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Magnetochiral eigenstate of the Heisenberg chain with spontaneous symmetry
breaking
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‘We propose a protocol to construct atypical high-energy eigenstates in quantum systems by using
ground states of Hamiltonians deformed by conserved charges. For the spin-1/2 Heisenberg XXX
chain we study a chiral Hamiltonian built from the scalar-chirality charge and total magnetization
and solve it exactly by Bethe ansatz. Its ground state is a magnetized, current-carrying XXX eigen-
state that breaks SU(2), time-reversal, and parity yet stays critical. This zero-entropy macrostate
shows ballistic spin and chirality transport and admits realistic cold-atom and Rydberg platforms.

Introduction. The unitary dynamics of isolated quan-
tum many-body systems is governed by highly excited
eigenstates of the Hamiltonian. For generic nonintegrable
models, the eigenstate thermalization hypothesis (ETH)
asserts that almost all eigenstates at fixed energy den-
sity are locally indistinguishable from thermal ensem-
bles of the same Hamiltonian, so eigenstates that carry
macroscopic currents or support large fluctuations are
exponentially rare in the spectrum [1-4]. Known excep-
tions, such as many-body scars and many-body local-
ized states, show that nonthermal eigenstates can exist
but typically rely on strong disorder or fine-tuned kinetic
constraints [5—-10]. In clean, interacting systems there is
still no systematic and broadly applicable procedure to
construct and characterize individual high-energy eigen-
states with prescribed macroscopic currents, chiral order,
or other conserved quantities.

Integrable quantum chains provide a natural arena in
which to address this problem. They possess an exten-
sive set of mutually commuting local or quasilocal charges
{Q@;} that commute with the Hamiltonian Hy and with
each other [11-13], preventing relaxation to a conven-
tional Gibbs ensemble and leading instead to generalized
Gibbs ensembles after quenches [14, 15]. In such models
every eigenstate is exactly stationary, and the spectrum
contains dense families of states that carry extensive cur-
rents and other conserved quantities. However, these
nonequilibrium-like sectors are still exponentially sup-
pressed in the unbiased equilibrium measure, and most
analytical and numerical tools - Bethe ansatz, tensor net-
works, Monte Carlo - are optimized for ground states and
low-lying excitations. As a result, even in integrable sys-
tems explicit control over specific atypical high-energy
eigenstates of Hj remains limited.

In this Letter we turn this limitation into a construc-
tive principle. Starting from a many-body Hamiltonian
Hj and its conserved charges {Q;}, we introduce an aux-
iliary commuting family of Hamiltonians

H(a) = Hy— a-Q, (1)

where o = (ay, ..., a,,) are fields conjugate to the con-

served charges Q = (Q1, ..., Q). At finite temperature
this construction implements a large-deviation “tilting”
of charge sectors in a generalized Gibbs ensemble, while
in the zero-temperature limit the ground state of H ()
selects, via a Legendre transform, a particular eigen-
state of Hy with fixed charge densities. Crucially, this
eigenstate can often be accessed using standard equi-
librium methods applied to H(a), even when it lies at
high energy density with respect to Hy. This provides
a general nonequilibrium-from-equilibrium protocol for
designing and characterizing stationary, current-carrying
eigenstates of Hy using only equilibrium tools.

We implement this protocol in the spin—% Heisenberg
XXX chain. Taking Hy to be the usual exchange Hamil-
tonian and elevating the third conserved charge @Q3, a
three-site operator closely related to scalar spin chirality
and energy current, along with the total magnetization
S%, to the role of Hamiltonian, we study the integrable
magnetochiral model

Hy = aQs — hS* (2)

in the limit where the conventional Heisenberg exchange
J — 0 (see Fig. 1). The ground state of H,y is simul-
taneously an eigenstate of the undeformed XXX Hamil-
tonian and of the full commuting hierarchy, and from
the XXX perspective it is a highly excited eigenstate
at finite energy density that carries a finite energy cur-
rent. Using thermodynamic Bethe ansatz we solve H,
exactly at zero temperature, obtain closed expressions
for its magnetization and scalar chirality as functions
of a and h, and identify a magnetochiral phase with
spontaneous breaking of SU(2), time-reversal, and parity
while remaining critical with central charge ¢ = 1. This
zero-entropy Bethe macrostate exhibits subthermal (log-
arithmic) entanglement and may be viewed as an inte-
grable, symmetry-broken analogue of a many-body scar.
It provides a simple, analytically controlled background
for generalized hydrodynamics and anomalous spin and
chirality transport, and we outline realistic cold-atom
and Rydberg-atom implementations of H, in which this
magnetochiral eigenstate should be experimentally acces-


https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.09107v1

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the Hamiltonian in Eq. 2
illustrating the interplay between the Zeeman term and the
third conserved charge of the Heisenberg model, Qs.

sible.

Nonequilibrium-from-equilibrium protocol. Our view-
point is to use H(a) as an auxiliary Hamiltonian whose
equilibrium properties select atypical eigenstates of the
original Hy.

At finite temperature T with 8 = 1/T, the partition
function

Z(B,a) = Tre AHomeQ  p(3.a)=-"InZ (3)

implements an equilibrium “tilting” of charge sectors:

) and con-

the weight of an eigenstate with energy E,(LO
served charges q, is o exp [—ﬁ(E,go) —a- qn)], ie., a
large-deviation bias in charge space familiar from statis-
tical mechanics. Differentiating the free energy gives

oF
and
<87 04>]67 = /800v67a(Qi’ gj)’ (5)

where Covg (4, B) = (AB)g.a — (4)8,a(B)s,« denotes
the covariance in the tilted Gibbs ensemble.

In the zero-temperature limit, this biased ensemble
sharpens onto the ground state of H(a). Denoting by
ET(LO) and q, the eigenvalues of Hy and Q in a common
eigenbasis, the ground-state energy density of H(a) is
the lower Legendre—Fenchel envelope

Eo(e) = min { E — a-q, }, (©)

which is just the usual Legendre transform between the
energy density and the conserved-charge densities. The
Hellmann—Feynman theorem gives

E

?905 = —(Qi)as(a)- (7)
Crucially, the ground state |GS(«)) can often be char-
acterized much more easily than a generic highly excited
eigenstate of Hp, using equilibrium tools such as Bethe
ansatz, tensor networks, Monte Carlo, or conformal field
theory.
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FIG. 2. Magnetization and scalar chirality densities plotted
from Egs. (14), (15) versus magnetic field, h. Both exponents
near full saturation are 1/2. Finite magnetization at h = 0
indicates spontaneous breaking of the SU(2) symmetry.

From an experimental viewpoint, the fields o can be
realized as static couplings to the corresponding local
densities, generating long-lived prethermal states of an
experimentally accessible Hamiltonian. Closely related
charge-generated deformations that preserve integrabil-
ity have been developed in the context of long-range spin
chains and T'T-like flows [16-18]. In those works H (o)
itself is regarded as the physical Hamiltonian and is de-
formed along directions in charge space while keeping
integrability intact. Large-deviation tilting of conserved
charges and atypical generalized ensembles in integrable
chains have been also explored in Refs. [19, 20]. By con-
trast, in the present work, we keep H fixed and use H ()
purely as a selector of eigenstates of Hy: the structure
is that of a large-deviation tilt in the conserved-charge
sector rather than a deformation of the microscopic dy-
namics. In the rest of the Letter we implement this pro-
tocol in an integrable spin chain to prepare and analyze a
magnetochiral high-energy eigenstate of the XXX Hamil-
tonian.

Chiral deformation of the Heisenberg chain. In the
Heisenberg XXX model, the infinite tower of local con-
served charges {Q,} can be constructed explicitly ei-
ther from the transfer matrix or via boost techniques.[21]
Among these, the third charge QJ3 is a three-site opera-
tor that is closely related to scalar spin chirality and, in
the XYZ/XXX family, can be identified with the energy-
current operator up to normalization.[22—24] In most ap-
plications, such higher charges enter in two conceptually
distinct ways: either as additional terms in a ”parent”
Hamiltonian (producing integrable deformations[25-29]),
or as constraints in generalized Gibbs ensembles (GGEs)
of the form pggr x exp ( - )\nQn), where the La-
grange multipliers A, encode the effective “Boltzmann
weights” of the conserved quantities.[14, 15, 30-32] In
both settings, the primary focus has been on regimes
where a small subset of charges, typically the Hamilto-
nian and possibly one or two additional low-order @,,
carry parametrically large or experimentally engineered
weights, while the microscopic structure of the underly-



ing eigenstates is analyzed only indirectly via ensemble
averages.

In this work, we adopt a complementary perspective
and elevate the conserved quantities themselves to the
role of Hamiltonian, thereby investigating the properties
of eigenstates that are “atypical” with respect to stan-
dard Gibbs or generalized Gibbs sampling. Specifically,
we focus on the third conserved quantity of the XXX hi-
erarchy, the scalar chirality, alongside the first conserved
charge, the total magnetization, and study the integrable
Hamiltonian Eq. 2 in the limit where the usual Heisen-
berg exchange J — 0. Here, @3 =3, S; - (Sj+1 X Sj42)
generates a finite energy current in the XXX chain, while
S# is the standard magnetization. The model H,y, is thus
a strongly correlated, U(1)-symmetric (SU(2) at h = 0)
spin Hamiltonian in its own right, whose ground state
is simultaneously an eigenstate of the undeformed XXX
Hamiltonian and of the full commuting hierarchy. From
the point of view of the XXX chain, this magnetochiral
ground state is a high-energy eigenstate, singled out not
by a large Boltzmann weight in a GGE but by the choice
of which conserved charge is promoted to the Hamilto-
nian.

Exploiting the fact that H, is a linear combination
of conserved XXX charges, we can analyze its zero-
temperature thermodynamics using a thermodynamic
Bethe-ansatz (TBA) approach in the J — 0 limit. This
allows us to derive fully analytical expressions for the
ground-state magnetization and scalar chirality as func-
tions of the chiral coupling « and the field A, and to
identify the corresponding macrostate as a magnetochi-
ral eigenstate carrying a finite energy current. This
macrostate offers a concrete realization of an “atypical”
eigenstate in the sense of generalized thermalization: it
is highly constrained by the complete set of charges, yet
generally not sampled by a canonical GGE with modest
Lagrange multipliers.[15, 30, 31] Building on this, we use
the magnetochiral macrostate as a homogeneous refer-
ence state in the nonequilibrium-from-equilibrium frame-
work of generalized hydrodynamics,[33, 34], and analyze
its entanglement and transport properties as those of
a stationary, current-carrying Bethe macrostate rather
than a conventional thermal equilibrium phase.

At zero temperature, we solve the TBA for H, (o, h)
exactly and obtain closed expressions for its order pa-
rameters. We briefly sketch the TBA solution. At the
isotropic point the elementary excitations are parameter-
ized by rapidities x € R, organized into n-string bound
states labeled by n € N [11]. The XXX TBA is governed
by the universal kernel

1
slw) = 4 cosh(mx/2)’ )

and its derivatives. For H,p(c, h), the zero-temperature
TBA simplifies drastically: only 1-strings contribute, and

their dressed energy reads
e1(z) = h+ 2ra s’ (x). (9)

Equations (8) and (9) can be viewed as the J — 0 and
T — 0 case of the TBA equations derived in Ref. [29] for
the chiral Heisenberg chain; in the pure-chirality limit,
the string content reduces to 1-strings and the driving
term takes the simple linear form displayed above. For
a > 0, §'(x) is an odd function, negative in z > 0 and
positive in & < 0, so that e1(x) describes an asymmetric
Fermi sea. The ground-state energy density of H, (e, h)
is

fla,h) = —g —|—/ ( )<0dx s(z)er(x), (10)

where the constant term is the energy density of the fully
polarized ferromagnetic state of Hxxx. The occupied
region is the interval z € [a_,a4] on which 1(z) < 0,
with endpoints fixed by 1 (a+) = 0 Introducing u = 7x/2
gives the compact Fermi-point condition
2
sechu tanhu = lﬁ, he = T a, (11)
2 he

valid for |h| < he, while for |h| > h. the Fermi sea col-
lapses and the ground state is fully polarized. Evaluating
Eq. (10) over this interval yields a closed form

|h] A . (h T h?
f(O[,h) = —Z—% arcsin hic —E 1-— FE, |h| < h‘C7
(12)
whereas for |h| > h. the window closes and f(«a,h) =

~|h]/2.
The zero-temperature order parameters follow from
the derivatives of f(a, h):

of

_ _9f
on’ -

M(a,h) = L

x(a, ) (13)
where M is the magnetization density and y the scalar
chirality density. Carrying out the integrals yields closed
forms

1 1
M(a,h) = Zsign(h) + by arcsin(}?) ) (14)

T h?

o) =6\ 1 (15)
for |h| < he, and M(a,h) = isign(h), x(a,h) = 0 for

|h| > h. (see Fig. 2). In particular, at zero field, we find

f(a,0) = —75&, and the zero-field order parameters
1 s
+) — — = ——
M(a,0 )—:|:4, x(a,0) 16’ (16)



showing that the ground state is magnetochiral already
at zero field.

It is important to stress that H,o = aQs is fully SU(2)
invariant: it commutes with the total spin SZ; and with
S%. For any finite chain the zero-field ground state is
therefore an SU(2) multiplet with some total spin S > 0,
and all 25 +1 components with S = —S,...,+S are ex-
actly degenerate. The finite magnetization |M(a,0)| =
1/4 extracted from Egs. (14) and (16) should thus be un-
derstood in the standard sense of spontaneous symmetry
breaking: we first take the thermodynamic limit L — oo
and only then send h — 0%, which selects the fully po-
larized S* = £S5 component within the multiplet. Our
zero-field results correspond precisely to this symmetry-
broken state, i.e., to the state adiabatically connected to
the ground state of H,j in the presence of an infinitesi-
mal longitudinal field.

Entanglement, generalized equilibrium, and transport
The ground state of the chiral Hamiltonian H,p (e, h)
defines a nontrivial eigenstate of the XXX hierarchy that
is magnetized and chiral, yet remains critical. Our Bethe-
ansatz solution shows that this state is described by
a single partially filled 1-string Fermi sea with vanish-
ing Yang—Yang entropy density, and the bipartite en-
tanglement entropy of an interval of length ¢ obeys the
Calabrese-Cardy scaling Sy ~ £ log {+const with central
charge ¢ = 1 [35]. This identifies the magnetochiral phase
as a zero-entropy Bethe macrostate governed at long dis-
tances by a single gapless bosonic mode, i.e., a Luttinger
liquid in a current-carrying, magnetized background.

In this context, it is useful to distinguish carefully
between ”thermal behavior” and the generalized equi-
librium realized here. By thermal behavior, we mean
that, in the thermodynamic limit, local observables in
a pure eigenstate [¢)) of some microscopic Hamiltonian
H coincide with those in a canonical Gibbs ensemble of
H. By canonical thermalization, we mean the dynami-
cal statement that, under unitary time evolution gener-
ated by H, local reduced density matrices of a generic
initial state relax to those of such a Gibbs ensemble;
this is the content of the ETH in nonintegrable sys-
tems [4]. In integrable chains, ETH fails in this strong
form: steady states and typical eigenstates are instead
characterized by a continuum of mutually commuting
conserved charges {Q,}, and local observables are de-

scribed by a GGE, pgar o« exp( - > )\nQn), with A,

fixed by the macrostate or by initial conditions [14, 36].
In our case, the magnetochiral state is precisely the zero-
“temperature” GGE selected by nontrivial couplings to
S% and @3: it is the ground state of H,p, but in gen-
eral a finite-energy, nonthermal eigenstate of the stan-
dard Heisenberg Hamiltonian Q2. No choice of (3, h) re-
produces its simultaneous finite magnetization and finite
scalar chirality in a canonical Gibbs ensemble of Q5.

The entanglement result ¢ = 1 therefore does not indi-

cate canonical thermalization; rather, it shows that the
magnetochiral state is a zero-entropy Bethe macrostate
with a single massless mode. Its Bethe root density is a
sharp Fermi sea, n(x) = 0[—¢1(x)], so the Yang—Yang en-
tropy functional vanishes, and the reduced density matrix
of a finite interval is indistinguishable, at long distances,
from that of the ground state of a ¢ = 1 conformal field
theory (CFT). From the XXX point of view this state is
a highly atypical finite-energy eigenstate with subther-
mal (logarithmic) entanglement, the integrable analogue
of a low-entanglement ”scar”, stabilized here by the com-
muting family of charges {@,} rather than by fine-tuned
nonintegrability.[37]

Spontaneous symmetry breaking coexists naturally
with this generalized equilibrium. At A = 0, the Hamil-
tonian Hy,o = a@Qs is SU(2) invariant, but the Bethe
macrostate selected by the h — 0% prescription has finite
magnetization and finite scalar chirality, thus breaking
SU(2), time-reversal (T), and parity (P) while preserv-
ing PT and integrability. The order parameter S* is itself
a conserved charge, so the associated Goldstone modes
are type-B (quadratic magnons), and the no-go theorem
against spontaneous breaking of continuous symmetries
in 1 + 1 dimensions, based on infrared-divergent fluc-
tuations of linearly dispersing bosons, does not apply.
The low-energy sector around the magnetochiral state is
still described by a single free boson (a ¢ = 1 CFT),
but now propagating on a symmetry-broken, current-
carrying background fixed by the conserved charges.

Transport in this phase is most naturally discussed
within generalized hydrodynamics (GHD) [33, 34, 38].
In integrable spin chains, GHD predicts ballistic prop-
agation of quasiparticles, with finite Drude weights for
conserved charges, coexisting with diffusive or superdif-
fusive broadening of generic spin fluctuations at finite
entropy density. For the XXZ/XXX chain at nonzero
temperature, spin transport can be diffusive or even su-
perdiffusive in the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang universality class
despite ballistic quasiparticle motion; this anomalous be-
havior arises from hydrodynamic fluctuations of quasi-
particle charges in a thermal ensemble and is particularly
pronounced at the SU(2) point and half filling [39-41].
Similar anomalous transport and nonergodic dynamics in
specially prepared or engineered many-body states have
recently been analyzed in Refs. [42, 43]. In contrast, the
magnetochiral state is a zero-entropy GGE: quasiparticle
occupancies are step functions, and there are no thermal
fluctuations of the root density. Consequently, we expect
spin and chirality transport in the ground state of H,y
to be purely ballistic in linear response, with finite spin
and chirality Drude weights but no diffusive or superdif-
fusive broadening at T = 0. In particular, both the spin
current associated with S* and the “chirality current” as-
sociated with Q)3 are ballistic modes in the GHD sense,
and the magnetochiral background implies nonvanishing
mixed Drude weights coupling spin and chirality.



The connection to the anomalous transport scenar-
ios of Refs. [39, 40] becomes apparent when one con-
siders either finite generalized temperature or weak in-
tegrability breaking. At finite entropy density, start-
ing from a background macrostate close to our magne-
tochiral one, GHD with noise predicts diffusive correc-
tions to spin and chirality transport analogous to those
discussed for hot quasiparticles in the XXZ chain [39].
Adding weak integrability-breaking perturbations to Hy
should lead, over parametrically long timescales, to a
crossover from ballistic to diffusive hydrodynamics gov-
erned by the same relaxation-time mechanisms in nearly
integrable chains [39, 40]. In this sense, the magne-
tochiral ground state provides a particularly clean zero-
entropy, symmetry-broken background on top of which
the interplay between integrability, generalized thermal-
ization, and anomalous spin and chirality transport can
be explored within the GHD framework.

Ezperimental realization of Hyp(a,h). We now out-
line a realistic route toward realizing the effective mag-
netochiral Hamiltonian H,,(a, h) in a quantum sim-
ulator. A natural starting point is a two-component
Fermi—-Hubbard chain with spin-dependent tunneling and
Peierls phases,

HHub = — Zta (€i¢°C;+1,gcj,a + HC)
7,0
—&-Uan’Tnj,i — hZS;, (17)
J J

realized with fermionic atoms in a one-dimensional op-
tical lattice at half filling. The last term describes a
uniform longitudinal Zeeman field (equivalently, a spin-
dependent chemical potential) coupled to the local spin
density: —h} ., S} = —h iy —myy) = —B(Ny —
N,). The term shifts the on-site energies of 1 and |
fermions by +h/2. In cold-atom implementations, h is
set by the differential Zeeman or AC Stark shift between
the two hyperfine states encoding the spin—%. Com-
plex, spin-resolved tunneling amplitudes t,e?s can be
engineered using Raman-assisted hopping and synthetic
gauge fields, with essentially independent control over ¢,
and ¢, [44, 45]. In the Mott regime U > t,, a Schrief-
fer—Wolff expansion generates an effective Spin—% chain:
at second order one obtains an (anisotropic) Heisenberg
exchange J ~ t4t; /U, while at third order virtual ring-
exchange processes around three-site loops produce a
scalar chirality term K > S;-(S;+1xS;42), with K o
trt) (t4 —t;)sin®/U? set by the spin-dependent Peierls
flux ®. This is the same mechanism responsible for
chiral three-spin interactions discussed in Refs. [46, 47]
and in earlier optical-lattice proposals for effective three-
spin couplings on triangular geometries [48]. Identifying
a ~ K, the low-energy spin Hamiltonian contains pre-
cisely the operator Q)3 appearing in H,y, while the Zee-
man term —h Zj S% directly maps to —hS*. To approx-

imate the pure-chiral Hyx (o, h) on experimentally rele-
vant time scales, the goal is to enhance | K, | relative to
the residual two-spin exchanges. This can be facilitated
by choosing a zigzag or triangular-ladder geometry in
which three-site loops are elementary plaquettes and the
chirality term is maximized, while nearest-neighbour su-
perexchange is partially frustrated. In addition, periodic
driving of the lattice depth or interaction strength can be
used to Floquet-engineer the effective couplings: high-
frequency expansions of driven Hubbard models show
that properly chosen drives can strongly renormalize two-
spin exchange while leaving higher-order processes com-
paratively less affected [49]. In practice one targets a
hierarchy |K,| > |J| — 0 over the accessible evolution
times, so that the dynamics is governed by H, within a
broad prethermal window. The parameter h is simply the
controllable splitting between the two hyperfine states
defining the spin, generated by magnetic fields or mi-
crowave/optical dressing, and can be tuned essentially in-
dependently of a. The resulting magnetochiral state can
be prepared either by a quasi-adiabatic ramp of the syn-
thetic flux and drive parameters, starting from a simple
Mott product state, or by a quench into the chiral regime
followed by prethermal relaxation. Its properties are di-
rectly accessible with present quantum-gas-microscope
technology [50]. Single-site, spin-resolved imaging of
fermions has been demonstrated in one-dimensional and
frustrated geometries, including triangular optical lat-
tices [51], enabling direct measurement of local mag-
netization profiles, spin—spin correlators, and, via mea-
surements in several spin bases, the three-spin correla-
tors entering the scalar chirality. This allows experimen-
tal reconstruction of the order parameters M («, h) and
x(a, k), as well as the real-space current patterns associ-
ated with Q3. Complementary realizations are available
in programmable Rydberg-atom and trapped-ion plat-
forms, where multispin interactions are synthesized di-
rectly at the level of effective spin models. Proposals for
engineering chiral and Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya-type inter-
actions with Rydberg arrays [52, 53] provide an alterna-
tive route to Hamiltonians closely related to H,p, with
independent tunability of o and h and native access to
out-of-equilibrium magnetochiral dynamics.
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