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Quantum many-body scars are non-thermal excited eigenstates of non-integrable Hamiltonians, which could
support coherent revival dynamics from special initial states when scars form an equally spaced tower in the
energy spectrum. For open quantum systems, engineering many-body scarred dynamics by a controlled cou-
pling to the environment remains largely unexplored. In this paper, we provide a general framework to exactly
embed quantum many-body scars into the decoherence-free subspaces of Lindblad master equations. The dissi-
pative scarred dynamics manifest persistent periodic oscillations for generic initial states, and can be practically
utilized to prepare scar states with potential quantum metrology applications. We construct the Liouvillian dis-
sipators with the local projectors that annihilate the whole scar towers, and utilize the Hamiltonian part to rotate
the undesired states out of the null space of dissipators. We demonstrate our protocol through several typical
models hosting many-body scar towers, and propose an experimental scheme to observe the dissipative scarred
dynamics based on digital quantum simulations and resetting ancilla qubits.

Isolated quantum many-body systems typically thermalize
under Hamiltonian evolution, during which any local infor-
mation preserved in the initial states scrambles into the en-
tire system. These features of quantum thermalization have
been illustrated by the eigenstate thermalization hypothesis
(ETH) in the past decades [1, 2]. In recent years, stud-
ies of weak ergodicity breaking, namely, a small fraction of
ETH-violating eigenstates immersed in a sea of thermal ones,
dubbed quantum many-body scars, have attracted consider-
able attention [3–5]. One of the hallmarks of quantum many-
body scars, originally discovered in experiments with Ryd-
berg atoms [6, 7], is their ability to support long-lived coher-
ent oscillations from initial states that have large overlap with
a tower of equally spaced scars in the energy spectrum [8–16].
Despite the fact that such anomalous eigenstates, typically
with sub-volume-law entanglement entropy, have been found
and carefully analyzed in various Hamiltonians [17–33], the
extensions of many-body scars and related coherent revivals
into the regime of open quantum systems remain largely un-
explored. Here, we add this crucial yet missing block by intro-
ducing a general framework to exactly embed quantum many-
body scars into the decoherence-free subspaces of Lindblad
master equations. See Fig. 1 for a pictorial illustration.

The dynamics of open quantum systems coupled to a
Markovian environment are described by the following Lind-
blad master equation [34]

dρ

dt
= −i[H, ρ] + γ

∑
j

(2LjρL
†
j − {L†

jLj , ρ}) ≡ L(ρ), (1)

where ρ is the density matrix, H is the Hamiltonian part gov-
erning the unitary dynamics, {Lj} are jump operators describ-
ing the dissipative quantum channels with strength γ, and L
is the Liouvillian superoperator. In particular, if the evolu-
tion dynamics governed by L are purely unitary within a sub-
space W and do not suffer from dissipation, W is said to be
a decoherence-free subspace of this Lindblad master equation

FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the protocol for embedding
quantum many-body scars into decoherence-free subspaces of Lind-
blad master equations. (a) The equally spaced many-body scar
tower {|Sn⟩} (red lines) is embedded onto the imaginary axis of
the Liouvillian spectrum as non-decaying eigenmodes in the form of
{|Sn⟩ ⟨Sm|} (red crosses). (b) The dissipators drive the system into
their common null space (sometimes equals the scar subspace) and
the Hamiltonian part of the Liouvillian rotates the undesired states
out of the null space to make them decay away.

[35, 36]. One special case is that all the basis elements {|Sn⟩}
of the subspace W are annihilated by all the dissipators, and
W is closed under the action of the Hamiltonian part, i.e.,
Lj |Sn⟩ = 0,∀j, n ({|Sn⟩} are therefore “dark states” of the
jump operators), and HW ⊆ W . The decoherence-free sub-
spaces were originally proposed to reduce noises in quantum
computation and realize the “passive” quantum error correc-
tion codes [35, 37, 38]. Later works apply similar techniques
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TABLE I. Summary of the local Hamiltonians and jump operators
of the constructed Liouvillians for four typical models. The generic
local operators {Vj} are specified in following discussions.

Model Hj Lj

Toy model in [13] PjhjPj +Ωσx
j /2 Vj,j+1(1− σ⃗j · σ⃗j+1)

Spin-1XY [12] (Sx
j S

x
j+1 + Sy

j S
y
j+1) Vj,j+1(S

x
j S

x
j+1 + Sy

j S
y
j+1)+hSz

j +D(Sz
j )

2

AKLT [10] TS=2
j,j+1

Vj,j+1T
S=2,m=−2,−1,0
j,j+1 ,

V ′
j−1,j,j+1T

′
j−1,j,j+1

Domain-wall (σx
j − σz

j−1σ
x
j σ

z
j+1) Vj,j+1(|↑↑⟩ ⟨↑↑|)j,j+1preserving [14] +∆σz

j + Jσz
jσ

z
j+1

to realize the dissipative quantum state preparation [39–44].
In this paper, by designing the dissipators and the Hamilto-

nian part, we introduce a general protocol to construct local
Liouvillians that host scar-state-only decoherence-free sub-
spaces. One important consequence reflecting on the Liou-
villian spectrum is that all the non-decaying eigenmodes are
equally spaced on the imaginary axis, as depicted in Fig. 1(a).
Hence, unlike their closed-system counterparts, which are
highly sensitive to the initial states and vulnerable to instanta-
neous perturbations, the open-system scarred dynamics man-
ifest persistent periodic oscillations for generic initial states
(even mixed states) and exhibit intrinsic tolerance to such dis-
turbances. We demonstrate our protocol through four typical
models hosting many-body scars, with the constructed Liou-
villians summarized in Table. I. We show that our dissipative
protocol can be further utilized to prepare each scar state that
possesses extensive multipartite entanglement with potential
applications in quantum enhanced metrology. In addition, we
propose an experimental scheme to observe such dissipative
scarred dynamics on current quantum simulators through dig-
ital quantum simulations and resetting ancilla qubits.

Non-Hermitian Shiraishi-Mori embedding.– We motivate
our protocol from the non-Hermitian generalization of the
Shiraishi-Mori embedding method [17], then extend to the Li-
ouvillian formalism. In Ref. [17] Shiraishi and Mori proposed
an approach to embed non-thermal eigenstates into the spec-
trum of non-integrable Hamiltonians. The general Shiraishi-
Mori Hamiltonians have the form of H =

∑
j PjhjPj +H ′,

where {Pj} is a set of local projectors (P 2
j = Pj), [H ′, Pj ] =

0,∀j, and {hj} are arbitrary local Hamiltonians. We hereafter
refer j = 1, 2, · · · , L to the label of sites in a one-dimensional
spin chain with periodic boundary condition. We denote the
common null space annihilated by these local projectors {Pj}
by W ′. Since PjH |Ψ⟩ = PjH

′ |Ψ⟩ = H ′Pj |Ψ⟩ = 0 for
∀ |Ψ⟩ ∈ W ′, W ′ is closed under the action of H (HW ′ ⊆
W ′), and therefore hosts dim(W ′) eigenstates ofH . For prop-
erly chosen {Pj} and H ′, these eigenstates could become
many-body scars embedded into the middle of the spectrum

of H . Note that in the present case, the scar subspace W [the
red circle in Fig. 1(b)] coincides with the common null space
W ′ of the local projectors [the blue circle in Fig. 1(b)].

Now we consider adding some non-Hermitian terms into
the Shiraishi-Mori Hamiltonian

HNH = H−i
∑
j

PjDjPj =
∑
j

Pj(hj−iDj)Pj+H
′, (2)

where the local Hermitian operators {Dj} are positive def-
inite, such that the imaginary parts of the spectrum of HNH
are upper bounded by zero. Since the non-Hermitian terms
still annihilate the embedded scars, their eigenenergies are
kept to be purely real. Other thermal eigenstates now ac-
quire negative imaginary parts for their eigenenergies, there-
fore will decay away once we start the dissipative evolution
driven by HNH. Through this simple modification, we build
up a relationship between thermalization in the closed systems
and decoherence in the open systems for quantum many-body
scarred models. We notice that the addition of non-Hermitian
terms into many-body scarred Hamiltonians has been carried
out in previous works [45–47] in different frameworks.

However, we emphasize that the description of open quan-
tum dynamics in terms of non-Hermitian Hamiltonians is ac-
curate only for short-time dynamics without quantum jumps,
or under post-selection. We thus turn to the Lindblad mas-
ter equation Eq. (1) to describe the full-fledged open quan-
tum scarred dynamics. We take the Hamiltonian part of
the Liouvillian as the same H , and choose the jump op-
erators as Lj = VjPj , where {Vj} are generic local op-
erators. Now the Liouvillian could be written as L(ρ) =

−iHeffρ + iρH†
eff + 2γ

∑
j LjρL

†
j with the effective Hamil-

tonian Heff = H − iγ
∑

j L
†
jLj having the same form as

the non-Hermitian Shiraishi-Mori embedding Eq. (2). Given
that Lj |Sn⟩ = 0,∀j, n, Heff|Sn⟩ = En|Sn⟩, one can verify
that all the dim(W ) scarred eigenstates {|Sn⟩} are embed-
ded into the decoherence-free subspace of the Liouvillian in
the form of {|Sn⟩ ⟨Sm|} [totally dim(W )2 basis elements]:
L(|Sn⟩⟨Sm|) = −i(En − Em)|Sn⟩⟨Sm|. We particularly
stress that the non-constant operators Vj in the dissipators
Lj = VjPj are indispensable. Otherwise, all common eigen-
states of {Pj} (not necessarily with zero eigenvalues) and H ′

would enter the decoherence-free subspace, which may in-
clude undesired states [40–42].

When the Hamiltonian H (not necessarily following the
Shiraishi-Mori formalism) exhibits certain restricted spectrum
generating algebra in the scarred subspace W [4, 5, 13, 48],
i.e., ([H,Q†] − ωQ†)W = 0 for some ladder operator Q†

generating the tower of scar states |Sn⟩ = (Q†)n|S0⟩, energy
levels of scars are evenly spaced by ω in the spectrum of H .
In our dissipative protocol, inherited from the Hamiltonian, all
the non-decaying eigenmodes located on the imaginary axis
are uniformly spaced by the same ω. We emphasize that the
aforementioned condition imposes less stringent constraints
on the Liouvillians than the dynamical symmetry studied in
previous literature [49–53], where the entanglement structure
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FIG. 2. Numerical results for the Liouvillian spectrum and dissipative scarred dynamics. (a) Liouvillian spectrum of the toy model hosting
Dicke states as scars. Scarred eigenmodes are equidistantly embedded on the imaginary axis (the red dotted line) in the form of {|Sn⟩ ⟨Sm|}.
L = 6,Ω = 2π, γ = 1, Vj,j+1 = σx

j . (b) Total spin-z dynamics for the toy model, starting from three different initial states. θj ∈ [0, π]
are some random rotation angles. ρR is a random physical density matrix. (c) Spectrum of the non-Hermitian AKLT Hamiltonian with or
without the three-local projectors. L = 8, γ = 2. Liouvillian dynamics of the quantum jump rate (d) and the scar subspace overlap (e) for the
domain-wall preserving model, starting from two initial states. L = 8,∆ = 0.5, J = 1, γ = 1, Vj,j+1 = σx

j σ
x
j+1.

of states in the decoherence-free subspace is not the primary
focus either (see [54]).

Within the framework of Shiraishi-Mori embedding, we
demonstrate two examples as follows. The first toy model
[13] is a one-dimensional spin-1/2 chain with Htoy = H ′ +∑

j PjhjPj , where H ′ = Ω(
∑

j σ
x
j )/2, Pj = (1 − σ⃗j ·

σ⃗j+1)/4 and hj =
∑

µ,ν Jµνσ
µ
j−1σ

ν
j+2 is a generic two-

spin operator. σµ
j (µ = x, y, z) are standard Pauli matrices.

Since {Pj} project two adjacent spins onto the singlet states,
Htoy hosts the x-direction Dicke states |S = L/2, Sx = m⟩ as
scarred eigenstates with energy spacing ω = Ω, where S is the
total spin and Sx =

∑
j σ

x
j /2 is the total spin-x polarization,

m = −L/2,−L/2 + 1, · · · , L/2. As for the corresponding
Liouvillian, we use the same Hamiltonian Htoy, together with
Lj = σx

j Pj . By exact diagonalization (ED), we obtain the
desired Liouvillian spectrum [Fig. 2(a)] and persistent coher-
ent oscillations from generic initial states [Fig. 2(b)]. More-
over, when the Liouvillian superoperator respects the strong
symmetry Sx [55], i.e., [Htoy, Sx] = [Lj , Sx] = 0,∀j, [the
generic forms of local Hamiltonians and dissipators take hj =
J1(σ

y
j−1σ

y
j+2 + σz

j−1σ
z
j+2) + J2(σ

y
j−1σ

z
j+2 − σz

j−1σ
y
j+2) +

J3σ
x
j−1σ

x
j+2, and Lj = σx

j Pj], the value of Sx is preserved
during the open scarred dynamics. In these scenarios, we
can effectively prepare any desired x-direction Dicke state
by starting the Liouvillian evolution from an x-direction spin
product state in the same symmetry sector [48].

The second example is the spin-1 XY model [12] HXY =∑
j [S

x
j S

x
j+1+S

y
j S

y
j+1+hS

z
j +D(Sz

j )
2], where there are three

degrees of freedom on each site (|−1⟩ , |0⟩ , |1⟩) and Sµ
j (µ =

x, y, z) are spin-1 operators. The L+1 scarred eigenstates are
generated from the ferromagnetic state |S0⟩ = |−1, · · · ,−1⟩
by the ladder operator Q† =

∑
j(−1)j(S+

j )2 with the en-
ergy spacing ω = 2h. HXY has been shown to be consis-
tent with the Shiraishi-Mori embedding formalism [12, 56].
The scar-tower states are annihilated by a set of six orthog-
onal two-local projectors, which commute with the

∑
j S

z
j

and
∑

j(S
z
j )

2 terms (see [56] and [48]). Fortunately, the null

space of these local projectors coincides with that of the XY
interaction term Sx

j S
x
j+1 + Sy

j S
y
j+1, so we design the jump

operators in a simple form as Lj = Sx
j (S

x
j S

x
j+1 + Sy

j S
y
j+1).

We remark that the success of our dissipative protocol
hinges on finding local projectors annihilating the whole scar
towers, which could be achieved by compressing the scar
tower into a single matrix product state (MPS) |S(β)⟩ =
exp(βQ†) |S0⟩ =

∑
n β

n |Sn⟩ /n! and applying standard lin-
ear algebra techniques to construct local projectors annihilat-
ing the local tensors of |S(β)⟩ for any β [15, 16, 48, 56].

Models beyond Shiraishi-Mori embedding.– Our strategy
of creating scar-state-only decoherence-free subspace can fur-
ther apply to many-body scarred models beyond the Shiraishi-
Mori embedding formalism. One typical example is the spin-
1 Affleck-Kennedy-Lieb-Tasaki (AKLT) model HAKLT =∑

j T
S=2
j,j+1, where TS=2

j,j+1 projects two adjacent spin-1’s onto
a total spin-2 [57]. A tower of scarred eigenstates with en-
ergy spacing ω = 2 is generated from the ground state |S0⟩ =
|G⟩ by the ladder operator Q† =

∑
j(−1)j(S+

j )2 [10, 11].
Two-local projectors annihilating the scar tower are known as
Pj = TS=2,m=−2

j,j+1 + TS=2,m=−1
j,j+1 + TS=2,m=0

j,j+1 [56], where
TS=2,m
j,j+1 projects two spin-1’s onto a total spin-2 with spin-z

polarization equal to m. The AKLT Hamiltonian can then
be decomposed as HAKLT = H ′ +

∑
j Pj , where H ′ =∑

j T
S=2,m=1,2
j,j+1 . However, since [H ′, Pj ] ̸= 0, HAKLT goes

beyond the Shiraishi-Mori framework in the sense that the
null space W ′ is larger than the desired scar subspace W
[10, 56]. We demonstrate the resulting effect by calculat-
ing the spectrum of the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian HNH =
HAKLT − iγ

∑
j Pj [58]. Eigenstates of HNH with purely real

eigenvalues are annihilated by {Pj} and are eigenstates of
the Hermitian part HAKLT, such that they will be embedded
in the decoherence-free subspace of the constructed Liouvil-
lian. Apart from the scar states with integer eigenvalues, we
observe several undesired irrational eigenvalues on the real
axis (orange crosses in Fig. 2(c), see [48] for detailed discus-
sions), which will contaminate the decoherence-free subspace
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and ruin the periodic oscillations.
To solve the problem, we introduce the three-local projec-

tor T ′
j−1,j,j+1 = (|T ′⟩ ⟨T ′|)j−1,j,j+1, obtained by the com-

pressed MPS technique,

|T ′⟩ = 1√
2
(|0, 1, 1⟩+ |1, 1, 0⟩) (3)

to enter the Liouvillian as dissipators. The three-local projec-
tors also annihilate the whole scar tower and they can effec-
tively kill unwanted states in the decoherence-free subspace.
As shown by the blue dots in Fig. 2(c), after adding the three-
local projectors, irrational eigenvalues disappear from the real
axis, and therefore harmonic scarred oscillations are restored
(There still exist a few remaining eigenstates with eigenval-
ues L − 1 or L − 2. See [48] for detailed discussions.) We
remark that the common null spaceW ′ of two-local and three-
local projectors is still larger than the scar subspaceW , but the
Hamiltonian part HAKLT of the Liouvillian drives unwanted
states out of W ′ to make them decay away [Fig. 1(b)].

To better illustrate the interplay between the dissipators and
the Hamiltonian part, we consider the domain-wall preserving
model [14] HDW = H0 +H∆ +HJ , where H0 =

∑
j(σ

x
j −

σz
j−1σ

x
j σ

z
j+1), H∆ = ∆

∑
j σ

z
j , and HJ = J

∑
j σ

z
jσ

z
j+1.

The ladder operator Q† =
∑

j(−1)jP 0
j−1σ

+
j P

0
j+1 [P 0

j =
(1− σz

j )/2] generates the scar tower from the reference state
|S0⟩ = |↓↓ · · · ↓⟩ with energy spacing ω = 2∆ − 4J .
The scar-tower states are subject to the emergent Rydberg-
blockade constraints that are absent inHDW: Two neighboring
spins can not both be in the up states. For the constructed Li-
ouvillian, we therefore take Pj = (|↑↑⟩ ⟨↑↑|)j,j+1, Vj,j+1 =
σx
j σ

x
j+1, such that Lj = Vj,j+1Pj = σ−

j σ
−
j+1 (In [48] we

show that {Pj} are the only two-local projectors annihilating
the scar tower). We emphasize that [H0, Pj ] ̸= 0, and the
null space W ′ of {Pj} is exponentially large with respect to
L [8, 9], while the dimension of the scar subspace W is only
L/2 + 2 [48]. The Hamiltonian part of the Liouvillian, HDW,
thus plays an indispensable role in creating a scar-state-only
decoherence-free subspace, which we demonstrate through
the following Liouvillian dynamics. We use the quantum
jump rate Tr[

∑
j Pjρ(t)]/L to characterize whether a state has

reached the null space (zero value implies the state is within
W ′). As shown in Fig. 2(d), for an initial state in W ′ but out
of W (blue solid line), the quantum jump rate increases up
from zero, then decays back to zero, indicating that the state
is driven out of W ′ by the Hamiltonian part and converges to
the scar subspace due to dissipation of other eigenmodes. As
a comparison, an initial state out of the null space is driven
into the scar subspace directly (red dashed line). Meanwhile,
we compute the dynamics of the scar subspace overlap for
these two initial states, which approaches one monotonically
[Fig. 2(e)]. More numerical results are displayed in [48].

Experimental realization.– The dissipative scarred dynam-
ics can be readily implemented [59, 60] using currently avail-
able quantum simulation technologies, as we demonstrate
with the domain-wall preserving model below. Consider a

0 1 2 3

0
0.04

-0.2
0

0.2

trajectories
ensemble average
Liouvillian

FIG. 3. (a) An illustration of the experimental scheme to imple-
ment the dissipative scarred dynamics. (b) Observable dynamics
simulated by the quantum trajectory method with the initial state
exp(iΣjθjσ

x
j )

(∏L−1
j=2 [1 + (−1)jP 0

j−1σ
+
j P

0
j+1]| ↓ · · · ↓⟩

)
[14],

θj ∈ [0, 0.2π] (top panel) and | ↑↑↑↑↓↓↓↓⟩ (bottom panel, trajec-
tories omitted due to the plot range). For both panels we take 1000
trajectories. δt = 0.1, Lj=1,L = σ−

j , other Lj ̸=1,L = σ−
j σ

−
j+1,

L = 8,∆ = 0.5, J = 1, γ = 1.

one-dimensional qubit chain coupled to another array of an-
cilla qubits [Fig. 3(a)]. We digitally simulate the Liouvil-
lian evolution through three steps, similar to the formalism
of quantum collision models [53, 61–63] : Suppose at time t
the entire system has a quantum state in the decoupled form:
|ψ(t)⟩ ⊗ |↓ · · · ↓⟩, with all the ancilla qubits set to |↓⟩. (1) We
apply the unitary operator exp(−iHDWδt) (could be Trotter-
ized to local gates) on |ψ(t)⟩, which plays the role of Hermi-
tian Hamiltonian evolution; (2) We then apply the local uni-
tary gates

∏
j exp(−iH

j
coup

√
δt) with

Hj
coup =

√
2γ(Ljτ

+
j + L†

jτ
−
j ), (4)

which couple the system and ancilla (τ±j ) qubits to create
probabilistic quantum jumps induced by {Lj}; (3) Finally
we reset all the ancilla qubits back to |↓⟩ via measurements
or optical pumping [64–71]. We rigorously prove that the
above protocol faithfully reproduces the many-body Liou-
villian dynamics up to error of order O(δt2) [48]. More-
over, we numerically simulate the three-step dynamical pro-
cess by the quantum trajectory method [72]. As shown in
Fig. 3(b), with a moderate δt, the observable dynamics of
Q† + Q =

∑
j(−1)jP 0

j−1σ
x
j P

0
j+1 (requiring only two mea-

surement settings) computed by the ensemble average of tra-
jectories agree well with the exact Liouvillian evolution. We
particularly choose two initial states that are easy to prepare
on experimental platforms – The first one mimics an imper-
fectly prepared bond-dimension-two MPS, and the second one
is a product state.

Conclusions.– In summary, our protocol utilizes the syn-
ergy between the dissipators and the Hamiltonian part of the
Liouvillian to create a scar-state-only decoherence-free sub-
space. We systematically obtain local projectors annihilat-
ing the whole scar towers by the compressed MPS technique.
Meanwhile, maximizing the power of the Hamiltonian part
is crucial to keep the designed dissipators as local as possi-
ble. On the one hand, our framework introduces many-body
scarred dynamics into the open quantum system regime. An
intriguing advantage compared to the closed-system coun-
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terpart is that, the dissipative scarred dynamics is indepen-
dent of the initial states and naturally tolerate instantaneous
perturbations. The constructed decoherence-free subspaces
can be utilized to prepare scar states with extensive multi-
partite entanglement [73–75] by engineered short-range dissi-
pation, which makes them promising candidates for quantum
enhanced metrology [76]. On the other hand, our work intro-
duces as well new principles and techniques to construct lo-
cal Liouvillians hosting decoherence-free subspaces with spe-
cial entanglement structures and equally spaced non-decaying
eigenmodes. These scar-state-only decoherence-free sub-
spaces support non-stationary coherent many-body dynamics
under dissipation, which have profound connections with cer-
tain dissipative kinetically constrained models [77, 78] and
open up an avenue towards the realization of dissipative time
crystals [49, 50, 79–81]. In the current work the non-decaying
scarred eigenmodes of Liouvillians are inherited from the
original Hamiltonians. It is also interesting to consider the
intrinsic scarred eigenmodes in open quantum systems, which
could possibly be distinguished by relatively small operator
entanglement [82–86].

We acknowledge helpful discussions with Berislav Buča,
Alexey Gorshkov, Fernando Iemini, Francisco Machado, Lei
Ying and Yukai Wu, communications with Juan P. Garrahan,
and previous collaborations with Thomas Iadecola and Shen-
glong Xu. This work was supported by the National Nat-
ural Science Foundation of China (Grants No. 12125405,
No. 12075128 and T2225008), Shanghai Qi Zhi Institute,
the Innovation Program for Quantum Science and Technol-
ogy (No. 2021ZD0302203, No. 2021ZD0301601, and No.
2021ZD0302502), National Key R&D Program of China (No.
2023YFA1406702), the Tsinghua University Initiative Scien-
tific Research Program, Tsinghua University Dushi Program,
and the Ministry of Education of China.

∗ These authors contributed equally to this work.
† wangzhongemail@tsinghua.edu.cn
‡ dldeng@tsinghua.edu.cn

[1] J. M. Deutsch, “Quantum statistical mechanics in a closed sys-
tem,” Phys. Rev. A 43, 2046 (1991).

[2] M. Srednicki, “Chaos and quantum thermalization,” Phys. Rev.
E 50, 888 (1994).

[3] M. Serbyn, D. A. Abanin, and Z. Papić, “Quantum many-
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Z. Papić, “Weak ergodicity breaking from quantum many-body
scars,” Nat. Phys. 14, 745 (2018).

[9] C. J. Turner, A. A. Michailidis, D. A. Abanin, M. Serbyn,
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“Observation of many-body scarring in a bose-hubbard quan-
tum simulator,” Phys. Rev. Research 5, 023010 (2023).

[34] H.-P. Breuer and F. Petruccione, The theory of open quantum
systems (Oxford University Press on Demand, 2002).

[35] D. A. Lidar, I. L. Chuang, and K. B. Whaley, “Decoherence-
free subspaces for quantum computation,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 81,
2594 (1998).

[36] D. Bacon, D. A. Lidar, and K. B. Whaley, “Robustness of
decoherence-free subspaces for quantum computation,” Phys.
Rev. A 60, 1944 (1999).

[37] L.-M. Duan and G.-C. Guo, “Preserving coherence in quantum
computation by pairing quantum bits,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 79, 1953
(1997).

[38] P. Zanardi and M. Rasetti, “Noiseless quantum codes,” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 79, 3306 (1997).

[39] M. B. Plenio, S. F. Huelga, A. Beige, and P. L. Knight, “Cavity-
loss-induced generation of entangled atoms,” Phys. Rev. A 59,
2468 (1999).

[40] S. Diehl, A. Micheli, A. Kantian, B. Kraus, H. Büchler, and
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Büchler, “A rydberg quantum simulator,” Nat. Phys. 6, 382
(2010).

[72] A. J. Daley, “Quantum trajectories and open many-body quan-
tum systems,” Adv. Phys. 63, 77 (2014).

[73] S. Dooley, “Robust quantum sensing in strongly interacting sys-
tems with many-body scars,” PRX Quantum 2, 020330 (2021).

[74] J.-Y. Desaules, F. Pietracaprina, Z. Papić, J. Goold, and S. Pap-
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Supplementary Materials for: Embedding Quantum Many-Body Scars into Decoherence-Free
Subspaces

I. OBTAINING LOCAL PROJECTORS VIA THE COMPRESSED MATRIX PRODUCT STATE

In this section, we present the compressed matrix product state (MPS) technique for finding local projectors annihilating the
whole scar subspace. For typical models hosting many-body scar towers, there exists one reference state |S0⟩ in the scar sub-
space, which admits a simple entanglement structure. Other scarred eigenstates are generated by acting certain ladder operator
Q† on |S0⟩ repeatedly (up to some normalization constants):

|Sn⟩ = (Q†)n |S0⟩ . (S1)

In order to make the non-decaying eigenmodes of the constructed Liouvillians equally spaced on the imaginary axis (which
lead to the persistent periodic oscillations), we require that the original scarred Hamiltonians exhibit the restricted spectrum
generating algebra in the scar subspace W , i.e., ([H,Q†]− ωQ†)W = 0.

Before proceeding on, we clarify the connections between the spectrum generating algebra generated byQ†, and the Shiraishi-
Mori embedding formalism. In general, for quantum many-body scarred Hamiltonians, there is no direct relation between these
two concepts. On the one hand, for a scarred Hamiltonian following the Shiraishi-Mori formalism, the embedded scar subspace
is not required to host the spectrum generating algebra (e.g., the two original examples in the Shiraishi-Mori paper, Ref. [17]).
In these cases, the energy spacings between scar states are not guaranteed to be equal. On the other hand, scarred Hamiltonians
hosting the spectrum generating algebra can go beyond the formalism of Shiraishi-Mori embedding (e.g., the last two of our
examples, the spin-1 AKLT model [10] and the domain-wall preserving model [14]). However, in certain scarred models (e.g.,
the first two of our examples, the toy model [13] and the spin-1 XY model [12]), the scarred Hamiltonians can simultaneously
follow the Shiraishi-Mori embedding formalism and host the spectrum generating algebra.

Now we introduce the compressed MPS technique to obtain local projectors annihilating the whole scar tower (especially
useful for scarred models beyond the Shiraishi-Mori formalism). The method is to compress the scar tower into the following
single state with a parameter β [15, 16, 56]:

|S(β)⟩ = exp(βQ†) |S0⟩ =
∑
n=0

βn

n!
|Sn⟩ . (S2)

Typically, the reference state |S0⟩ can be represented as the MPS form:

|S0⟩ =
∑

µ1,µ2,··· ,µL

Tr
[
A

(µ1)
1 A

(µ2)
2 · · ·A(µL)

L

]
|µ1, µ2, · · · , µL⟩ , (S3)

where {µj} label the local bases on site j. The dimension χ of matrices {A(µj)
j } (bond dimension) is usually of order O(1) for

|S0⟩. If exp(βQ†) further admits a matrix product operator (MPO) expression with bond dimension χO, the bond dimension of
the compressed state |S(β)⟩ will be no larger than χ × χO. Finding local projectors annihilating |S(β)⟩ for any β is necessary
and sufficient for obtaining local projectors to annihilate the whole scar tower. The O(1) bond dimension of |S(β)⟩ allows us to
apply the standard linear algebra techniques (see the next subsection) to construct local projectors annihilating the local tensors
of |S(β)⟩ for any β (could be two-local, three-local, ...). In contrast, the bond dimensions of the MPS representations for the
scar-tower states {|Sn⟩} increase linearly with the label n, such that {|Sn⟩} near the middle of the spectrum typically possess
logarithmic entanglement entropy. It would be very challenging to directly find the common local projectors annihilating all the
{|Sn⟩} through the standard approach. This demonstrates the necessity of applying the compressed MPS technique as a general
and systematic method to construct the local projectors in the dissipators.

A. Finding projectors for local MPSs

Before proceeding to specific models, we give a brief review on how to construct local projectors for a given MPS [87]. The
following method is sufficient in the sense that the k-local projectors annihilate the k-local MPS, thus annihilating the whole
MPS. We denote the k-local MPS as

|M(l, r)⟩ =
∑

µ1,··· ,µk

(A
(µ1)
1 · · ·A(µk)

k )l,r |µ1, · · · , µk⟩ , (S4)
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where l, r are the left and right uncontracted indices (dangling bonds) of the local MPS. Therefore, there exist χ2 such states
within the dk-dimensional Hilbert space (d is the physical dimension of {µj}). The k-local projectors are expected to annihilate
all the {|M(l, r)⟩}χl,r=1, so we need to find a set of orthonormal bases {|vp⟩} for the linear subspace spanned by {|M(l, r)⟩}χl,r=1.
The local projector annihilating all the {|M(l, r)⟩}χl,r=1 can be constructed as P = 1 −

∑
p |vp⟩ ⟨vp|. Specifically, one can

first figure out the maximal linearly independent set of {|M(l, r)⟩}χl,r=1, and then compute their Gram matrix to decide the
orthonormal bases {|vp⟩} [88]. In this paper we would like to keep the designed dissipators as local as possible, thus only
considering the case of k = 2 or 3, which could readily be implemented with existing quantum simulation technologies.

B. Toy model hosting Dicke states as scars

The first model we consider is a one dimensional spin-1/2 chain that hosts all the x-direction Dicke states as quantum many-
body scars, namely the L+1 components of the largest spin representation of S = L/2, {|S = L/2, Sx = m⟩}, Sx =

∑
j σ

x
j /2,

m = −L/2,−L/2 + 1 · · · , L/2 [13]

Htoy =
Ω

2

∑
j

σx
j +

∑
j

PjhjPj . (S5)

Pj = (1− σ⃗j · σ⃗j+1)/4 and hj =
∑

µν Jµνσ
µ
j−1σ

ν
j+2 is a generic two-spin operator. Since all the Dicke states locally are spin

triplets, the two-local projectors annihilating them exactly corresponds to {Pj}, which project onto neighboring pairs of singlets.
We will alternatively show how to obtain these projectors through the compressed MPS technique.

Within the scar subspace we choose the x-direction ferromagnetic state with all spins pointing to |−⟩ = (|↑⟩+ |↓⟩)/
√
2 as the

reference state

|S0⟩ = |−, · · · ,−⟩. (S6)

The ladder operator corresponds to the summation of all the raising operators in the x-direction

Q† =
∑
j

(σy
j + iσz

j )/2. (S7)

The ladder operator increases the x-direction magnetization by one, so (Q†)L+1 = 0. The compressed MPS turns out to be

|S(β)⟩ = exp(βQ†) |S0⟩ =
⊗
j

(|−⟩j + β |+⟩j), (S8)

with bond dimension χ = 1. All the two-local components in |S(β)⟩ have the forms of |−−⟩ , |++⟩ and |+−⟩+ |−+⟩, which
are indeed spin-1 triplet states of two spin-1/2. Therefore, the two-local projectors annihilating the whole scar tower should be
taken as the projectors onto the spin-0 singlet state as expected

Pj =
1

4
(1− σ⃗j · σ⃗j+1). (S9)

C. Spin-1XY model

The second example we present is the spin-1 XY model [12]

HXY =
∑
j

[Sx
j S

x
j+1 + Sy

j S
y
j+1 + hSz

j +D(Sz
j )

2]. (S10)

The reference state and compressed MPS of this model also manifest as product states:

|S0⟩ = |−1,−1, · · · ,−1⟩ , Q† =
∑
j

(−1)j(S+
j )2,

|S(β)⟩ =
L/2⊗
j=1

(|−1⟩2j−1 − β |1⟩2j−1)(|−1⟩2j + β |1⟩2j). (S11)
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Here |S(β)⟩ is two-site translational invariant. The two-local Hilbert space of the spin-1 model is spanned by nine orthogonal
bases. We adopt the same notation |TS,m⟩j,j+1 [TS,m

j,j+1 = (|TS,m⟩ ⟨TS,m|)j,j+1] as in the main text to label them as the
representation of SU(2) symmetry group, where S = 0, 1, 2 is the total spin, and m = −S,−S + 1, · · · , S is the total spin-z
polarization. We expand the nine two-local bases on the computational bases as follows [56]:

|TS=2,m=−2⟩ = |−1,−1⟩ , |TS=2,m=−1⟩ = 1√
2
(|0,−1⟩+ |−1, 0⟩),

|TS=2,m=0⟩ = 1√
6
(|1,−1⟩+ 2 |0, 0⟩+ |−1, 1⟩), |TS=2,m=1⟩ = 1√

2
(|0, 1⟩+ |1, 0⟩),

|TS=2,m=2⟩ = |1, 1⟩ , |TS=1,m=−1⟩ = 1√
2
(|0,−1⟩ − |−1, 0⟩),

|TS=1,m=0⟩ = 1√
2
(|1,−1⟩ − |−1, 1⟩), |TS=1,m=1⟩ = 1√

2
(|1, 0⟩ − |0, 1⟩),

|TS=0,m=0⟩ = 1√
3
(|1,−1⟩ − |0, 0⟩+ |−1, 1⟩). (S12)

The two-local components in |S(β)⟩ include three of them: |TS=2,m=−2⟩j,j+1 , |TS=2,m=2⟩j,j+1 and |TS=1,m=0⟩j,j+1,
such that the two-local projectors annihilating the whole scar tower correspond to the summation of projectors onto the other
six bases. Interestingly, the null space of the two-local XY interaction terms {Sx

j S
x
j+1 + Sy

j S
y
j+1} coincides with the subspace

spanned by the six two-local bases [12, 56], so in the main text we design the jump operators in the simple form as Lj =
Sx
j (S

x
j S

x
j+1 + Sy

j S
y
j+1).

D. AKLT model

The Hamiltonian of the spin-1 AKLT model reads

HAKLT =
∑
j

TS=2
j,j+1 =

∑
j

(
1

3
+

1

2
S⃗j · S⃗j+1 +

1

6
(S⃗j · S⃗j+1)

2

)
. (S13)

Below we all consider even system sizes L. The reference state |S0⟩ is the ground state |G⟩ of HAKLT, which admits a χ = 2
MPS representation as Eq. (S3):

A(±1) = ∓
√

2

3
σ∓, A(0) = − 1√

3
σz (S14)

The ladder operator Q† =
∑

j(−1)j(S+
j )2 coincides with that of the XY model. |SL/2⟩ = (Q†)L/2 |S0⟩ is the fully polarized

ferromagnetic state |1, · · · , 1⟩ ifL/2 is even, and (Q†)L/2 |S0⟩ = 0 ifL/2 is odd. There exist at mostL/2+1 scarred eigenstates
within the tower.

The compressed state exhibits a χ = 2 two-site translational invariant MPS representation

|S(β)⟩ = exp(βQ†) |S0⟩ =
∑

µ1,··· ,µL

Tr

L/2∏
j=1

(A(µ2j−1) − βB(µ2j−1))(A(µ2j) + βB(µ2j))

 |µ1, · · · , µL⟩, (S15)

where

B(+1) = A(−1) =

√
2

3
σ+, B(0) = B(−1) = 0. (S16)

The two-local projectors annihilating the whole scar tower should annihilate the two-local tensors AA and AB−BA (BB =
0), which are found as

Pj = TS=2,m=−2
j,j+1 + TS=2,m=−1

j,j+1 + TS=2,m=0
j,j+1 . (S17)

In terms of these projectors, we could rewrite the AKLT Hamiltonian as

HAKLT =
∑
j

(Pj + TS=2,m=2
j,j+1 + TS=2,m=1

j,j+1 ) = (
∑
j

Pj) +H ′. (S18)
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Since [Pj , H
′] ̸= 0 [56], the AKLT model goes beyond the Shiraishi-Mori embedding formalism. The common null space of

all the {Pj} is larger than the scar subspace. One particular tricky point for the AKLT model (different from the domain-wall
preserving model) is that, even after utilizing the Hamiltonian part HAKLT, there still exist several undesired eigenstates with
irrational eigenvalues within the decoherence-free subspace, corresponding to the eigenstates ofHNH = HAKLT − iγ

∑
j Pj with

real irrational eigenvalues [Fig. 2(c) of the main text]. We leave the discussions about these undesired states in Sec. II.
A systematic method to refine the decoherence-free subspace and expel the undesired states is to add the three-local projector

that annihilates the three-local tensors in |S(β)⟩, which includeAAA,BAB, andBAA−ABA+AAB. After carefully working
out the maximal linearly independent set for these three-local MPS tensors (the method mentioned in Subsec. I A), we find the
following simple state

|T ′⟩ = 1√
2
(|0, 1, 1⟩+ |1, 1, 0⟩). (S19)

One can readily verify thatA(0)A(1)A(1)+A(1)A(1)A(0) = 0 and the same forBAB andBAA−ABA+AAB. |T ′⟩ is there-
fore orthogonal to these three-local MPS tensors. The corresponding three-local projectors {T ′

j−1,j,j+1 = (|T ′⟩ ⟨T ′|)j−1,j,j+1}
annihilate the whole scar tower and can effectively kill the unwanted states within the decoherence-free subspace [see derivations
in Sec. II and the numerical verification in Fig. 2(c) of the main text], even though |T ′⟩ is just one of many three-local states that
are orthogonal to the three-local MPS tensors.

E. Domain-wall preserving model

In the domain-wall preserving model [14]

HDW =
∑
j

(σx
j − σz

j−1σ
x
j σ

z
j+1) + ∆

∑
j

σz
j + J

∑
j

σz
jσ

z
j+1, (S20)

the ladder operator

Q† =
∑
j

(−1)jP 0
j−1σ

+
j P

0
j+1, P 0

j =
1− σz

j

2
, P 1

j =
1 + σz

j

2
, (S21)

generates the scar tower from the reference state |S0⟩ = |↓↓ · · · ↓⟩.
The compressed state

|S(β)⟩ = exp(βQ†) |S0⟩ ∝
∏
j

(1− P 1
j P

1
j+1)

∏
j

[
1 + (−1)jβσ+

j

]
|S0⟩ (S22)

admits a χ = 2 two-site translational invariant MPS representation [14]

A
(↓)
j =

(
0 0
−1 1

)
, A

(↑)
j = (−1)j

β

2

(
−1 −1
1 1

)
. (S23)

The two-local components in |S(β)⟩ for any β includes |↓↑⟩ , |↑↓⟩ and |↓↓⟩, such that the only two-local projectors annihilating
the whole scar tower correspond to the Rydberg-blockade constraints {(|↑↑⟩ ⟨↑↑|)j,j+1}, namely two neighboring spins are
forbidden to be in the up states simultaneously.

We once more mention that the null space W ′ of the two-local projectors is exponentially large with respect to L, while
the dimension of the scar subspace W is only L/2 + 2 (the extra state comes from another Néel cat state |↑↓ · · · ↑↓⟩ −
(−1)L/2 |↓↑ · · · ↓↑⟩). In order to create a scar-state-only decoherence-free subspace, we crucially rely on the Hamiltonian
part of the Liouvillian, HDW, to drive unwanted states out of W ′ and make them decay away.

II. SPECIAL STATES IN THE AKLT MODEL

Ref. [10] identified several classes of exact excited eigenstates in the AKLT model. Besides the scar-tower states discussed
in Subsec. I D, there exist some other eigenstates of H ′ =

∑
j(T

S=2,m=2
j,j+1 + TS=2,m=1

j,j+1 ) within the null space of the two-
local projectors {Pj = TS=2,m=−2

j,j+1 + TS=2,m=−1
j,j+1 + TS=2,m=0

j,j+1 }, which therefore enter the decoherence-free subspace of the
corresponding Liouvillian. Below we consider even system sizes L and the periodic boundary condition.
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A particular class of these special eigenstates corresponds to the single-magnon excitations upon the ferromagnetic state
|F ⟩ = |1, 1, · · · , 1⟩. |F ⟩ apparently is annihilated by all the {Pj} and belongs to the eigenstate of H ′ with energy L (actually
it is the n = L/2 scar state if L/2 is even). As we demonstrate below, these single-magnon excitation states have irrational
eigenvalues for generic L, which will ruin the periodic oscillations within the decoherence-free subspace.

After adding the three-local projectors {T ′
j−1,j,j+1 = (|T ′⟩ ⟨T ′|)j−1,j,j+1}, most of these single-magnon excitation states are

expelled from the decoherence-free subspace. There still remain a few special states with eigenvalues L − 1 or L − 2 for the
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian HNH = HAKLT − iγ

∑
j(Pj + T ′

j−1,j,j+1) [Fig. 2(c) of the main text], for which we present their
analytical expressions.

A. Single-magnon excitation states

Consider the single-magnon excitations (flipping a spin from |1⟩ to |0⟩) upon |F ⟩ with the momentum k, up to normalization
constants:

|0k⟩ =
∑
j

eikjS−
j |F ⟩ , (S24)

where k = 2πl/L, l = 0, 1, 2, · · · , L− 1.
These states are annihilated by the two-local projectors {Pj}: Every computational basis in |0k⟩ only contains one |0⟩ and

L− 1 |1⟩, while |TS=2,m=−2,−1,0⟩j,j+1 contain |−1⟩ or adjacent two |0⟩’s.
On the other hand, the action of TS=2,m=1

j,j+1 + TS=2,m=2
j,j+1 onto |0k⟩ is given by

(TS=2,m=1
j,j+1 + TS=2,m=2

j,j+1 ) |0k⟩ =
1

2

[
eikj + eik(j+1)

]
(S−

j + S−
j+1) |F ⟩+

∑
n ̸=j,j+1

eiknS−
n |F ⟩ . (S25)

Summing over the site index j, we obtain∑
j

(TS=2,m=1
j,j+1 + TS=2,m=2

j,j+1 ) |0k⟩ = [L− 1 + cos(k)] |0k⟩ , (S26)

such that |0k⟩ is an eigenstate of H ′ with energy E = L− 1+ cos(k). For generic L, for example L = 8, |0k⟩ acquire irrational
eigenvalues 7±

√
2/2 for the momentum k = π/4 and 3π/4 [Fig. 2(c) of the main text], and for larger L more irrational energy

levels come in.
The action of the three-local projectors onto |0k⟩ goes as

T ′
j−1,j,j+1 |0k⟩ = eikj cos(k)(S−

j−1 + S−
j+1) |F ⟩ . (S27)

The right hand side vanishes if and only if cos(k) = 0. Therefore, after adding the three-local dissipators, among these single-
magnon excitation states only |0k⟩ with k = π/2 and k = 3π/2 survive in the decoherence-free subspace, with energy L − 1.
Note that such momentum k only exists if L/2 is even.

In Fig. 2(c) of the main text we compute the spectrum of the non-Hermitian spin-1 AKLT Hamiltonian instead of the whole
Liouvillian, in order to access to larger system sizes (L ≥ 8) to observe the irrational real eigenvalues.

B. One remaining special state at E = L− 2

After adding the three-local projectors, we carefully analyze the states remaining in the decoherence-free subspace obtained
by numerical diagonalization. Besides the scar-tower states and the |0k⟩ states with k = π/2 and k = 3π/2 for L/2 is even, we
find one more special state with eigenvalue E = L− 2 for all the even L. We denote

|S′
1⟩ =

L∑
j=1

(−1)j(S−
j )2 |F ⟩ =

L∑
j=1

(−1)j |(−1)j⟩ ,

|S′
2⟩ =

L∑
j=1

L/2−1∑
j′=1

(−1)j+j′S−
j S

−
j+2j′ |F ⟩ =

L∑
j=1

(−1)j
L/2−1∑
j′=1

(−1)j
′
|0j0j+2j′⟩ . (S28)
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|S′
1⟩ can be interpreted as a single bi-magnon (flipping a spin from |1⟩ to |−1⟩) moving with the momentum π on the reference

state |F ⟩. |S′
2⟩ corresponds to the case that two magnons spaced by even-site distance move with the center-of-mass momentum

of π. Since the bi-magnon |(−1)j⟩ in |S′
1⟩ has the momentum of π, and |S′

2⟩ does not contain |−1⟩ or adjacent two |0⟩’s,
these two states are annihilated by the tow-local projectors {Pj = TS=2,m=−2

j,j+1 + TS=2,m=−1
j,j+1 + TS=2,m=0

j,j+1 }. Below we further
prove that |S′

1⟩ and |S′
2⟩ are annihilated by the three-local projectors {T ′

j−1,j,j+1 = (|T ′⟩ ⟨T ′|)j−1,j,j+1}, and are eigenstates of
H ′ =

∑
j(T

S=2,m=2
j,j+1 +TS=2,m=1

j,j+1 ) with E = L−2. We then reveal their relationship with the scar-tower state of n = L/2−1,
|SL/2−1⟩, which possesses the same eigenenergy E = L− 2.

Since |S′
1⟩ does not contain |0⟩, T ′

j−1,j,j+1 |S′
1⟩ = 0. The action of the three-local projector T ′

j−1,j,j+1 on |S′
2⟩ is given by

T ′
j−1,j,j+1 |S′

2⟩ =
1

2
[

L/2−1∑
j′=2

(−1)j−1+j′(|0j−10j+2j′−1⟩+ |0j+10j+2j′−1⟩)

+

L/2−2∑
j′=1

(−1)j+1+j′(|0j−10j+2j′+1⟩+ |0j+10j+2j′+1⟩)

+

L/2−2∑
j′=1

(−1)j−1−j′(|0j−2j′−10j−1⟩+ |0j−2j′−10j+1⟩)

+

L/2−1∑
j′=2

(−1)j+1−j′(|0j−2j′+10j−1⟩+ |0j−2j′+10j+1⟩)]

= 0. (S29)

As for the action of H ′ on |S′
1⟩, T

S=2,m=1
j,j+1 annihilates |S′

1⟩ locally, and the other term TS=2,m=2
j,j+1 acts like

L∑
j=1

TS=2,m=2
j,j+1 |S′

1⟩ =
L∑

j=1

(−1)j(
∑

j′ ̸=j−1,j

TS=2,m=2
j′,j′+1 ) |(−1)j⟩ = (L− 2) |S′

1⟩ . (S30)

The eigenenergy of |S′
1⟩ for the non-Hermitian AKLT Hamiltonian equals L− 2.

Next, for |S′
2⟩ we obtain

L∑
j=1

TS=2,m=1
j,j+1 |S′

2⟩ =
L∑

j=1

(−1)j
L/2−1∑
j′=1

(−1)j
′
(TS=2,m=1

j−1,j + TS=2,m=1
j,j+1 + TS=2,m=1

j+2j′,j+2j′+1 + TS=2,m=1
j+2j′−1,j+2j′) |0j0j+2j′⟩

=

L∑
j=1

(−1)j
L/2−1∑
j′=1

(−1)j
′ 1

2
(|0j−10j+2j′⟩+ |0j+10j+2j′⟩+ 2 |0j0j+2j′⟩)

+
L∑

j=1

(−1)j
L/2−1∑
j′=1

(−1)j
′ 1

2
(|0j0j+2j′−1⟩+ |0j0j+2j′+1⟩+ 2 |0j0j+2j′⟩)

=2 |S′
2⟩ . (S31)

By counting the number of |11⟩ strings in |S′
2⟩ we have

∑
j T

S=2,m=2
j,j+1 |S′

2⟩ = (L−4) |S′
2⟩. Combining these two terms together,

we deduce that the eigenenergy of |S′
2⟩ is also L− 2.

To sum up, both |S′
1⟩ and |S′

2⟩ are annihilated by the two-local projectors {Pj} and three-local projectors {T ′
j−1,j,j+1}, and are

eigenstates of H ′ with the eigenenergy E = L− 2. When L/2 is even, the scar-tower state |SL/2−1⟩ is the linear superposition
of these two states. |S′

1⟩ and |S′
2⟩ can combine to generate another superposition state orthogonal to |SL/2−1⟩. When L/2 is

odd, the two-magnon excitation state |S′
2⟩ is ill-defined and self-vanishing as

|S′
2⟩ =

L∑
j=1

(−1)j
L/2−1∑
j′=1

(−1)j
′
|0j0j+2j′⟩ =

L∑
j=1

(−1)j
L/2−1∑
j′=1

(−1)j
′
|0j0j+2j′+L⟩ = (−1)L/2 |S′

2⟩ . (S32)

The scar-tower state of n = L/2 − 1 now becomes |SL/2−1⟩ =
∑

j |(−1)j⟩, which corresponds to the single bi-magnon
excitation state with zero momentum (revealed by numerical calculations), which is orthogonal to |S′

1⟩. For both cases we
observe the two-fold degeneracy at E = L − 2 in the spectrum of the non-Hermitian AKLT Hamiltonian with two-local and
three-local projectors.
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FIG. S1. Numerical results for the spin-1 XY model. (a) Liouvillian spectrum of the spin-1 XY model. L = 4, h = 1, D = 1, γ =
1, Vj,j+1 = Sx

j . (b) Liouvillian dynamics of the Loschmidt echo and
∑

j(S
x
j )

2/L for the spin-1 XY model, starting from (|ψ0⟩ ⟨ψ0| +
I/2L)/2, |ψ0⟩ =

⊗
j

[
(|1⟩j − (−1)j |−1⟩j)/

√
2
]

[12].
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FIG. S2. Liouvillian dynamics of the Loschmidt echo (a) and the observable average ⟨
∑

j(S
x
j )

2⟩/L (b) for the AKLT model, starting from
the imperfectly prepared compressed MPS (β = 1, χ = 2) and the product state same as that in the spin-1 XY model [12]. L = 6, γ =
1, Vj,j+1 = (|1⟩ ⟨−1|+ |0⟩ ⟨0|+ |−1⟩ ⟨1|)j , V ′

j−1,j,j+1 = (|1⟩ ⟨−1|+ |0⟩ ⟨0|+ |−1⟩ ⟨1|)j , θj ∈ [0, 0.2π].

III. MORE NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, as the supplement to Fig. 2 of the main text, we present more numerical results about the constructed Li-
ouvillians in Table. I of the main text. In Fig. S1, we display the Liouvillian spectrum and coherent revivals for the spin-1
XY model, which follows the Shiraishi-Mori embedding formalism [12, 56]. As shown in Fig. S2 for the the Liouvillian dy-
namics of the AKLT model, the Loschmidt echo Tr[ρ(t)ρ(0)] and the observable average ⟨

∑
j(S

x
j )

2⟩/L both exhibit persistent
oscillations starting from two different initial states that are easy to prepare. Note that since L = 6, L/2 is odd, the special
states with E = L − 1 (see Subsec. II A) do not exist. The energy spacing ω = 2 and the oscillation period T = 2π/ω = π.
In Fig. S3 we compute the spectrum of the non-Hermitian domain-wall preserving Hamiltonian HNH = HDW − iγ

∑
j Pj ,

where Pj = (|↑↑⟩ ⟨↑↑|)j,j+1. All the L/2 + 1 scar-tower states are equidistantly distributed on the real axis with energy
spacing ω = 2∆ − 4J = −3. There exists one additional state degenerate with the highest scar-tower state of n = L/2,
|SL/2⟩ = |↑↓ · · · ↑↓⟩+(−1)L/2 |↓↑ · · · ↓↑⟩ (here atE = −8), which is the other Néel cat state |↑↓ · · · ↑↓⟩−(−1)L/2 |↓↑ · · · ↓↑⟩.

IV. MORE DISCUSSIONS ABOUT THE EXPERIMENTAL REALIZATIONS

In this section we rigorously prove the equivalence between the dynamical process described by the experimental scheme in
the main text and the corresponding Lindblad master equation. Suppose at evolution time t the system qubits are decoupled with
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FIG. S3. Spectrum of the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian for the domain-wall preserving model. L = 8, γ = 1,∆ = 0.5, J = 1.

the ancilla qubits in the form of

|Ψ(t)⟩ = |ψ(t)⟩ ⊗ |↓↓ · · · ↓⟩ . (S33)

After the unitary operator exp(−iHDWδt) on |ψ(t)⟩ and the coupling local unitary gates
∏

j exp(−iH
j
coup

√
δt), where

Hj
coup =

√
2γ(Ljτ

+
j + L†

jτ
−
j ), the system and ancilla qubits get entangled with each others. We decompose the final state

on the computational bases of ancilla qubits as∏
j

exp(−iHj
coup

√
δt)

 exp(−iHDWδt) (|ψ(t)⟩ ⊗ |↓↓ · · · ↓⟩)

=(1− iHDWδt− γδt
∑
j

L†
jLj) |ψ(t)⟩ ⊗ |↓↓ · · · ↓⟩ − i

√
2γδt

∑
j

(Lj |ψ(t)⟩)⊗ (τ+j |↓↓ · · · ↓⟩)

−γδt
∑
j<k

(LjLk |ψ(t)⟩)⊗ (τ+j τ
+
k |↓↓ · · · ↓⟩) +O(δt3/2). (S34)

The three terms in Eq. (S34) correspond to the cases where quantum jumps induced by {Lj} do not occur, occur once and occur
twice respectively.

Next we reset all the ancilla qubits back to |↓⟩ via measurements or optical pumping [64–71]. The process of resetting an
ancilla qubit can be described by the following Kraus map from an arbitrary initial reduced density matrix ρinit

ρinit → |↓⟩ ⟨↓| ρinit |↓⟩ ⟨↓|+ |↓⟩ ⟨↑| ρinit |↑⟩ ⟨↓| . (S35)

After the resetting the system qubits decouple from the ancilla again, and become the following mixed state

ρ(t+ δt) = |ψ(t)⟩ ⟨ψ(t)|+ δt

(−iHDW − γ
∑
j

L†
jLj) |ψ(t)⟩ ⟨ψ(t)|+ |ψ(t)⟩ ⟨ψ(t)| (iHDW − γ

∑
j

L†
jLj)


+ 2γδt

∑
j

Lj |ψ(t)⟩ ⟨ψ(t)|L†
j +O(δt2). (S36)

According to the statistical interpretation of density matrices, we deduce that the above joint dynamical evolution faithfully
reproduces the many-body Liouvillian dynamics, up to the error of order O(δt2). For the quantum trajectory simulations [72] in
Fig. 3(b) of the main text, instead of manipulating the density matrices, after each resetting operation we pick up one particular
pure state of the system qubits according to its jump probability. We repeat the dynamical evolution for many times and calculate
the trajectory ensemble average.
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As a supplement for the experimental scheme mentioned in the main text, here we further provide concrete procedures to
implement each step on current quantum devices: First, in our dissipative protocol, we couple the system qubits to another array
of ancilla qubits in order to make the engineered dissipators as local as possible. The arrangement of qubit positions [Fig. 3(a)
of the main text] naturally fits the two-dimensional architecture of the superconducting chip [67] and the programmable lattice
geometry of two-dimensional Rydberg-atom arrays [7]. Second, the implementation of two-body jump operators requires three-
qubit unitary gates, which can be decomposed into finite-depth single- and two-qubit elementary gates (see a demonstration
in Ref. [89]). Ref. [71] also proposed the design of n-qubit jump operators in Rydberg-atom arrays, which are based on the
electromagnetically induced transparency [90]. The simultaneously operated two-qubit gate fidelities of superconducting qubits
and Rydberg atoms have exceeded 99.5% nowadays [67, 91], which are high enough to support the large circuit depths for
realizing the desired dissipative scarred dynamics. The Hamiltonian evolution part can be either realized by analog simulation
(e.g., the global Rabi oscillation term in the toy model), or can be Trotterized into local elementary gates through standard
approaches. Finally, all the ancilla qubits can be reset back to the spin down state via measurements [65, 66], optical pumping
in trapped ions or Rydberg atoms [68–71], or recent fast resetting protocols [67, 92, 93].

Besides, we stress that any environmental decoherence satisfying the same forms of the dissipators Lj = VjPj (Vj could be
arbitrary local operators) will not affect the open scarred dynamics. Since we are consecutively resetting all the ancilla qubits,
our dissipative protocol intrinsically tolerates instantaneous perturbations and gate errors that drive the system out of the scar-
state-only decoherence-free subspaces. The dissipative scarred dynamics or dissipatively prepared scar states can be preserved
for a time scale longer than the coherence time of the physical qubits [67].

V. DISSIPATIVE PREPARATION OF SCAR STATES WITH QUANTUM METROLOGY APPLICATIONS

In this section, we demonstrate that our dissipative Liouvillian dynamics towards the scar-state-only decoherence-free sub-
spaces can be utilized to prepare scar states with quantum metrology applications. Quantum many-body scars stemming from
the su(2) spectrum generating algebra have been shown to possess extensive multipartite entanglement, manifested by their
extensive quantum Fisher information density [73–75]. This property makes the scar-tower states bear significant potential as
resources in the quantum enhanced metrology. However, in closed systems these scar-tower states are highly excited eigenstates
of many-body Hamiltonians, which lack effective and systematic methods to prepare them on experimental quantum platforms.
Below we show through the concrete example of the Dicke state scars that: based on the constructed Liouvillians in the main
text, if we impose the corresponding strong symmetries to the designed Liouvillians, we can prepare any desired scar-tower
states by starting the dissipative evolution from an easily-prepared initial state in the same symmetry sector.

Before proceeding on, we give a brief introduction to the central concept of quantum Fisher information in quantum metrology,
which sets the ultimate bounds on the precision of estimating an unknown parameter (see [76] for a review). Suppose we prepare
a quantum state ρ and want to use it to measure certain unknown field strength λ that linearly couples to an operatorO. We evolve
the quantum state as ρλ = e−iλOρeiλO, and perform quantum measurements on ρλ to estimate λ according to the measurement
outcomes. It has been proved that the variance or precision of λ is lower bounded by the quantum Cramér-Rao bound:

(∆λ)2 ≥ 1

MFQ(O, ρ)
, (S37)

where M is the number of independent measurements. The quantum Fisher information FQ(O, ρ) has the expression as [94]:

FQ(O, ρ) = 2
∑
n,m

(pn − pm)2

pn + pm
|⟨ψn|O|ψm⟩|2 ≤ 4⟨∆O2⟩, (S38)

where {pn, |ψn⟩} is the spectrum decomposition of the density matrix ρ =
∑

n pn|ψn⟩⟨ψn|. The equality is saturated for the
pure state ρ = |ψ⟩ ⟨ψ| and ⟨∆O2⟩ = Tr(ρO2)− Tr(ρO)2.

One important physical application of the quantum Fisher information is to characterize the genuine multipartite entangle-
ment [95–97]. If the quantum Fisher information density for an extensive summation of local operators O =

∑L
j=1 oj satisfies

fQ(O, ρ) = FQ(O, ρ)/L > m, there exist at least (m + 1) parties in the system forming a genuinely entangled block. For
short-range entangled states, FQ scales as O(L), thus ∆λ ≥ 1/

√
ML, which corresponds to the standard quantum limit. In

contrast, for long-range entangled states, FQ can scale super-extensively as O(L2), thus ∆λ ≥ 1/
√
ML, which is known as

the Heisenberg limit. Scar-tower states stemming from the su(2) spectrum generating algebra have been shown to exhibit ex-
tensive multipartite entanglement and extensive quantum Fisher information density [73–75], because they possess off-diagonal
long-range order with respect to the ladder operator Q† generating the su(2) algebra [98].

In the main text, we mainly focus on the persistent periodic oscillations within the scar-state-only decoherence-free subspaces,
where the non-stationary steady states are always mixed states containing the coherence terms like |Sn⟩ ⟨Sm|. In contrast, below
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FIG. S4. The Liouvillian dynamics of the quantum Fisher information density fQ(
∑L

j=1 σ
z
j , ρ) for the toy model hosting x-direction Dicke

states as scars, starting from different x-direction spin product states. L = 8, γ = 1. |±⟩ denotes the ±1 eigenstate of σx. The horizontal
dashed lines indicate the exact quantum Fisher information density fQ = 2(−n2/L+ n) + 1 for the n-th Dicke state.

we illustrate the principle for how to prepare each single scar state through the Liouvillian dynamics. Consider the case when the
Liouvillians respect the following strong symmetry conditions [55] for the operator A lifting the energy degeneracy of the scar-
tower states (i.e., the scar-tower states carry different good quantum numbers A |Sn⟩ = an |Sn⟩), such as the

∑
j σ

x
j ,

∑
j(S

z
j )

2

terms in the scarred Hamiltonians:

[H,A] = 0, [Lj , A] = [L†
j , A] = 0,∀j. (S39)

During the dissipative evolution, the strong symmetry implies the conservation of the good quantum number an. In other
words, if we denote the projector onto the symmetry sector (Hilbert subspace) with the quantum number an by Πn, we will
straightforwardly deduce that L(ΠnρΠm) = ΠnL(ρ)Πm. Hence, once we choose an easily-prepared initial state within the an
symmetry sector (e.g., a product state or low-bond-dimension MPS), the steady state is guaranteed to become the desired single
scar state |Sn⟩.

Specifically, we demonstrate the aforementioned principle by the toy model hosting Dicke states as scars [13]. The quantum
Fisher information density of the x-direction Dicke states with respect to the operator

∑L
j=1 σ

z
j can be calculated as

fQ(

L∑
j=1

σz
j , |Sn⟩) = 2(−n

2

L
+ n) + 1, (S40)

where |Sn⟩ = |S = L/2, Sx = n− L/2⟩ are the n-th x-direction Dicke state (n = 0, 1, · · · , L). The quantum Fisher informa-
tion density obtains the maximum value L/2 + 1 in the middle of the scar tower n = L/2 (known as the twin-Fock state [76]),
which scales extensively with the system size and implies the extensive multipartite entanglement of the Dicke state.

Based on the constructed Hamiltonians and jump operators of the toy model shown in Table. I of the main text, we further
require that the Liouvillian superoperator respects the strong symmetry Sx =

∑L
j=1 σ

x
j /2, [Htoy, Sx] = [Lj , Sx] = 0,∀j. After

imposing the strong symmetry condition onto the constructed Liouvillians, we obtain Htoy = Ω
∑

j σ
x
j /2 +

∑
j PjhjPj , where

Pj = (1− σ⃗j · σ⃗j+1)/4 and

hj = J1(σ
y
j−1σ

y
j+2 + σz

j−1σ
z
j+2) + J2(σ

y
j−1σ

z
j+2 − σz

j−1σ
y
j+2) + J3σ

x
j−1σ

x
j+2. (S41)

Meanwhile, the two-local dissipators take the form of

Lj = σx
j (1− σ⃗j · σ⃗j+1). (S42)

By utilizing the Liouvillians above, we can dissipatively prepare any desired x-direction Dicke state starting from an x-direction
product state in the same symmetry sector. For the sake of simplicity in experimental implementations, we could set Htoy = 0
and only exploit the two-local dissipators. As displayed in Fig. S4, we numerically calculate the Liouvillian dynamics of the
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quantum Fisher information density starting from different x-direction spin product states. The final values of fQ all converge
to the exact analytical values of the corresponding Dicke states in Eq. (S40).

Several remarks come in order. First, we emphasize that due to their extensive quantum Fisher information density, the Dicke
states are valuable resources for quantum enhanced metrology [76]. In contrast to the conventionally used all-to-all interactions
(e.g., the one-axis twisting term [99]), our dissipative protocol utilizes two-local short-range dissipators to effectively prepare
arbitrary Dicke states. Second, following the procedures discussed in Sec. IV, the dissipative preparation of scar states can be
readily implemented on current quantum devices, especially for superconducting qubits and Rydberg-atom arrays. As illustrated
previously, through consecutively resetting the ancilla qubits, our protocol naturally tolerates instantaneous perturbations and
certain gate errors, and can preserve the prepared target states for time scales longer than the coherence time of the physical
qubits. All the above merits demonstrate that our constructions of scar-state-only decoherence-free subspaces are not just some
exact mathematical forms. Their practical applications and experimental feasibility are of equal importance to their theoretical
innovations and mathematical elegance.
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