-Zhang superdiffusion at the critical manifold including
superdiffusive helix states, and diffusion within which there is also localization. To correctly explain
transport the non-local SU(2) symmetries do not matter, while the inhomogeneous local ones that
almost commute with the propagator do.

Symmetry is one of the most overarching concepts in
physics [1]. While in principle just delineating a play-
ing field for dynamics, at low temperatures, for instance,
they are restrictive enough to pin down scenarios to only
a handful of possibilities. To classify the phases one es-
sentially needs to know symmetries of the order param-
eter and the Hamiltonian [2, 3]. In integrable models
the effects of symmetries are the strongest. A symmetry
brings with it a conservation law, and integrable systems
are, vaguely speaking, systems with an extensive number
of conserved quantities [4–6].

How do we find symmetries of a known system? Often
this is done by inspection – in a suitable frame symme-
tries are “obvious”. Studying integrable Floquet quan-
tum circuits we will find new SU(2) and Uq(sl2) symme-
tries where this is not the case – looking at the Hamilto-
nian the symmetries will not be clear at all – and the Flo-
quet circuit will have richer symmetries than the Hamil-
tonian. Numerically looking for spectral multiplets will
also not bear fruit because the symmetry is exact only in
the thermodynamic limit. Nevertheless, identifying such
“hidden” SU(2) symmetry is crucial for transport.

We are going to study homogeneous circuits with U(1)
preserving gates described by a 4-parameter integrable
family [7], a special case being the 2-parameter XXZ
gates [8–11]. Extra parameters will bring new phenom-
ena not found in neither the XXZ circuit nor in the
chain. A century since discovery Heisenberg-type inte-
grable models [12] still manage to surprise with beautiful
mathematical structures having physical consequences
that can be probed in experiments [13–19].

Any two-qubit gate with U(1) symmetry, i.e., conserv-
ing the magnetization σz

1 + σz
2, can be written as

U1,2 = e−ih1,2τ , h1,2 = σx
1σ

x
2 + σy

1σ
y
2 +∆σz

1σ
z
2 +

+B(σz
2 − σz

1) +D(σx
1σ

y
2 − σy

1σ
x
2) +M(σz

1 + σz
2). (1)

The one-step propagator is denoted by U and is a prod-
uct of the above gates Uk,k+1 applied in a brickwall pat-
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FIG. 1. Phases as a function of τ for D = B = ∆ = 1. When
blue curve |D| (2) crosses 1 the circuit is critical (blue circle);
crossings of green dashed curve (10) mark position of non-
local SU(2) symmetries (green triangles, Eq.(11)). Red curve
(right axis) indicates the transport type: ballistic in phase II,
diffusive in I, and localization at orange diamonds (Eq.(12),
and is the spin current in the middle of the circuit at t = 250
starting from a weakly polarized domain wall.

tern, U = (
∏

l=1 U2l−1,2l)(
∏

l=1 U2l,2l+1), with L qubits
(we assume even L). It has been shown in Ref. [7] that
all such same-gate U(1) circuits with periodic boundary
conditions (PBC), regardless of parameter values, are
Yang-Baxter integrable. Because the total magnetiza-

tion Z =
∑L

l=1 σ
z
l is conserved M under PBC affect only

the overall phase and we set it to M = 0.

Mischievous symmetries.– It is known [10] that trans-
port of the XXZ circuits, i.e. at B = D = 0, varies
between ballistic, diffusive, and superdiffusive. Crucial
property determining the transport type are symmetries.
Especially interesting is superdiffusion in interacting in-
tegrable systems [20–25]. It has been explained [26]
that integrable models with a non-Abelian symmetry,
like the SU(2), will generically display superdiffusion (in
symmetry-invariant states). To that end we first look at

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

09
37

1v
2 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 1
7 

D
ec

 2
02

4



2

 0

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 2

 0  0.5  1  1.5  2  2.5  3

2

1

2

2

1

1

2

1

2

1

1

1

5

3

1

3

3

5

1

3

3

1

3

φj/π

τ 4/π

FIG. 2. Eigenphases spectrum of U for L = 4 as a function
of τ , while ∆ = D = B = 1. At the critical point τc (blue;
circle in Fig. 1) there are no SU(2) multiplets, while at green
lines (τ+ (11) for integer k) there are. Blue/green numbers
are degeneracies. Red circles are extra degeneracies that will
be important for fractality. Vertical orange lines are Eq.(12).

symmetries of our model (1).
Recall that based on the analytical integrability struc-

ture two phases have been found [7], with criticality ex-
pressed in terms of D(∆, D,B, τ) as

|D| = 1, D ≡ sin (2τ∆)

sin (2τJeff)

Jeff√
1+D2

, Jeff ≡
√
1+D2+B2.

(2)
The phase I is obtained for |D| > 1, while the phase II for
|D| < 1. At zero magnetization and infinite temperature
transport in the XXZ circuit [10] (B = D = 0) is diffusive
in phase I, ballistic in phase II, with the critical point
|D| = 1 displaying superdiffusion and Kardar-Parisi-
Zhang (KPZ) 2-point correlations [27, 28] and happens at
|∆| = 1 (in the basic cell 2∆τ, 2τ ∈ [−π/2, π/2]). In the
XXZ circuit the critical point therefore coincides with the
isotropic generator where the SU(2) symmetry is obvious.
However, for the newly discovered general integrable gate
(1) with B,D ̸= 0 one does not seem to have any obvious
SU(2) symmetry at the 3-dimensional critical manifold
|D| = 1. For instance, setting D = B = ∆ = 1 the crit-
ical condition is satisfied only at special values of τ , the
smallest one being τc ≈ 0.605535π

4 (Fig. 1).
To nevertheless identify the presence of any possi-

ble non-obvious SU(2) symmetry we have looked at the
eigenphases spectrum of U . While one could use Bethe
ansatz to get the Floquet spectrum [29] we simply use
numerical diagonalization with a view of possibly us-
ing it also on systems with not-yet-known integrability.
Namely, if one has an SU(2) symmetry (and no other)
one should see corresponding degeneracies: L spins 1

2 can
be coupled into a total spin s running over integer/half-
integer values s = L/2, L/2 − 1, . . ., with the number of

multiplets of spin s being
(

L+1
L/2−s

)
1+2s
L+1 . For instance, for

L = 4 one has 2[s = 0] ⊕ 3[1] ⊕ [2], i.e., one should see
2 nondegenerate eigenvalues, 3 multiplets with degener-
acy 3, and one 5 times degenerate eigenvalue. In Fig. 2
we show an example of a spectrum as a function of τ for

open boundary conditions (OBC). Surprisingly, there are
no multiplets at the critical τc (nor for PBC), while on
the other hand there are SU(2) multiplets at other non-
critical values in phase I. This is puzzling because, as we
shall show latter, the transport is superdiffusive at the
critical point, while it is diffusive in phase I. It looks as
the symmetries are just the opposite of what they should
be [26]: apparently one has superdiffusion without SU(2),
while in the presence of SU(2) one sees diffusion.
We will resolve this conundrum by: (i) finding a “hid-

den” SU(2) symmetry at the critical manifold; the sym-
metry generators will be spatially dependent even though
the propagator U is translationally invariant, (ii) explic-
itly construct the SU(2) generators, related to Uq(sl2)
symmetry, at special points in phase I, and show that
those generators are not local.
Inhomogeneous SU(2) at the critical manifold.– For

B = D = 0 one has the well known SU(2) generators,
Z and the ladder operators 2S± =

∑
l σ

x
l ± iσy

l . If one
has B = 0 but nonzero D ̸= 0 things are still simple.
Namely, by a unitary rotation W [30]

W = e−iϑ
∑L

l=1 lσz
l , tan (2ϑ) = D, (3)

one can transform an OBC circuit with D ̸= 0 to a
circuit with D = 0 (Appendix D). The SU(2) genera-
tors for B = 0 are therefore the rotated ones, explicitly
S̃+ =

∑
l σ

+
l e

−i2lϑ. So-far those generators are exactly
the same as for the autonomous XXZ spin chain with the
D term. The phase 2ϑ is a nonzero quasi-momentum of
the conserved one-site translations operator.
The interesting case is B ̸= 0. First, we note that a

brickwall circuit is invariant under translations by two
sites, not by one like the spin chain, and we have to
allow for an even/odd site effects. The standard Z still

commutes with U so we only have to find the new S̃+.
The following staggered ansatz will work

S̃+ =
∑
l

(σ+
2l−1 + e−i(2ϑ−α)σ+

2l)e
−i4lϑ. (4)

There is a relative phase α and a nonzero momentum
2ϑ determined by tan (2ϑ) = D. While such S̃+ always
satisfies SU(2) algebra it does not commute with U . In
fact, it turns out that regardless of α it never commutes
with U (for OBC or PBC) – this is in accordance with the
absence of SU(2) multiplets (Fig. 2). However, with an

appropriate α such S̃+ almost commutes with U . That
is, in a finite system with OBC one has

U†S̃+U − S̃+ = 0 + (boundary terms), (5)

where boundary terms act nontrivially either on site 1 or
on L. Such an almost commutation has been for instance
found also for quasilocal charges in the XXZ chain [31].

Plugging the ansatz for S̃+ in Eq.(5) we obtain after some
manipulations an explicit expression for the phase,

eiα(τ,∆,B) = D
cos (2τJeff)

cos (2τ∆)
− i

B√
1 +D2

tan (2τ∆). (6)
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FIG. 3. Ruelle-Pollicott eigenvalues for a critical circuit with
∆ = D = B = 1 and τc. One can see peaks at k = ±π

2

corresponding to non-trivial screw SU(2) operators S̃± (4).

Several observations are in place. The resulting screw
SU(2) symmetry holds only at the critical manifold,
|D| = 1 (where |eiα| = 1 [32]). It is exact only in the
thermodynamic limit [33], and is not isotropic. Despite
the system being homogeneous the translational invari-
ance is broken: X̃ = S̃+ + S̃− and Ỹ rotate in the xy
plane as one moves along spins, and there is a phase dif-
ference between even and odd sites. Interestingly, the
generators explicitly depend on gate parameters. This
symmetry is new and is not possible in the Hamiltonian
chain H =

∑
l hl,l+1 where the B terms mutually cancel.

Considering that such a symmetry is not at all visi-
ble in the spectrum, neither for OBC nor for PBC, and
that its generators are parameter-dependent and there-
fore hard to identify by inspection, one might wonder how
can one in general find such symmetries? One way is of-
fered by the recently introduced momentum-resolved op-
erator propagator [34] developed in the context of Ruelle-
Pollicott (RP) resonance spectra. Namely, one can write
down a linear operator M that propagates operators in
an infinite system. Such an operator is unitary, however,
if truncated down to only local operators with nontrivial
support on at most r consecutive sites it becomes non-
unitary. In a translationally invariant system one can
work in a given quasi-momentum block k (for zero mo-
mentum see Ref. [35]). RP spectra, traditionally used
in studies of chaotic systems [34, 35], are useful also [7]
in integrable systems. Namely, eigenvalues 1 of M(k)
indicate the presence of strictly local conserved opera-
tors. Numerically constructing M(k) for our circuit (see
Refs. [7, 34] for details) we plot in Fig. 3 three largest
eigenvalues for operators with support on r = 1, 3, 5
sites. We can see a degenerate eigenvalue at momentum
k = 0 which is r times degenerate with the correspond-
ing eigenvectors being translationally invariant conserved
local charges Q±

p [7]. In addition though we get two non-
degenerate peaks at k = ±4ϑ corresponding to SU(2)
ladder operators (4). Because they are strictly local and
1-body they are visible already for r = 1.

Non-local SU(2) and Uq(sl2) symmetries.– It remains
to explain what will turn out to be non-local SU(2) sym-

metries that do not influence transport (green lines in
Fig. 2). Quantum group Uq(sl2) is important in many
areas of mathematics and physics, including integrability
due to its deep connection to the R matrix [36–38]. For
q that are not roots of unity (qm ̸= ±1) the multiplets of
Uq(sl2) are exactly the same as those of SU(2). Therefore
it immediately follows that there also exist generators of
SU(2): they can be explicitly constructed for any finite L
via diagonalization (Appendix A). We are therefore going
to look for Uq(sl2) symmetries.
We are inspired by Uq(sl2) symmetry observed [39, 40]

in the XXZ chain with OBC and boundary fields given
by our B of strength 1 + B2 = ∆2 (q + q−1 = 2∆), for
a Floquet setting see Ref. [11]. This can be immediately
generalized to D ̸= 0 using the rotation by W (3). A
potential negative sign s of ∆, s = sign(∆), can be flipped
by a rotation with W (ϑ = π/2). Provided

∆2 = Jeff
2 = 1 +D2 +B2, s = sign(∆), (7)

is satisfied, Uq(sl2) generators

S±
q =

∑
l q

−Z[1,l−1]/2 ⊗ σ±
l e

∓i2l(ϑ+π
2

1−s
2 ) ⊗ qZ[l+1,L]/2,

1
2 (q + q−1) = Jeff√

1+D2
, (8)

where Z[j,p] ≡
∑p

l=j σ
z
l , commute with OBC U for any τ

(for s ·B > 0 one takes the solution with q > 1, otherwise
q < 1), as well as with H =

∑
l hl,l+1. Together with Z

they satisfy the Uq(sl2) algebra

[Z, S±
q ] = ±2S±

q , [S+
q , S−

q ] = [Z]q, [x]q ≡ qx − q−x

q − q−1
. (9)

The condition (7) can be generalized realizing that the
Uq(sl2) is present if

|sin (2τ∆)/ sin (2τJeff)| = 1. (10)

This immediately gives new τ -dependent Uq(sl2) points,

τ± =
kπ

Jeff ±∆
, s = ∓1, (11)

with the above generators (8). For integer k (full green
triangles in Fig. 1) they exactly commute with U for
OBC, while for half-integer k (empty green triangles in

Fig. 1) they exactly commute under OBC with Ũ =
Uσz

1σ
z
L.

Once one identifies Uq(sl2) symmetries (Fig. 4(a)) one
can construct SU(2) generators (see Appendix A). Ex-
panding them over the basis of Pauli matrices, their lo-
cality can be quantified by the range r of a basis operator
(the largest distance between two non-identity Paulis),
and the number p of non-identity Paulis (e.g., two-body
next-nearest neighbor terms have p = 2 and r = 3).
Locality of SU(2) generators is in fact similar to those
of Uq(sl2) (8). They are products of σ±

l and σz
p, with

the highest contribution to S+ (leading order in q) com-
ing from σ+

l , the next order from σ+
l σ

z
p, and so on, see
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FIG. 4. Transport for D = B = 1. (a) Phase diagram: gray regions are diffusive phase I, colored ballistic phase II (colors at
constant D (13)), blue the critical manifold. Vertical black line is a cross-section shown in Fig. 1 and (e), green dashed curves
indicate Uq(sl2) symmetry, orange ones localization and white dotted curves non-interacting. (b-d) Superdiffusion and KPZ
2-point correlations at the critical τc (blue circle in (a)), L = 104, χ = 256. Green points in (c) show ⟨σ̃x

l ⟩ for the initial state
polarized in the x̃ direction (see text). (e) Fractal dependence of the current in the middle of the chain on τ in the ballistic
phase, starting from a weakly polarized domain wall (∆ = 1, L = 4000, t = 103). Red curve (bottom axis) is for the 2nd ballistic
region in (a), blue curve (top axis) for the 3rd. Vertical dashed lines and p/m mark strongest peaks (13).

Appendix A. The main point relevant for transport is
that those generators are not local – while the weight
of many-body terms decays exponentially with p (they
are quasi few-body) their range extends over the whole
system, r ∼ L, i.e., terms like σ+

l σ
z
L have approximately

the same weight as σ+
l σ

z
l+1. It is not clear if such few-

body non-local symmetries have physical consequences
(sometimes non-local conserved charges do matter [41]).

For B = 0 (implying q = 1) the Uq(sl2) condition (10)
coincides with the criticality (2) and SU(2) (4) – e.g. blue
and green curves in Fig. 4(a) would overlap. Interest-
ingly, as the field B is switched on the local SU(2) sym-
metry splits into two symmetries: one acquires a nonzero
staggering phase α and stays local – this is the local SU(2)
at the critical manifold; the other keeps trivial α (trans-
lational invariance by one site) but becomes non-local –
this is the Uq(sl2). B causes new symmetries not present
in Floquet or Hamiltonian XXZ systems.

Transport.– Knowing symmetries, in particular the
SU(2) one, we are now ready to understand magneti-
zation transport (Fig. 4(a)) in U(1) integrable circuits at
infinite temperature and zero magnetization. At the crit-
ical manifold the “hidden” inhomogeneous SU(2) sym-
metry whose generators (4) are sums of local 1-body
terms suggests superdiffusion with a dynamical exponent
z = 3

2 , similar as in the standard isotropic XXX cir-
cuit [10]. This is indeed what is observed in Fig. 4(b).
Starting with a mixed weakly polarized domain wall un-
der OBC (initial polarization ⟨σz

l ⟩ = ±µ = 10−3, see Ap-
pendix B), we: (i) see a clear superdiffusive growth of the
transferred magnetization from the left to the right chain
half, ∆Z ∼ t1/z, (ii) using the same numerical simulation
on L = 104 spins we calculate the infinite temperature

correlation function [27] ⟨σz
0(0)σ

z
l (t)⟩T=∞ = limµ→0

z′

µ ,

where z′ ≡ ⟨σz
l−1(t)⟩ − ⟨σz

l (t)⟩ [42], showing agreement
with the KPZ scaling function f(φ) [43] (determining
the surface slope correlations in the KPZ equation [44])

over 4 decades. One could also start with a domain-wall
polarized in the x̃ direction, where the conserved magne-
tization

∑
l σ̃

x
l , with σ̃x

l = cosφlσ
x
l + sinφlσ

y
l , has quasi-

momentum (4) phase φl = 2(l + 1)ϑ − (1 + eiπl)α/2.
Interestingly, even starting with a state polarized up,
⟨σ̃x

l ⟩ = µ, i.e., not a domain-wall but a kind of a su-
perdiffusive helix state (see Refs. [30, 45–47] for helix
states), due to unmatched phases at boundaries a su-
perdiffusive front will spread from the edge (Fig. 4(c) and
Fig. 7(c)). This explains a mysterious observation, made
already [27] for standard SU(2), that in high-precision
KPZ simulations larger L than suggested by the central
superdiffusive lightcone hitting the boundary is needed.
In phase I, including points with the non-local Uq(sl2)

symmetry, we find diffusion, see Fig. 7(b) in Appendix B.
Therefore, the non-local nature of SU(2) generators (Ap-
pendix A), specifically the long-range 2-body terms σ+

l σ
z
j

is enough to render such a symmetry irrelevant for trans-
port. On a somewhat similar note we remark that phases
brought by strings of σz

l are enough to break superdiffu-
sion to diffusion even if they act locally, an example be-
ing the XX non-local dephasing model [48] that otherwise
shows superdiffusion [49, 50]. Even though based in exact
SU(2) multiplets it looked that the connection [26] be-
tween transport and SU(2) symmetry was broken, every-
thing is fine provided one understands that (i) the sym-
metries need to hold only in the thermodynamic limit; in
finite systems there can be boundary violations, and (ii)
the generators need to be local.
In the middle of phase I one also has points with local-

ization because the gate becomes diagonal. This happens
when D is infinite and one resonantly annuls hopping,

2Jeffτ = kπ, k ∈ Z. (12)

Those points are visible also in spectra (Fig. 2) as extra
degeneracies (for even L just L different eigenphases).
Finally, there is the ballistic phase II. In the ballis-

tic phase the speed of transport (i.e., Drude weight) will
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have fractal dependence on any generic parameter. For
instance, picking an arbitrary fixed set of ∆, D,B, and
varying the gate duration τ one will repeatedly cross
through phases II (Fig. 4(a)) within which the trans-
port speed is a fractal. This is shown in Fig. 4(e) where
we simply plot a finite-time proxy for the Drude weight
given by the current in the middle of the chain after
evolving the initial weakly polarized domain-wall. For
definition of the current see AppendixC. The fractal de-
pendence comes from quasilocal conserved charges [51]
which can be constructed at roots of unity q = eiπp/m

using finite-dimensional representations of Uq(sl2). In
the XXZ spin chain those commensurate conditions are
∆ = cos (πp/m) for any coprime integers p and m, while
in the XXZ circuit [10] it was identified that one of the
R-matrix parameters η had to be a rational multiple of
π. With that in mind, and the fact that the criticality
condition (2) is simple in terms of the R-matrix parame-
ters [7], as well as our identification of Uq(sl2) symmetries
in the diffusive phase (11), we can generalize the above
conditions to

D = cos (πp/m). (13)

D therefore plays the role of a generalized “anizotropy”.
The strongest fractal peaks occur for small values of m;
in Fig. 4(e) we indicate location of the ones for m = 2
and m = 3, which are also locations of extra degeneracies
in the Floquet spectrum (red circles in Fig. 2). For finite
times fractal peaks are broadened with their width scal-
ing as ∼ 1/

√
t, see also Ref. [10]. Interestingly, fractal

structure has been observed also in the steady state den-
sity of the XXZ chain under appropriate boundary driv-
ing [52]. Ballistic transport is especially fast at the non-
interacting points D = 0, or explicitly τ/(π/4) = 2k/∆.
Observe that transport at those points is not always the
fastest, e.g., in Fig. 4(e) the red peak at the free point
p/m = 1/2 is smaller than the one at 2/3.

Discussion and outlook.– Studying magnetization con-
serving integrable nearest-neighbor quantum circuits
we find new types of SU(2) and Uq(sl2) symmetries.
Symmetry generators are spatially inhomogeneous and
parameter-dependent despite the system being homoge-
neous. We also offer a numerical method to identify such

hard-to-identify symmetries.

All properties that we discuss trivially apply to the
corresponding Hamiltonian system obtained for τ → 0,
however, the most interesting parameter B is absent as it
only produces boundary fields. We provide a generaliza-
tion of the XXZ criticality condition to any U(1) circuit.
Importantly, it shows that the fact that criticality and
isotropy coincide in the XXZ model is accidental. Those
two are inequivalent notions, and it is the inhomogeneous
SU(2) symmetry and not the isotropy that matters. It
would be interesting to better understand how the local
SU(2) symmetry of the XXZ model splits into the lo-
cal staggered SU(2) and the non-local Uq(sl2) symmetry
uppon nonzero B.

The model shows transport ranging from fractal ballis-
tic, to diffusion and KPZ superdiffusion, as well as local-
ization. Because one can use any U(1) gate it is experi-
mentally attractive – no fine tuning is required. Results
also highlight a subtle nature of symmetries. To observe
superdiffusion SU(2) generators have to be local, though
they do not need to be exactly conserved.

Regarding the fractal transport it should be possible to
repeat steps of Ref. [10] (numerical solution of the Fred-
holm eq.) to get the fractal structure directly for t → ∞.
Systems with an exact quantum group symmetries are of
special interest due to their simplified integrability [53],
an example being Uq(sl2) and the XXX spin chain, or the
anizotropic XXZ chain with special boundary fields [39].
In our Floquet system it would be interesting to under-
stand if the exact Uq(sl2) symmetries of U at special
points have any physical consequences, and if with appro-
priate boundary terms they can be made exact or almost
exact, including at other parameters. A direct connec-
tion to the underlying integrability and Bethe equations,
and if there are other conserved operators with non-zero
quasi-momentum, is also unexplored. Better understand-
ing superdiffusive spin helix states is open.
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Appendix A: Construction of SU(2) generators from
multiplets

Here we describe how to construct the generators of
SU(2) that commute with U provided one has a system
with the same multiplets as SU(2) and knows the Z gen-
erator. In our brickwall circuits the Z in conserved by
construction, and we know that the system has exactly
the same SU(2) multiplets for all parameters with Uq(sl2)
symmetry and non root of unity q.
We shall construct the raising operator S+ by first

diagonalizing U and identifying degenerate blocks. In
each degenerate block corresponding to one SU(2) mul-
tiplet and spanned by {|ξl⟩} we find a basis of Z
by diagonalizing the projection ⟨ξl|Z|ξl′⟩, obtaining the
eigenstates |m⟩ of 1

2Z in the block. The operator S+

in the block with spin s is now by definition equal
to

∑s
m=−s

√
s(s+ 1)−m(m+ 1)|m+ 1⟩⟨m|, while the

whole operator S+ is a direct sum of such terms over all
spin s multiplets. Once we have S+, the lowering opera-
tor is S− = (S+)†, thereby obtaining X and Y that have
SU(2) algebra and commute with U by construction.
The important question is locality of X and Y (Z is

local). In Fig. 5 we see that S+ constructed according
to the above prescription (red triangles) are non-local
multi-body operators – expanding them over products of
Pauli matrices S+ =

∑
αl

cα σα1
1 · · ·σαL

L we have terms
with product of L operators in a system with L spins.
However, it is important to note that we have a gauge
freedom in constructing S+. Namely, each eigenstate |m⟩
is determined upto a multiplicative phase eiφm . It turns
out that the choice of those phases can greatly influence
the locality of S+, while on the other hand locality of the
Casimir operator S2 = X2 + Y 2 + Z2 does not depend
on them. Looking at S2 (Fig. 5) we can see that the
exponential decay of S2 indicates that also S+ can be
chosen such that they involve only few-body terms. This
is indeed the case. Writing S+ with all possible phases
φm and numerically finding the optimal ones for which
the weight of 1-body terms is the largest, we get S+ for
which the weight of many-body terms decays exponen-
tially with the number of terms p (blue points).

We can classify locality of S+ according to the total
weight w =

∑
|cα|2 of operators with range r and the

number of non-identity terms p. For instance, the op-
erator σx

1σ
z
4 has p = 2 and r = 4. We see in Fig. 6

that the SU(2) generators constructed at Uq(sl2) points
and for the optimal choice of phases φm are quasi few
body – weight decays exponentially with p – however,
they span the whole system and contain operators with
range r ∼ L. The weight does not appreciably decay
with r for fixed p. Both these properties hold also for
Uq(sl2) generators (8). For instance, one-body operators
(p = r = 1) are all σ+

l and have the average weight 1.4,

the nearest-neighbor 2-body terms are all σ+
l σ

z
l±1 with

the average weight 0.14, while 2-body range r = 6 terms
are σ+

1 σ
z
L and σz

1σ
+
L with the average weight 0.06. The

largest weight of any of 3-body term (p = 3) is 0.03, with
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FIG. 5. Locality of SU(2) generators at Uq(sl2) point D =
B = ∆ = 1 and τ+ ≈ π

4
1.464 (Eq.(11) with k = 1, giving q =

√
6−

√
2

2
≈ 0.518). The total weight wp of operators with p non-

identity Pauli operators is shown for the Casimir S2/L for L =
2, . . . , 12 (black circles), showing quasi few-body nature of

generators. Red triangles show multi-body nature of S+/
√
L

with an arbitrary gauge, while blue circles quasi few-body
nature for the optimal gauge, both for L = 6.
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FIG. 6. Locality of S+ for the optimal gauge choice and
L = 6 (same data as blue points in Fig. 5). Circles indicate in
log-scale the average weight w of operators according to the
number of non-identity terms p and the range r.

the average of all 24 r = p = 3 terms being 0.007.

Appendix B: Numerical simulations

Numerical simulation of unitary time evolution of den-
sity operators is performed by writing ρ in a matrix prod-
uct operator (MPO) form with matrices of maximal bond
size χ. Application of a single two-site gate is performed
using standard time-evolved-block decimation (TEBD)
techniques [55].
The initial state is a weakly polarized domain wall

ρ(0) ∝
L/2∏
l=1

(1+ µσz
l ) ⊗

L∏
l=L/2+1

(1− µσz
l ), (B1)

with µ = 10−3. Such a state is numerically relatively easy
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FIG. 7. Transport at B = D = 1. (a) Diffusive transport at Uq(sl2) point with τ+ ≈ π
4
· 1.464 (green triangle in Fig. 4(a))

despite the nonlocal SU(2) symmetry (L = 1536, χ = 576). (b) Fractal dependence on ∆ at τc in the ballistic phase. All
rational peaks p/m (13) with 2 ≤ m ≤ 7 are marked by vertical dashed lines (L = 4000 and t = 1000). (c) Superdiffusive helix
state at critical ∆ = 1 and τc (same data as in Fig. 4(c)) starting from the initial state with ⟨σ̃x

l ⟩ = µ and ⟨σ̃y
l ⟩ = ⟨σz

l ⟩ = 0.

to simulate, e.g., at the superdiffusive point we could get
a relative precision of order 10−4 with χ = 256. On top
of it, as explained in Ref. [27], it can be used as a trick
to calculate the equilibrium infinite-temperature 2-point
autocorrelation function of σz to verify the KPZ scaling.
If high precision is required one should stop simulation
when the lightcone from the center touches a lightcone of
small errors propagating from the edge. At the critical
manifold this is a direct consequence of the screw SU(2)
symmetry – the edge of the open chain act as a defect
due to rotation caused by D (4), nicely visible if one
starts with a domain wall in the xy plane, or even a
state polarized in the same direction (Fig. 7(c)).

We have checked transport at special parameter values
in the diffusive phase I where one has Uq(sl2) symmetry
and therefore also SU(2) operators that commute with
U . An example is show in Fig. 7(a), where we can see
that one gets diffusion. The non-locality of SU(2) gener-
ators is enough, despite being quasi few-body operators,
to not affect transport of magnetization. We note that
the required bond size needed to describe time evolution
in those cases is rather large, for instance, χ more than
500 at t = 1000. In Fig. 7(b) we show fractal dependence
of the ballistic transport on ∆.

Appendix C: Current operator

The spin current operator is defined via the discrete-
time continuity equation

U†Z[k,l]U − Z[k,l] = jk−1 − jl, (C1)

where jk is the local current operator between sites k
and k + 1. For the brickwall circuit U is invariant under
translations by 2 sites and we will have different current
operator on even and odd sites. Specifically, the current

on even sites, i.e., on bonds between the legs of the 1st
layer gates (Fig. 1), can be identified from U†(σz

3+σz
4)U−

(σz
3 + σz

4) = j2 − j4, and is explicitly

j2 = A(σx
2σ

y
3 − σy

2σ
x
3) + F(σz

2 − σz
3) + C(σx

2σ
x
3 + σy

2σ
y
3 )

A =
sin (4τJeff)

2Jeff
+

BD sin2 (2τJeff)

Jeff
2 ,

F =
(1 +D2) sin2 (2τJeff)

Jeff
2 ,

C =
B sin2 (2τJeff)

Jeff
2 − D sin (4τJeff)

2Jeff
. (C2)

The current on odd sites is more complicated, in general a
4−site operator that can be calculated similarly as above.

Appendix D: Symmetries

Here we list some other symmetries of the model. Ro-
tation by W (3), which is a Hamiltonian version of the
twist transformation known from integrability and the
R-matrix of the 6-vertex model [7, 56, 57], can trans-
form D to zero, WU ′W † = U , where U has gate pa-
rameters τ,∆, B,D,M , while U ′ has D′ = 0 and τ ′ =
τ
√
1 +D2, ∆′ = ∆/

√
1 +D2, B′ = B/

√
1 +D2, M ′ =

M/
√
1 +D2. Rotation by ϑ = π/2, Wπ/2 = W (ϑ =

π/2) = (−i)L(L+1)/2
∏

l σ
z
2l−1, U ′ = W †

π/2UWπ/2, in-

stead flips all parameters except D, τ ′ = −τ , ∆′ = −∆,
D′ = D, and B′ = −B. Particle-hole transformation
P =

∏
l σ

x
l , U

′ = P †UP , changes the sign of two chiral
terms, τ ′ = τ , ∆′ = ∆, D′ = −D and B′ = −B. Spa-
tial reflection of sites R that changes site l to L + 1 − l,
U ′ = R†UR, does the same as P . This means that U is
invariant under the combined Z2 symmetry RP .
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