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We study the dynamical correlations of nonintegrable systems with quantum many-body scar
(QMBS) states generated by a ladder operator. The spectral function of the ladder operator has
an exact δ-function peak induced by the QMBS states. As a concrete example, we show that in
the one-dimensional (1D) spin-1 Affleck-Kennedy-Lieb-Tasaki model, the spectral function of two-
magnon excitations exhibits a characteristic bow-tie shape composed of a δ-function resonance peak
at momentum k = π and a continuum spectrum elsewhere. The two-magnon excitations can be
observed with the resonant inelastic X-ray scattering spectroscopy on quasi-1D nickelates and other
spin-1 antiferromagnetic materials, thus it paves the way to detecting the (approximate) QMBS
states in realistic materials.

Introduction. Quantum many-body scar (QMBS)
states are atypical nonthermalizing eigenstates in certain
nonintegrable quantum systems [1–12]. In a generic non-
integrable quantum many-body system, it is postulated
that the physical observables of highly excited eigen-
states vary smoothly with the energy up to small fluctua-
tions that vanish in the thermodynamic limit, thereby an
eigenstate is physically indistinguishable from the micro-
canonical ensemble. This eigenstate thermalization hy-
pothesis (ETH) lays the conceptual foundation of quan-
tum statistical physics [13–17]. However, certain noninte-
grable quantum systems have QMBS eigenstates, whose
physical properties strongly deviate from the adjacent
eigenstates in the energy spectrum and the microcanon-
ical ensemble. In particular, their entanglement entropy
exhibits subvolume-law scaling instead of the volume-law
scaling expected for the generic eigenstates obeying the
ETH [1, 2, 4]. Therefore, the QMBS states violate the
ETH, and thus have attracted intense research interest
recently.

A variety of QMBS states can be constructed with the
spectrum generating algebra (SGA) formalism [3, 18].
Starting from a reference eigenstate |G⟩ with energy ϵG,
a tower of QMBS states |Sn⟩ (n ∈ N) are obtained
by iteratively applying the ladder operator Q† to |G⟩,
|Sn⟩ = (Q†)n|G⟩. Here, the ladder operator Q† is a
summation over local (finite-range) operators and sat-
isfies [H,Q†]|Sn⟩ = ξQ†|Sn⟩ (n ∈ N). Therefore, |Sn⟩’s
form an equally spaced tower of QMBS states, H|Sn⟩ =
(ϵG + nξ)|Sn⟩. The SGA formalism applies to the one-
dimensional (1D) Affleck-Kennedy-Lieb-Tasaki (AKLT)
model [3], the generalized spin-1 XY model [19], the gen-
eralized Hubbard model [20], etc. It has been generalized
to the quasisymmetry group formalism of QMBS states
[21].

The tower of QMBS states leads to the constant re-
vival of physical quantities in the real-time evolution if
the initial state has a substantial overlap with the QMBS
states [1, 2]; In contrast, physical quantities of a generic

initial state obeying the ETH quickly relax to the ther-
mal equilibrium state. Such anomalous long-term revival
phenomena due to the QMBS states have been observed
in quantum simulation experiments with Rydberg atom
arrays and other platforms [22–24].
In this work, we study the dynamical correlations of

quantum many-body systems with scar states. We show
that the spectral function of the SGA ladder operator has
an exact δ-function peak due to the QMBS states. In par-
ticular, we find that in the 1D AKLT model, the spectral
function of two-magnon excitations exhibits a character-
istic bow-tie shape, which consists of a δ-function reso-
nance peak at momentum k = π and continuum spec-
tra at other generic momenta. The resonance peak per-
sists but broadens if the Hamiltonian is slightly deformed
away from the AKLT model. We propose that the two-
magnon spectrum can be observed with the resonant in-
elastic X-ray scattering (RIXS) experiments on quasi-1D
nickelates and other spin-1 antiferromagnetic (AF) mate-
rials, thereby providing a spectroscopic evidence of (ap-
proximate) QMBS states in realistic materials.
SGA and spectral function in AKLT model. The

1D AKLT model is the spin-1 AF Heisenberg model de-
formed by a biquadratic term [25, 26],

H =

L∑
l=1

Pl,l+1 =

L∑
l=1

(1
3
+
1

2
S⃗l·S⃗l+1+

1

6

(
S⃗l·S⃗l+1

)2)
, (1)

in which Pl,l+1 is the projection operator into the total
spin-2 subspace of the two sites l and l + 1. The ground
state of the AKLT model with the periodic boundary
condition is the unique common eigenstate of all Pl,l+1’s
with eigenvalue 0. It can be exactly represented by the
following matrix-product state (MPS) [27–29],

|G⟩ =
∑
{sl}

Tr
( L∏

l=1

M [sl]
)
|s1s2 · · · sL⟩, (2)

in which |sl⟩ (sl = 0,±1) are the eigenstates of Sz
l with
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eigenvalue sl. The matrices are given by

M [1] =

(
0

√
2

0 0

)
,M [0] =

(
−1 0
0 1

)
,M [−1] =

(
0 0

−
√
2 0

)
.

(3)
The ground state is a short-range correlated disordered
state with the spin correlation length ξ = ln 3 [25, 26].
The AKLT model has a finite excitation gap [25, 26],
which is in accord with the Haldane conjecture on
integer-spin AF Heisenberg chains [30, 31]. Besides,
the AKLT model is a prominent example of symmetry-
protected topological order with degenerate edge states
in the open boundary condition [32, 33].

A tower of QMBS states of the AKLT model can be
constructed by applying the following ladder operator

Q†
π =

1√
L

L∑
l=1

(−1)l(S+
l )2 (4)

to the ground state [3], |Sn⟩ = (Q†
π)

n|G⟩ (0 ≤ n ≤ L/2).
They satisfy [H,Q†

π]|Sn⟩ = 2Q†
π|Sn⟩, thus |Sn⟩’s form a

tower of eigenstates with energy ϵn = 2n. These states
can also be efficiently represented by MPS with virtual
bond dimensions bounded by L, thus their entanglement
entropy exhibits the subvolume-law scaling [4], which
is a hallmark of QMBS states. Besides, Qπ = (Q†

π)
†

generates another tower of QMBS states |S̃n⟩ = Qn
π|G⟩

with energy ϵ̃n = 2n, because Qπ and Q†
π are related

by the spin rotation symmetry transformation Rx(π) =
⊗le

iπSx
l , Qπ = Rx(π)Q

†
πRx(π)

†.
Moreover, the operator

Q†
k =

1√
L

L∑
l=1

eilk(S+
l )2 =

1√
L

∑
q

S+
q S+

k−q, (5)

in which S+
q = L−1/2

∑L
l=1 e

iqlS+
l . Q†

k creates a two-
magnon excitation with total momentum k, thus the
QMBS state |S1⟩ = Q†

π|G⟩ is an exact bound state of

two-magnon excitations. However, Q†
k|G⟩ (k ̸= π) is not

an exact eigenstate in general.
In this work, we shall consider the retarded Green’s

function of two-magnon excitations at zero temperature,

G(ω, k) = −i

∫ ∞

0

dt ei(ω+i0+)t⟨G|[Qk(t), Q
†
k(0)]|G⟩. (6)

The spectral function A(ω, k) = − 1
π ImG(ω, k) can be

expressed in the Lehmann’s spectral representation,

A(ω, k) =
∑
α

|⟨α|Q†
k|G⟩|2δ(ω − ϵα)

−
∑
α

|⟨α|Qk|G⟩|2δ(ω + ϵα),
(7)

in which the summation is taken over the complete eigen-
state basis |α⟩’s with the excitation energy ϵα ≥ 0. More-

over, we have A(ω, k) = −A(−ω, k), because Q†
k and

Qk are related by the symmetry transformation com-
posed of the spin rotation Rx(π) and the space inver-
sion I. For the AKLT model, the spectral function at
momentum k = π has δ-function resonance peaks due
to the QMBS states |S1⟩ = Q†

π|G⟩ and |S̃1⟩ = Qπ|G⟩,
A(ω, k = π) ∝ δ(ω − 2) − δ(ω + 2). For k ̸= π, A(ω, k)
exhibits a continuum spectrum, thus forming a charac-
teristic bow-tie shape as we shall see in the following
numerical results.
We have the following sum rule for the AKLT model,∫ ∞

0

dωA(ω, k) =
4

3
, ∀k. (8)

This is proved by noting that the integration is given by
the static structure factor of the two-magnon operator at
the ground state,∫ ∞

0

dωA(ω, k) = ⟨G|QkQ
†
k|G⟩

=
1

L

∑
ll′

eik(l
′−l)⟨G|(S−

l )2(S+
l′ )

2|G⟩,
(9)

and the correlation function of the two-spin-flip operator
satisfies

⟨G|(S−
l )2(S+

l′ )
2|G⟩ = 4

3
δll′ , L → ∞. (10)

The vanishing of the correlation function for l ̸= l′ is
derived from the strict diluted AF order of the AKLT
ground state [34].
Numerical results. The two-magnon spectral func-

tions of the AKLT model and the deformed Hamiltonian
in Eq. (15) are calculated with the MPS-based density-
matrix renormalization group (DMRG) [28, 29, 35–37]
and the kernel polynomial method (KPM) [38]. The
ground state |G⟩ in the periodic boundary condition is
obtained with the DMRG algorithm and represented by
an MPS. In the KPM, the Hamiltonian is first rescaled
such that all eigenvalues are bounded in the interval
[−1, 1], then its spectral function A(ω, k) for ω > 0 is
approximated by an N th-order truncated series,

A(ω, k) =
1

π
√
1− ω2

(
g0µ0 + 2

N−1∑
n=1

gnµnTn(ω)
)

(11)

of the Chebyshev polynomials of the first kind Tn(ω) =
cos(n arccosω). The expansion coefficients

µn = ⟨G|QkTn(H)Q†
k|G⟩ ≡ ⟨α0|αn⟩, (12)

in which |αn⟩ = Tn(H)Q†
k|G⟩ are calculated by applying

Q†
k and H (represented by matrix-product operators) to

|G⟩ according to the iteration relation, |α0⟩ = Q†
k|G⟩,

|α1⟩ = H|α0⟩, and |αn+1⟩ = 2H|αn⟩ − |αn−1⟩ (n ≥ 1).
In Eq. (11), the Lorentz kernel factors gn = sinh(λ(1 −
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FIG. 1. (a) The two-magnon spectral function of the AKLT model at the ground state. The dashed lines are the upper and
lower edges obtained with the single-mode approximation of one-magnon excitations. Numerical results are obtained on a
lattice with L = 40 and periodic boundary condition. The order of the truncated series of the KPM N = 1000. The effective
Lorentz broadening width η = 0.12. (b–d) Comparison of A(ω, k) at k = 0 and π for different lattice sizes L = 30, 50, and 70
with the same Lorentz broadening width η = 0.12. The sharp resonance peak at k = π is barely changed, while the discrete
peaks in A(ω, k) at k = 0 merge into a continuum spectrum in the thermodynamic limit. (e–g) Comparison of A(ω, k) at k = 0
and π with different Lorentz broadening widths η = 0.10, 0.14, and 0.18 for the same lattice size L = 40. The sharpness of
the peak at k = π is only limited by the Lorentz broadening, which is consistent with a δ-function peak induced by the QMBS
states.

n/N))/ sinhλ are introduced to improve the behavior of
the truncated series. This is equivalent to convolving
the spectral function with the Lorentz lineshape function
with width η = λ/N [38], thus it effectively mimics the
finite resolution of experimental apparatus. Afterwards,
the frequency in the spectral function is rescaled back to
the energy range of the original Hamiltonian.

The two-magnon spectral function of the AKLT model
is plotted in Fig. 1. A prominent feature is the reso-
nance peak at k = π. As illustrated in panels (b–g), the
sharpness of this resonance peak is only limited by the
Lorentz broadening width, thus it is consistent with the
δ-function peak induced by the QMBS states as proved
before. In contrast, the spectral function at k ̸= π ap-
proaches a continuum in the thermodynamic limit, in-
dicating that the two-magnon excitations do not form
coherent quasiparticles. Therefore, the spectral func-
tion A(ω, k) has a characteristic bow-tie shape composed
of the δ-function resonance peak induced by the QMBS
states at k = π and a continuum spectrum elsewhere.

The energy of two-magnon excitations with total mo-
mentum k can be estimated from the energy of two one-
magnon excitations, Ek = ξq + ξk−q, in which the one-
magnon energy ξq is calculated with the single-mode ap-
proximation [39],

ξq ≃
⟨G|S−

−qHS+
q |G⟩

⟨G|S−
−qS

+
q |G⟩

=
5

27
(5 + 3 cos q), (13)

thus we have Ek = 10
27

(
5+3 cos(k/2) cos(k/2−q)

)
, which

is bounded by

10

27

(
5− 3| cos(k/2)|

)
≤ Ek ≤ 10

27

(
5 + 3| cos(k/2)|

)
. (14)

This turns out to be a good approximation of the upper
and the lower edges of the two-magnon spectrum, which
is illustrated in Fig. 1 (a).
We then consider the following spin-1 bilinear-

biquadratic Hamiltonian [40],

H =

L∑
l=1

(1
3
+

1

2
S⃗l · S⃗l+1 +

α

6

(
S⃗l · S⃗l+1

)2)
, (15)

which is a deformation of the AKLT model, and is rele-
vant for realistic quasi-1D AF materials, e.g. LiVGe2O6

[41, 42]. Its two-magnon spectral functions A(ω, k) for
α = 0.5 and 1.5 are plotted in Fig. 2. The exact SGA
relation breaks down in the deformed Hamiltonian and
Q†

π|G⟩ is not an exact eigenstate, thus the resonance
peak at k = π is not a δ-function any more; Nonethe-
less, the spectral function maintains the overall bow-tie
shape with a sharp resonance peak (though with finite
width) at k = π and a broad continuum elsewhere. This
is reminiscent of the atypical eigenstates with low entan-
glement entropy found in the deformed Hamiltonian in
Ref. [4].
Proposal for RIXS experiments. We propose that

the characteristic bow-tie shape of the two-magnon spec-
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FIG. 2. Two-magnon spectral function A(ω, k) of the de-
formed Hamiltonian in Eq. (15) with (a) α = 0.5 and (b)
α = 1.5. The lattice size L = 40. The order of the truncated
series of the KPM N = 1000. The effective Lorentz broaden-
ing width η = 0.22.

tral function induced by the QMBS states can be de-
tected with the RIXS spectroscopy on quasi-1D spin-1
AF nickelates, e.g., CsNiCl3 and Ni(C2H8N2)2NO2ClO4

(NENP). The one-magnon excitations of these materials
were observed by the inelastic neutron scattering spec-
troscopy and exhibit an energy gap of spin excitations
[43–46], which supports the Haldane gap of spin-1 AF
chains. In the RIXS of spin-1 magnetic materials, the
differential scattering cross section is given by the spec-
tral function of an effective scattering operator Rεiεo

j [47].

When the polarization of the incoming and the outgo-
ing X-ray beams are given by εi = ε∗o = (1, i)/

√
2, i.e.,

they are left and right circularly polarized, respectively,
the spin transfer in the scattering process is ∆S = +2,
then the scattering operator at site j is given by Rεiεo

j =

σ(0)+σ(2)(S+
j )2, in which σ(0) and σ(2) are constant fac-

tors [47]. Therefore, the RIXS precisely measures the
two-magnon spectral function A(ω, k) of the spin-1 mag-
netic materials, and is able to detect the characteristic
bow-tie shape induced by the QMBS states in quasi-1D
AF materials.

Summary. We have shown that the QMBS states
constructed with the SGA formalism produce a δ-
function resonance peak in the spectral function of the
SGA ladder operator. As a concrete example, we show
that the two-magnon spectral function in the AKLT
model exhibits a characteristic bow-tie shape composed
of a resonance peak at k = π induced by the QMBS
states and a continuum spectrum elsewhere. This overall
bow-tie shape persists in the deformed Hamiltonian with
a broadened resonance peak. We propose that the two-
magnon spectral function can be observed in the RIXS
experiments on quasi-1D nickelates and other spin-1 AF
materials, thereby providing a spectroscopic evidence of
(approximate) QMBS states in realistic materials. Our
results of the resonance peak in the spectral function ap-
plies to other QMBS systems generated with the SGA
formalism as well, e.g., the spin-1 generalized XY models
in higher dimensions. Therefore, similar spectroscopic
feature is also expected in these systems.

Note added. Upon the completion of this work, we
became aware of a recent work [48], in which the spectral
function of QMBS systems is studied from the perspec-
tive of the quasisymmetry group and the quasi-Nambu-
Goldstone mode.
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supported by the National Natural Science Foundation
of China (No. 12174387), the Chinese Academy of Sci-
ences (YSBR-057 and JZHKYPT-2021-08), and the In-
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(No. 2021ZD0302600).
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