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We study a dephasing many-body open quantum system that hosts, together with the infinite-
temperature state, another additional stationary state. The latter is exceptional in many respects, as
it is pure and retains memory of the initial condition, whereas any orthogonal state evolves towards
the infinite-temperature state erasing any information on the initial state. We discuss the approach
to stationarity of the model focusing in particular on the fate of interfaces between the two states;
a simple classical model based on a membrane picture helps developing an effective hydrodynamic
theory even if the dynamics does not feature any conserved quantity. The fact that the model
reaches stationary properties on timescales that depend on the system size while the asymptotic
decay rate is finite is duly highlighted. We point out the reasons for considering these exceptional
stationary states as quantum many-body scars in the open system framework.

Introduction — The eigenstate thermalization hy-
pothesis (ETH) stands as a cornerstone in condensed-
matter physics, as it describes in simple and physical
terms the emergence of thermal features in the late-
time dynamics of closed quantum systems [1–5]. In the
last years, the study of exceptional dynamics that es-
cape thermalization by retaining memory of the initial
conditions, has been identified as a primary mechanism
for achieving the presence of rare eigenstates that viol-
ate the ETH, dubbed many-body quantum scars [6–10].
The broad goal of this article is to study a similar phe-
nomenon in Markovian many-body open quantum sys-
tems (MBOQS) [11, 12], discussing in detail a specific
dephasing model.

The late-time behaviour of Markovian MBOQS [13,
14], and particularly the study of the steady states of
dephasing models, has recently attracted a great deal
of attention [15–21]. In the absence of any strong sym-
metry [22, 23], one generically expects a unique station-
ary state that is progressively approached from any initial
state, leading to the complete erasure of any informa-
tion on the initial state. The behaviour resembles closely
the ergodicity that always accompanies thermalization in
closed systems. Whether a dephasing model could with-
stand also an exceptional stationary state showcasing
the existence of peculiar initial conditions whose memory
is retained notwithstanding the coupling to an external
bath, is something that has not been discussed yet.

In this article we consider a dephasing model where an
additional stationary state arises that is not protected by
strong symmetries, and that plays the role of a scar in this
MBOQS. Specifically, we study a one-dimensional model
where both the fully-polarized pure state and the infinite-
temperature (mixed) state are stationary: we show, with
both analytical and numerical techniques, that these are
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the only steady ones. The relaxation time of local ob-
servables is shown to be algebraically long in the system
size, albeit a finite spectral gap in the Lindbladian is
present; a similar observation has been pointed out in
different contexts in Refs. [24–27]. To understand the
mechanism underlying the dynamics, we develop a mem-
brane picture that describes the fate of interfaces between
the two steady states: their ballistic drift and diffusive
fluctuations are uncovered, showcasing a hydrodynamic
behaviour that is not associated to any local conserved
quantity. Our work proposes a novel view on many-
body quantum scars in MBOQS as exceptional stationary
states that parallels the weak ETH violation associated
to scars in the unitary context.

The model — We consider a one-dimensional spin-
1/2 chain of length L whose density matrix ρ evolves
according to the Lindblad master equation

d

dt
ρ = L[ρ] = −i[H, ρ] +

∑
j

LjρL
†
j −

1

2
{L†

jLj , ρ}, (1)

with jump operators Lj =
√
γσz

j and Hamiltonian

H =
∑
j

J
[
σ+
j σ

−
j+1 +H.c.

]
+g

[
σx
j π

z
j+1 + πz

jσ
x
j+1

]
, (2)

where πα
j = 1−σα

j , for α = x, y, z. Here, J is the strength
of the nearest-neighbor hopping term, while g multiplies
the East-West Hamiltonian [28], according to which a
spin can be flipped only when a neighboring spin is in
a |↓⟩ state. The dissipation occurs at a rate γ and it is
associated with the decay of coherence in the z-polarized
basis; as such it is naturally interpreted as a dephasing
process.

Stationary states — Strong symmetries, i.e. op-
erators A that simultaneously satisfy both [H,A] = 0
and [Lj , A] = 0, generalize the usual notion of symmetry
in isolated systems to the MBOQS framework [22, 23].
Using the fact that all jump operators are Hermitian,
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Figure 1. (a) Lindbladian spectrum for the following para-
meters: [J, g, γ, L] = [0.5, 0.5, 1, 6]. Inset: real parts of the
eigenvalues the closest to zero labeled by the index i. (b) Lind-
bladian gap ∆ as a function of 1/L2 for L ∈ {6, . . . , 12}. The
results are compatible with a scaling ∆(L) = ∆0 +∆1/L

2 +
o(L−2). The three curves correspond to different sets of para-
meters: [J, g, γ] = [0.5, 0.5, 1], [0.5, 0.5, 3] or [0.5, 0, 1]. For
both panels (a) and (b), open boundary conditions are con-
sidered.

namely Lj = L†
j , we can rewrite the Lindbladian as

L[ρ] = −i[H, ρ] − 1
2

∑
j [Lj , [Lj , ρ]] and get to the con-

clusion that any state ρ that is a strong symmetry, will
also be stationary L[ρ] = 0. The study of strong sym-
metries thus retains a special importance for this model.

Specifically, as it is always true when Lj = L†
j , the

infinite temperature state ρ∞ = 1/Tr[1] is stationary,
that is L[ρ∞] = 0. Instead, the magnetisation

∑
j σ

z
j

is not, in general, a strong symmetry and it evolves
non-trivially during the open dynamics. Nonetheless,
given the specific choice of Hamiltonian [28, 29] and dis-
sipation in Eq. (2), the pure state ρ⇑ = |⇑⟩⟨⇑| associ-
ated with all spins aligned along the z axis, is station-
ary, as it constitutes a non-trivial strong symmetry of
the model; in particular, the subspace generated by |⇑⟩
is decoherence-free [30]. Note that the two states are
not orthogonal according to the Hilbert-Schmidt scalar
product ⟨ρ, τ⟩HS := Tr[ρ† τ ] because ⟨ρ⇑, ρ∞⟩HS = 2−L;
hence it will be more useful in the following to consider
ρ′∞ := (1− ρ⇑)/Tr[1− ρ⇑], whose local properties differ
from those of ρ∞ by a term that is exponentially small

in the system size but that is orthogonal to ρ⇑.
No additional states are stationary. In order to prove

this statement, we consider the Lindbladian L, which
is a linear non-Hermitian superoperator, and study its
complex spectrum, plotted in Fig. 1(a), obtained with
the exact-diagonalization (ED) of a spin chain of size
L = 6. The calculation is performed with the open-source
python-framework QuTiP [31, 32]. The inset shows that
the eigenvalue λ = 0 is two-fold degenerate, and we have
checked that the two associated eigenvectors can be iden-
tified with ρ∞ and ρ⇑. This feature is compatible with
properties of the commutant algebra [20, 33–35] of the
model, derived in the End Matter (EM) and detailed in
the Supplemental Material (SM) [36], that encodes im-
portant information about the stationary states.

The numerics allows us also to conclude that the Lind-
bladian spectral gap, ∆ = minλ̸=0 |Re[λ]| does not close
with system size, and specifically that it has a large-L
scaling ∆(L) ≃ ∆0+

∆1

L2 with ∆0 ̸= 0 whenever g ̸= 0 [37].
The numerical scaling of ∆(L) is presented in Fig. 1(b)
for sizes up to L = 12. We have observed that the spe-
cific value of ∆0 depends on the choice of open versus
periodic boundary conditions (see EM).

Dynamics — We argue that any initial pure state
|ψ⟩ that is orthogonal to |⇑⟩ must relax eventually to-
wards ρ′∞. The approach to ρ′∞ can be quantified by the
normalized Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product:

θ′∞(t) :=
Tr[ρ′∞ρ(t)]√

Tr[ρ′2∞]Tr[ρ(t)2]
, (3)

that generalizes the scalar product |⟨ψ|ψ′⟩|2 (which holds
for pure states). Since ρ′∞ and ρ(t) are positive and Her-
mitian operators, θ′∞(t) ≥ 0. Moreover, by the Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality θ′∞(t) ≤ 1 and θ′∞(t) = 1 if and only
if ρ(t) ≡ ρ′∞; in particular, whenever ⟨ψ| ⇑⟩ = 0, θ′∞(t)
is expected to converge to 1 at sufficiently large time t.

We employ the ITensor julia library [38, 39] and de-
velop a tensor-network representation of the density
matrices ρ′∞ and ρ(t), where the latter is computed with
an algorithm based on the time-dependent variational
principle [40, 41] that integrates the dynamics (1); details
are given in the EM. The scalar product θ′∞(t) has a nat-
ural interpretation in terms of tensor-network contrac-
tions and can be efficiently computed. This allows us to
study chains of length L = 40, which would not have been
possible with ED techniques (although we benchmarked
our algorithm against ED for smaller system sizes).

Our results are plotted in Fig. 2(a) and demonstrate
the time-evolution towards ρ′∞ of three translationally-
invariant initial states orthogonal to |⇑⟩, namely the
fully-polarized state |⇓⟩ with all spins in the |↓⟩ state,
the antiferromagnetic Néel state |Néel⟩ = |↑↓↑↓↑↓ . . .⟩,
and the state |↑↓↓↓↑↓↓↓ . . .⟩. We also verified numeric-
ally the fact that |⇑⟩ is stationary and retains θ′∞(t) = 0
at all times.
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Figure 2. (a) Time-evolution of θ′∞(t) for the initial states
|⇓⟩, |Néel⟩, |↑↓↓↓↑↓↓↓ . . .⟩, and |⇑⟩. The parameters are
[J, g, γ, L] = [0.5, 0, 5, 1, 40]. (b) Time-evolution of η(t) for
the initial state |↑ . . . ↑→↑ . . . ↑⟩. We observe that the upper
bound is saturated for g = 0.

These results highlight the separation of the Hilbert
space into two disconnected subspaces. On the one hand,
we have the state |⇑⟩ and the associated subspace S⇑.
On the other hand, the subspace T⇑, orthogonal to S⇑,
is characterized by a total loss of information concerning
the initial conditions, and an eventual relaxation toward
the stationary state ρ′∞.

We now show that any coherence between the two sub-
spaces T⇑ and S⇑ is lost exponentially in time by intro-
ducing the quantifier:

η(t) :=
∑

|σ⟩̸=|⇑⟩

|⟨σ| ρ(t) |⇑⟩|2 , (4)

where {|σ⟩} is a basis for the Hilbert space of the en-
tire spin chain composed of states that are simultan-
eous eigenstates of all σz

j ; the sum is restricted over
a basis of T⇑. With a few simple algebraic passages,
we obtain the following suggestive rewriting: η(t) =

⟨⇑| ρ(t)2 |⇑⟩ − ⟨⇑| ρ(t) |⇑⟩2, which proposes the simple in-
terpretation of η(t) as the variance of the operator ρ(t)
on the state |⇑⟩, and proves that the definition of η(t) is
basis independent. By definition, 0 ≤ η(t) ≤ 1.

In the EM, we detail a few algebraic passages that
demonstrate the inequality d

dtη(t) ≤ −4γη(t), and thus
that η(t) ≤ η(0)e−4γt, proving an exponential decay in
time of the coherence between the two subspaces as-
sociated with the two different dynamics. We expli-
citly verified this prediction with our ITensors numerics
for a system of length L = 40 initialized in the state
|↑ . . . ↑→↑ . . . ↑⟩. Our results are reported in Fig. 2(b)
and satisfy the exponential bound we just derived.

Open-system quantum many-body scars — The
results presented so far motivate the interpretation of the
Lindblad model in Eq. (1) as an open-system generaliza-
tion of quantum many-body scars, and specifically of isol-
ated scars [28, 29]. In the Hamiltonian evolution frame-
work, the remarkable property of a quantum many-body
scar is the fact that it exceptionally escapes thermaliza-
tion, namely that it maintains information on the initial
condition [7–10]. For our model, it is not possible to
speak of thermalization in a strict sense, as the MBOQS
dynamics we are focusing on does not conserve energy,
and rather the system relaxes generically towards the in-
finite temperature state, without the possibility of con-
sidering different temperatures. Yet, as it happens in the
unitary framework, there is a competition between (i) a
generic ergodic behaviour that erases information on the
initial state and produces an incoherent mixture of any
state in T⇑, and (ii) an exceptional one in S⇑, that only
pertains to a unique well-defined initial state. According
to us, the analogy with scars is meaningful.

Definitions of quantum many-body scars in MBOQS
have already appeared in the literature. In Ref. [42] it
has been shown that scars can be stationary states of
specific models, but no competition between generic and
exceptional dynamics is present there, so that the model
is very close to the literature on dissipative quantum state
engineering. In Ref. [43] a family of stationary states in
Lindblad models supporting a strong symmetry are iden-
tified and admit a simple tensor-network representation;
it is not obvious to us that these models feature a compet-
ition between generic and exceptional dynamics, due to
the presence of the strong symmetry. Our work instead
wants to insist exactly on that point. For other works
on the general subject of non-ergodicity and the retain
of quantum coherence in open systems, see Refs. [44–46].

Hydrodynamics of the interface — We conclude
by discussing initial states that are spatially inhomogen-
eous and can be interpreted as interfaces of the two sta-
tionary states that we have identified. We consider the
simplest, that has on the left half-chain j < 0 the infinite-
temperature state and on the right half-chain j ≥ 0 the
scar: with a slight abuse of notation, we denote it as
ρ(0) = ρ∞⊗ρ⇑. According to the theory presented above,
this state should evolve at late time towards the state
ρ∞, apart from negligible corrections that scale as 2−L;
it thus constitutes an excellent playground for studying
how an isolated scar affects the thermalization dynamics
in a MBOQS.

The numerical results obtained with the use of MPOs
and the ITensor library are presented in Fig. 3. The plot
of the local magnetization ⟨σz

j (t)⟩ := Tr[σz
j ρ(t)] shows

the progressive melting of the fully-polarized scar, a phe-
nomenology compatible with the expectation that this
initial state should thermalize. The interface drifts to-
wards the right and as time flows it smooths out, even
if it is initially sharp. Our goal is to present a descrip-
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Figure 3. Magnetization profile ⟨σz
j (t)⟩ as a function of j

and t. The initial state is obtained by joining the infinite-
temperature state, with support j ∈ [−L/2 + 1, 0], and the
full-aligned up state along the z-axis elsewhere. The evolu-
tion is performed for the model in Eqs. (1) with the following
parameters: [J, g, γ, L] = [0.5, 0.5, 1, 40].

tion of the interface dynamics in Fig. 3 and to develop
a suitable hydrodynamic theory even if the system does
not support local strong symmetries: we employ a mem-
brane picture [47, 48] to describe the fluctuating dynam-
ics of the interface separating the infinite temperature
state and the scar respectively.

We are able to pinpoint analytically this picture in
the large-γ limit of the dynamics (1) using the second-
order perturbation theory for g/γ, J/γ ≪ 1 introduced in
Ref. [17] for dephasing models. It is based on an effective
Lindbladian Leff that acts onto the states ρσ = |σ⟩⟨σ|,
which are easily proven to be the only stationary states
in the limit g, J = 0 and thus determine the late-time
dynamics t≫ γ−1 of the model for g/γ, J/γ ≪ 1.

The action of Leff onto a density matrix ρ(t) =∑
σ pσ(t) |σ⟩⟨σ| , is most easily described using the Doi-

Peliti formalism that represents the density matrix ρ(t)
as a vector |ρ(t)) =∑σ pσ(t)|σ) that satisfies the uncon-
ventional normalization condition

∑
σ pσ = 1 [49, 50].

The Lindblad dynamics d
dtρ(t) = Leff[ρ(t)] is translated

into the form d
dt |ρ(t)) = −W |ρ(t)) with the Markov gen-

erator (see EM and SM [36])

W =− J2

4γ

∑
j

(
σx
j σ

x
j+1 + σy

j σ
y
j+1 + σz

jσ
z
j+1 − 1

)
+

+ 2
g2

γ

∑
j

(
πx
j π

z
j+1 + πx

j+1π
z
j + πz

j−1π
x
j π

z
j+1

)
. (5)

Since the dynamics induced by W cannot be determ-
ined analytically, we propose a simplified Markov gener-
ator for which the interface dynamics can be solved ana-
lytically: W̃ = W − 2(g2/γ)

∑
j π

z
j−1π

x
j π

z
j+1 so that the

terms coupling three sites are discarded. We also make
a specific choice of the parameters, namely J2/4γ = 1/6

and 2g2/γ = 1/6: this allows us to provide rigorous es-
timates for the spectral gap (reported in the SM [36])
and exact calculations for the interface dynamics.

We introduce the vector |•) = 1
2 (| ↑) + | ↓)), namely

the local infinite temperature state, and we define the
state |x) ≡ | • · · · • •

x
↑↑ . . . ↑), representing an in-

terface between the positions x and x + 1. The states
|x) are the essence of the membrane picture. By ex-
plicit computation, it is possible to show that W̃ |x) =
|x)− 2

3 |x+1)− 1
3 |x−1), and therefore the space of single

domain-wall states is closed under Markov dynamics; in
particular, the evolution reduces to a one-dimensional
Brownian motion with drift on the lattice, which can
be solved exactly using the Fourier transform. The ex-
plicit solution is |ρ(t)) = e−W̃ t|x = 0) =

∑
x p(x, t)|x)

with p(x, t) ≡
∫ π

−π
dk
2π exp (−ε(k)t+ ikx) , where ε(k) =

1− cos(k)+ i
3 sin k. Here, p(x, t) is the probability distri-

bution of the domain-wall position; in the large t limit,
we approximate it as

p(x, t) ≃ 1√
2πDt

exp

(
− (x− vt)2

2Dt

)
. (6)

where v = 1/3 and D = 1, the drift velocity and the
diffusion constant respectively, are defined by the small
k expansion ε(k) ≃ ivk + 1

2Dk2 +O(k3).
We now discuss the time evolution of the expectation

value of σz
j plotted in Fig. 3, which is a local classical

observable (namely, it is diagonal in the {|σ)} basis).
The expectation value of the local magnetization oper-
ator σz

j is particularly simple, ⟨σz
j (t)⟩ =

∑
j′<j p(j

′, t);
in the large-scale hydrodynamic limit where the discrete
lattice site j is replaced by a continuous variable x, it can
be approximated by

⟨σz(x, t)⟩ ≃
∫ x−vt√

Dt

−∞

du√
2π

exp

(
−u

2

2

)
, (7)

and it is thus proportional to the Error function.
In Fig. 4 we show that the membrane picture gives

an accurate description of the interface hydrodynamics.
By collapsing the data presented in Fig. 3 against the
rescaled variable (x−vt)/

√
Dt, we show that the interface

is actually evolving via a diffusive broadening with drift,
even if the analytical picture was developed in the large
dissipation limit. The values of v and D employed in the
figure have been fitted.

Late-time asymptotics and spectral gap We
conclude by mentioning an interesting feature of our
model. In the first part of the letter, we showed that the
Lindbladian gap is finite in the thermodynamic limit. In
general, this should be interpreted as the existence of a
finite asymptotic decoherence rate, and thus of a typical
time-scale τ0 ∼ 1/∆0 that does not depend on the sys-
tem size and that gives an upper bound to the time that
is necessary for the system to reach stationarity. Our
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Figure 4. Profile of the magnetization shown in Fig. 3 as a
function of the scaling variable (j−vt)/

√
t. The rescaled data

collapse onto the universal function described by Eq. (7), rep-
resented by the red dashed line. The velocity v is determined
by interpolating numerically, at each time t, the position x
where the profile satisfies ⟨σz

j (t)⟩ = 0.5. The diffusion con-
stant D is a fitting parameter. Here, v ≃ 0.453 and D ≃ 1.33.
Parameters used: [J, g, γ, L] = [0.5, 0.5, 1, 40].

numerics in Fig. 3 and the membrane analytical picture,
instead, show a very different behaviour: the interface
state displays a thermalization dynamics whose times-
cale must necessarily grow with the size of the system,
as the drift velocity and the diffusion constant are fi-
nite in the thermodynamic limit. This result suggests
that the identification of the bona fide asymptotic decay
rate in a MBOQS requires a careful study not only of
the Lindbladian spectral properties, but also of the size-
dependence of the decomposition of initial states onto the
eigenvectors of the Lindbladian [24–27].

Conclusions — We have discussed a MBOQS de-
phasing model with an exceptional and pure stationary
state |⇑⟩ that retains the memory of the initial condition
while any other initial state relaxes towards the infinite-
temperature state ρ′∞. We have employed this model to
stress a viewpoint on quantum many-body scars in open
systems based on the juxtaposition of generic and excep-
tional dynamics. We have shown that the presence of the
scar induces in the model a diffusive phenomenon that is
not linked to local strong symmetries. The work opens
the path toward the study of dynamics in the presence
of exceptional stationary states, the universal features of
the long-time dynamics, and their relation with the spec-
tral properties of the Lindbladian [12, 51, 52].
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End Matter

Commutant algebra — We discuss the properties
of the commutant algebra (reviewed in [33, 34]) associ-
ated with the model in Eq. (1) of the main text. Such
analysis is particularly useful for open quantum systems,
as shown in Ref. [20], since it allows us to identify in
general a set of (both local and non-local) symmetries
associated with the terms appearing in the Lindbladian
(for a generic choice of the couplings). For instance, given
the Hamiltonian H =

∑
j hj and the local dissipators Lj ,

one defines the commutant algebra C

C := {O| [O, hj ] = [O, Lj ] = [O, L†
j ] = 0 ∀j}. (8)

We observe that the dissipators of (1) are hermitian,
L†
j = Lj , and both 1 and |⇑⟩⟨⇑| belong to C. Specifically,

one can show that C = Span{1, |⇑⟩⟨⇑|}, meaning that
these operators generate the entire commutant algebra.
We sketch the proof below:

• Since we are interested in g, J ̸= 0 being generic, we
will focus on operators that commute with both the
hopping and the East-West term in the Hamilto-
nian.

• We identify the operators that commute with
σz
j , σ

z
j+1, (1− σz

j )σ
x
j+1, (1− σz

j+1)σ
x
j at a given po-

sition j. One can check that these also commute
with σ+

j σ
−
j+1 + σ−

j σ
+
j+1.

• Finally, one intersects progressively the spaces of
operators introduced above over the site index j.
The result of this procedure, which can be obtained
using induction over the length of the chain, gives
precisely Span{1, |⇑⟩⟨⇑|}.

As a final remark, we point out that, for specific choices
of the couplings, as for example g = 0 (where

∑
j σ

z

is conserved), additional symmetries can be present
and the commutant algebra becomes larger: we dub
that as a fine-tuning. In particular, since C ⊆ kerL
(from the definition (8)) and a double degeneracy of



6

the zero-eigenvalue is observed at g, J ̸= 0 (that is,
kerL = Span{1, |⇑⟩⟨⇑|}), one safely concludes that C =
Span{1, |⇑⟩⟨⇑|}. Additional details are given in the SM.

Spectral properties of the Lindbladian — Here,
we discuss the spectral properties of the Lindbladian in
Eq. (1). We first, summarize the main steps to obtain
the effective Markov generator W in Eq. (5), in the limit
of small g/γ, J/γ. The method is based on second-order
perturbation theory on the Lindbladian, and it has been
employed in [17]:

• One first identifies the spectrum of the dissipator,
found for g, J = 0 in Eq. (1). An explicit cal-
culation shows that matrix elements of the form
|σ⟩⟨σ′|, with σ,σ′ spin configurations in the z-
direction, are eigenvectors and their eigenvalue is
proportional to the number of mismatches between
σ and σ′. In particular, in the absence of perturb-
ation, the manifold of stationary states, associated
with λ = 0, is generated by the diagonal elements
|σ⟩⟨σ|.

• For small g, J ̸= 0, the large degeneracy of the
Lindbladian is split and, at the lowest order, the ef-
fective couplings between unperturbed eigenvectors
are given by virtual transitions onto unperturbed
eigenspaces.

• Specifically, from the effective couplings between
the diagonal elements |σ⟩⟨σ|, one can identify an
effective Lindbladian which describes the low spec-
trum of L (and having the same matrix elements
of −W ). This allows us to reduce the complex-
ity of diagonalizing a 4L × 4L matrix, associated
with L, to the diagonalization of a 2L× 2L matrix,
corresponding to W , as far as the low-spectrum is
concerned.

The explicit calculations to obtain the expression of W
are straightforward but lengthy, and they are reported in
the SM. As a byproduct, we perform a numerical check
and we compare the spectrum of L and that of −W ob-
tained via exact diagonalization using the open-source
Python package QuSpin [53, 54]; in Fig. 5 we show the
results for L = 4, with [g, J, γ] = [0.5, 0.5, 100].

We now discuss the properties of the lowest energy
states of the Markov generator above the ground state
manifold. First, we observe that W ≥ 0 and has |⇑⟩ and
|⇒⟩ as exact eigenstates with vanishing energy (corres-
ponding with the exceptional stationary state and the
infinite temperature state, belonging to the kernel of the
Lindbladian). Being this operator gapped, as shown nu-
merically in Fig. 1, one expects that its first excited
states correspond to domain-wall excitations, interpol-
ating between the two ground states, at given momenta
(a property that we found analytically for the simpli-
fied model W̃ introduced in the main text): while this is
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Figure 5. Comparison between the slow decaying modes of
the Lindbladian L and the spectrum of the effective Hamilto-
nian −W . The parameters are [J, g, γ, L] = [0.5, 0.5, 100, 4].
In the top inset, the full spectrum of L is represented. In
the bottom inset, we show the real part of the slow decaying
modes labeled by the index i.

formally correct for infinite systems, carefulness is needed
for finite systems, and the choice of boundary conditions
plays a role. For instance, while a single domain wall
can be present with open boundary conditions, only an
even number of them can be hosted in the periodic chain:
this is analogous to the properties of the spectrum of the
quantum Ising chain [55]. As a consequence, the origin of
the spectral gap is traced back to a 1− or 2−domain wall
excitation with the lowest possible momenta (allowed
from the quantization induced by the boundary condi-
tions), for the open/periodic chain respectively. While
the previous discussion refers to the Markov generator,
we expect that similar properties holds for the Lindbla-
dian. In particular, a discrepancy between the spectral
gap with the two aforementioned boundary conditions is
explicitly observed: in Fig. 6 we show the results with
periodic boundary conditions, that have to be compared
with those in Fig. 1

Details on the tensor-network numerical com-
putations — Here, we give some details on the im-
plementation of the tensor-network numerical simula-
tions. We vectorize the density matrix ρ, as done
in Refs. [56, 57]. In this representation, the Lind-
bladian L becomes a linear operator. We represent
the vectorized ρ as a matrix-product-state and L as
a matrix-product-operator. The time-evolution is per-
formed using the Time-Dependent Variational Principle
(TDVP) [41, 58, 59]. In this way, we are able to sim-
ulate chains of L = 40 sites up to time t = 30 for
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Figure 6. Lindbladian gap ∆ as function of 1/L2 for L ∈
{6, . . . , 12} and periodic boundary conditions.

[J, g, γ] = [0.5, 0.5, 1]. The bond-dimension, the num-
ber of sweeps and the time-step used in all this work are
χ = 200, nsweeps = 5 and δt = 0.1 respectively.

On the exponential loss of coherence between
S⇑ and T⇑ — We discuss here the exponential loss of
coherence between |⇑⟩ and the states orthogonal to it,
expressed by the quantity η(t) in Eq. (4). To study its
behavior, we consider the evolution of ⟨σ| ρ(t) |⇑⟩, with
|σ⟩ ≠ |⇑⟩. A simple calculation, starting from Eq. (1)
gives

d

dt
⟨σ| ρ(t) |⇑⟩ =

⟨σ| − i[H, ρ(t)] + γ
∑
j

(σz
j ρ(t)σ

z
j (t)− ρ(t)) |⇑⟩ .

(9)

Using H |⇑⟩ = 0 and σz
j |⇑⟩ = |⇑⟩, we express

d

dt
⟨σ| ρ(t) |⇑⟩ = −

∑
|σ′⟩̸=|⇑⟩

⟨σ|K |σ′⟩ ⟨σ′| ρ(t) |⇑⟩ (10)

with K = iH + γ
∑

j(1− σz
j ). In other words, the evolu-

tion of ⟨σ| ρ(t) |⇑⟩, seen as a column vector with entries
parametrized by σ, is ruled by the matrix K. We observe
that K+K† = 2γ

∑
j(1−σz

j ), and therefore the eigenval-
ues of K+K† are ≥ 4γ in the subspace orthogonal to |⇑⟩.
As a consequence, the entries of ⟨σ| ρ(t) |⇑⟩ are expected
to decay exponentially with a rate proportional to γ. A
quantitative estimate can be provided for the quantifier
η(t) and, after straightforward algebra, we obtain

− d

dt
η(t) = ⟨⇑| ρ(t)(K +K†)ρ(t) |⇑⟩ ≥ 4γη(t) (11)

which implies η(t) ≤ e−4γtη(0).
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Supplemental Material:
“Exceptional stationary state in a dephasing many-body open quantum system”

Commutant algebra

In this section, we discuss the properties of the commutant algebra (reviewed in [33, 34]) associated with the model
in Eq. (1). We will prove that the commutant algebra of (1) is generated by the two stationary states 1 and |⇑⟩⟨⇑|.

Before entering the calculations, we briefly review some basic definitions and properties of algebras and their
commutants. Given a set of operators {Oj}, we denote the (C∗-)algebra they generate by Alg ({Oj}): this is a vector
space of operators that is closed under products and the adjoint operation † and it contains the identity 1. For any
algebra of operators A, we introduce its commutant

C[A] ≡ {c| [c, a] = 0 ∀a ∈ A}. (12)

Given two algebras A1,A2, we consider A1 · A2 ≡ Alg ({A1,A2}) the algebra generated by their products: one can
show from the definition (12) that

C[A1 · A2] = C[A1]
⋂
C[A2]. (13)

In other words, the commutant of A1 · A2 contains the operators that commute with both A1 and A2. Lastly, we
recall that, in the context of open quantum systems, it is convenient to associate the commutant algebra with the
local terms of Lindbladians, that is

C ≡ C[Alg{hj , Lj}j ]. (14)

Here, hj is the Hamiltonian density, satisfying H =
∑

j hj , and Lj are the jump operators entering the dissipative
term of the Lindbladian. In particular, from (1) and (14), one gets L[C] = 0, meaning that C ⊆ Ker(L) and the
elements of the commutant algebra generate stationary states.

We now focus on the model (1) and, with a direct calculation, we show directly

Span{1, |⇑⟩⟨⇑|} ⊆ C, (15)

since both the stationary state and the scar are annihilated by each term of the Lindbladian. In the remaining part
of this section, we will prove that equality holds in Eq. (15). To do so, we follow this strategy:

• We identify the commutant algebra associated with operators inserted on a given site j = j0. Specifically, since
the Hamiltonian density contains 2-site operators, the associated operators have support on j0 and j0 + 1.

• We intersect it with the commutant algebra associated with insertions at j = j0 + 1.

• We progressively reiterate this process, by intersecting commutant algebras at any position j.

Without loss of generality, we consider j0 = 1, restricting the analysis on the operators acting on j = 1, 2 (isomporhic
to End(C2 ⊗ C2)). Here, straightforward linear algebra shows that

C[Alg{σz ⊗ 1, 1⊗ σz}] = Span{|↑↑⟩⟨↑↑| , |↑↓⟩⟨↑↓| , |↓↑⟩⟨↓↑| , |↓↓⟩⟨↓↓|},
C[Alg{(1− σz)⊗ σx}] =

(
|↑⟩⟨↑| ⊗ End(C2)

)
⊕ (|↓⟩⟨↓| ⊗ Span{|→⟩⟨→| , |←⟩⟨←|}) ,

C[Alg{σx ⊗ (1− σz)}] =
(
End(C2)⊗ |↑⟩⟨↑|

)
⊕ (Span{|→⟩⟨→| , |←⟩⟨←|} ⊗ |↓⟩⟨↓|) .

(16)

We intersect the three spaces above and the result is

C[Alg{σz ⊗ 1, 1⊗ σz, (1− σz)⊗ σx, σx ⊗ (1− σz)}] = Span{1, |↑↑⟩⟨↑↑|}; (17)

this is explicitly the commutant [60] for a chain of length L = 2. We now consider the operators with support on
j = 1, 2, 3 as elements of End

(
(C2)⊗3

)
, coming from the insertions at j = 1, 2. We embed [61] the commutant (17) in

this space, and similarly the one associated with j = 2: we intersect them, and, after simple calculations, we obtain
Span{1, |↑↑↑⟩⟨↑↑↑|}. We repeat this procedure and, by induction, we eventually find the equality in Eq. (15)
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Effective Lindbladian

Here, we give details regarding the computation of the effective Markov generator W in (5), obtained using per-
turbation theory. It is convenient to consider the doubled Hilbert space H ⊗ H∗, with H the Hilbert space of the
chain and H∗ its dual. In particular, we regard ρ as a vector of H ⊗ H∗ and L as an operator acting on it, that is
L ∈ End(H⊗H∗). In this formalism, we express the Lindbladian in Eq. (1) as

L = −i(H ⊗ 1∗ − 1⊗H∗) +
∑
j

[
Lj ⊗ (L†

j)
∗ − 1

2
(L†

jLj)⊗ 1∗ − 1

2
1⊗ (L†

jLj)
∗], (18)

where the action of O1 ⊗O∗
2 ∈ End(H⊗H∗) on ρ is (O1 ⊗O∗

2)ρ = O1ρO2. The unperturbed Lindbladian (obtained
for H = 0) is

L(0) := −2γ
∑
j

1− σz
j ⊗ (σz

j )
∗

2
. (19)

We identify its eigenspaces

Vn = Span{|σ⟩⟨σ′|}, (20)

where σ,σ′ are spin-configurations in the z-basis which differ by n spins (n = 0, . . . , L), with eigenvalue λn ≡ −2γn.
We denote the associated spectral projector by Πj . We apply second-order perturbation, treating perturbatively the
commutator −i[H, ·]. We do so, and we identify an effective Lindbladian Leff acting on V0

Leff ≃ (−i)2
∑
n̸=0

Π0(H ⊗ 1∗ − 1⊗H∗)Πn
1

λ0 − λn
Πn(H ⊗ 1∗ − 1⊗H∗)Π0 =

−2
∑
n ̸=0

Π0(H ⊗ 1∗)Πn(H ⊗ 1∗)Π0

λ0 − λn
+ 2

∑
n̸=0

Π0(H ⊗ 1∗)Πn(1⊗H∗)Π0

λ0 − λn
.

(21)

It is worth observing that, for the specific Hamiltonian H in Eq. (2), (1⊗H∗), (H ⊗ 1∗) connects V0 to Vn for n = 1
(through the East-West term) and n = 2 (via the hopping term) only. Before entering the calculation of (21), which
is lengthy, albeit straightforward, we remind that the validity of this approach is justified whenever the spectral gap
above V0 persists in the presence of the perturbation (g, J ̸= 0): this might be an issue in the thermodynamic limit
L→∞, and only focus in the regime of g, J at fixed L.

Following Ref. [17], we characterize Leff through its action over |σ⟩⟨σ| and via the equivalence Leff ↔ −W . We
consider the East-West term in Eq. (2) first, which generates terms ∝ g2/γ in Leff. We focus on the contributions
appearing in the first term in the r.h.s. of (21). We compute them obtaining

•
[
σx
j

(
1−σz

j+1

2

)
⊗ 1∗

]
Π1

[
σx
j

(
1−σz

j+1

2

)
⊗ 1∗

]
·|σ⟩⟨σ| =

[(
1−σz

j+1

2

)
⊗ 1∗

]
·|σ⟩⟨σ|. A similar term from the exchange

j ↔ j + 1 appears. These generate a term 4 (2g)2

2γ

∑
j

1−σz
j+1

2 in W .

•
[
σx
j

(
1−σz

j+1

2

)
⊗ 1∗

]
Π1

[
σx
j

(
1−σz

j−1

2

)
⊗ 1∗

]
· |σ⟩⟨σ| =

[(
1−σz

j

2

)(
1−σz

j+1

2

)
⊗ 1∗

]
· |σ⟩⟨σ|. A similar term with

j + 1↔ j − 1, j ↔ j gives the same contribution; finally, we obtain a term 4 (2g)2

2γ

∑
j

1−σz
j−1

2

1−σz
j+1

2 for W .

In the second term in Eq. (21), these contributions appear:

•
[
σx
j

(
1−σz

j+1

2

)
⊗ 1∗

]
Π1

[
1⊗

(
σx
j

(
1−σz

j+1

2

))∗]
· |σ⟩⟨σ| =

[(
1−σz

j+1

2

)
σx
j ⊗ (σx

j )
∗
]
· |σ⟩⟨σ|. A similar term from the

exchange j ↔ j + 1 appears. These generate a term −2 (2g)2

2γ

∑
j

1−σz
j

2 (σx
j+1 + σx

j−1) in W .

•
[
σx
j

(
1−σz

j+1

2

)
⊗ 1∗

]
Π1

[
1⊗

(
σx
j

(
1−σz

j−1

2

))∗]
·|σ⟩⟨σ| =

[(
1−σz

j−1

2

)(
1−σz

j+1

2

)
σx
j ⊗ (σx

j )
∗
]
·|σ⟩⟨σ|. A similar term,

with j +1↔ j − 1, j ↔ j exchanged in the previous formula, gives the same contribution; finally, we obtain the
term −4 (2g)2

2γ

∑
j

1−σz
j−1

2 σx
j
1−σz

j+1

2 for W .
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For the hopping term in Eq. (2), which gives a contribution proportional to J2/γ for W , the calculations are
reported below. We observe, that σ+

j σ
−
j+1 + σ−

j σ
+
j+1 = σx

j σ
x
j+1

(
1−σz

j σ
z
j+1

2

)
, and it acts in the z basis by flipping the

two spins at j and j + 1 only when they are different. Thus, from the first term in (21), we obtain

• [(σ+
j σ

−
j+1 + σ−

j σ
+
j+1) ⊗ 1∗]Π2[(σ

+
j σ

−
j+1 + σ−

j σ
+
j+1) ⊗ 1∗] · |σ⟩⟨σ| =

[
1−σz

j σ
z
j+1

2 ⊗ 1∗
]
· |σ⟩⟨σ|. This contributes as

J2

4γ

∑
j

1−σz
j σ

z
j+1

2 to W .

Similarly, from the second term of (21):

• [(σ+
j σ

−
j+1 + σ−

j σ
+
j+1) ⊗ 1∗]Π2[1 ⊗ (σ+

j σ
−
j+1 + σ−

j σ
+
j+1)

∗] · |σ⟩⟨σ| =
[
1−σz

j σ
z
j+1

2 σx
j σ

x
j+1 ⊗ (σx

j σ
x
j+1)

∗
]
· |σ⟩⟨σ|. This

contributes as −J2

4γ

∑
j σ

x
j σ

x
j+1

1−σz
j σ

z
j+1

2 = −J2

4γ

∑
j(σ

x
j σ

x
j+1 + σy

j σ
y
j+1) to W .

Putting everything together, we arrive at the expression in Eq. (5). As a byproduct of the validity of the result,
we easily check ⟨⇒|W = 0: such a property corresponds, in the Doi-Peliti formalism, to the conservation of the
probability. While this is required for a well-defined Markov chain, it is not completely obvious that this property
holds consistently through the perturbative analysis.

Properties of the Markov generator W̃

In this section, we discuss the properties of the operator W̃ defined in the main text. We write W̃ =
∑

j w̃j , with
w̃j acting on j and j + 1 whose matrix representation (in the basis {|↑↑⟩ , |↑↓⟩ , |↓↑⟩ , |↓↓⟩}) is

w̃j =
1

3


0 0 0 0
0 2 −1 −1
0 −1 2 −1
0 −1 −1 2

 . (22)

In particular, the entries are chosen so that the configuration |↑↑⟩ is stationary, while the other three mix among each
other with equal rates. This allows us to identify two sectors, namely Span{|⇑⟩} and its orthogonal complement: the
first is associated with the stationary state |⇑⟩, while the second is associated with

1

2L − 1

(∑
σ

|σ⟩ − |⇑⟩
)

=
2L

2L − 1
|•⟩ − 1

2L − 1
|⇑⟩ , (23)

that is the infinite temperature state |•⟩ with the contribution of |⇑⟩ being subtracted; this subtraction does not play
a role in the infinite volume limit L→∞, since the discrepancy with |•⟩ is exponentially small in L.

No additional stationary states are present at any finite size L, and kerW̃ = Span{|⇑⟩ , |⇒⟩}: to prove it rigorously,
we observe that w̃j are frustration-free generators, meaning that w̃j ≥ 0. Consequently [62], the kernel, spanned by
the stationary states, is

ker W̃ =
⋂
j

ker w̃j . (24)

One can intersect the kernels of w̃j explicitly, obtaining the final result via Eq. (24). We point out that the same
technique can be applied for W in Eq. (5), which gives kerW = Span{|⇑⟩ , |⇒⟩}.

The analysis of the spectral gap of W̃ is less straightforward. Nonetheless, for the specific choice of the generators
w̃j , that are 2-site projectors (satisfying (w̃j)

2 = w̃j) it is possible to use a technique introduced by Knabe in Ref.
[63], to prove the existence of a finite spectral gap: we briefly review it here. The method boils down to analyzing
the energy spectrum at finite size in open boundary conditions; in particular, we introduce

W̃L =

L−1∑
j=1

w̃j , (25)

that acts non-trivially on the first L sites, and, given its spectral gap EL, one can show [63]

lim inf
L′→∞

EL′ ≥ L− 1

L− 2

(
EL −

1

L− 1

)
∀L ≥ 3. (26)
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This gives an explicit lower bound to the spectral gap, that can be computed numerically for small system sizes (for
example L = 3, 4). In our specific case, we find, by exact diagonalization

L− 1

L− 2

(
EL −

1

L− 1

)
≃ 0.05719, L = 3, (27)

that guarantees the finiteness of the spectral gap in the infinite volume limit.
In the rest of this section, we study the (quantum) single-particle problem associated with the propagation of a

kink, and we relate it to the spectral gap of W̃ . We introduce the states

|x⟩q ≡ |→ · · · →→x ↑↑ . . . ↑⟩ , (28)

which differ from |x), introduced in the main text, by a (x-dependent) proportionality constant. From Eq. (22), we
find that

w̃j |→↑⟩j,j+1 = −
√
2

3
|→→⟩j,j+1 −

√
2

3
|↑↑⟩j,j+1 + |→↑⟩j,j+1 , w̃j |↑↑⟩j,j+1 = w̃j |→→⟩j,j+1 = 0, (29)

implying

W̃ |x⟩q = −
√
2

3

(
|x− 1⟩q + |x+ 1⟩q

)
+ |x⟩q . (30)

The associated quantum dynamics can be solved exactly as

e−iW̃ t |x = 0⟩q =
∑
x

ψ(x, t) |x⟩q , ψ(x, t) =

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
eikx−iE(k)t (31)

and the single-particle dispersion E(k) is

E(k) = 1− 2
√
2

3
cos k > 0. (32)

Interestingly, the lowest energy of the band is E(k = 0) ≃ 0.05719 which is exactly the lower bound of the gap obtained
in (27) via the Knabe’s method: thus, we identify E(k = 0) as the spectral gap of the model and the one-kink band
as the low energy spectrum.

.


	 Exceptional stationary state in a dephasing many-body open quantum system
	Abstract
	References
	Commutant algebra
	Effective Lindbladian
	Properties of the Markov generator 


