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We consider the dynamics in the one-dimensional quantum Ising model in which each spin coher-
ently interacts with its phononic mode. The model is motivated by quantum simulators based on
Rydberg atoms in tweezers or trapped ions. The configuration of two domain walls simulates the
particle-antiparticle connecting string. We concentrate on the effect the local vibrations have on
the dynamics of this initial state. Our study supplements recent investigations of string breaking,
traditionally studied within quantum chromodynamics (QCD), to quantum many-body systems.
Two regimes are identified depending on the strength of the coupling with local vibrations. For
weak coupling, the string breaking is slowed down as compared to the dynamics in an isolated Ising
string. The strong coupling leads to complicated dynamics in which the domain wall character of
excitation is dissolved among many coupled states.

1. INTRODUCTION

Quantum chromodynamics (QCD) is a non-Abelian
gauge theory formulated on the SU(3) symmetry group,
describing the strong interaction, which is a fundamental
force responsible for the binding of quarks and gluons into
protons, neutrons, and other hadrons [1–3]. The theory’s
complexity is attributed to features such as asymptotic
freedom [4, 5] and color confinement [6–9], which lead to
a variety of phenomena observable in high-energy particle
collisions and the detailed structure of atomic nuclei. In
particular, quark confinement occurs due to the squeez-
ing of the chromoelectric flux into a string-like structure
known as the QCD string, a consequence of nonperturba-
tive vacuum effects [10–14]. The string breaks beyond a
critical separation distance due to the creation of quark-
antiquark pairs.

One of the most important avenues in high-energy
physics is the real-time dynamics of QCD phenomena.
In the last few years the studies of Lattice Gauge The-
ory (LGT) models have been tackled from the point of
view of quantum simulators [15–21]. Quantum Simula-
tors are anticipated to have the capability to directly in-
vestigate the real-time dynamics of quantum field theo-
ries [22–34]. Recent advancements in quantum hardware
have prompted research into the implementation of LGT
simulations on quantum computers. The initial quan-
tum simulations of pure non-Abelian LGT’s have been
conducted in low dimensions using quantum hardware
[35–37].

In recent years, the problem of string breaking dynam-
ics has been studied from the quantum simulator perspec-
tive in the paradigmatic quantum Ising chains [38–43].
In this context, the elementary excitations are domain
walls that can experience confining potentials due to ei-
ther symmetry-breaking fields or long-range interactions.
The gauge flux or string that connects elementary exci-

FIG. 1. Top: Exemplary initial state as defined in Eq. (3).
Brown circles indicate the mean positions of lattice sites that
are trapped inside quadratic wells (indicated by parabolas),
and the sites can vibrate like quantum harmonic oscillators
with respect to their mean position. Each site carries ↑ or
↓ spin. Two-domain walls are associated with a particle-
antiparticle pair shown in blue and red circles, while the pair
connecting string (analogous to electric gauge-flux) is shown
as a yellow-shaded ribbon. Bottom: String-broken state:
the creation of additional two domain walls inside the ini-
tial string.

tations in LGT corresponds to the magnetic domain of
spin-down states between the domain walls in the quan-
tum Ising chain. This broadens the concept of string
breaking to quantum many-body theory and makes it
accessible to experimental studies using quantum simu-
lators, such as Rydberg atoms [44, 45], trapped ions [46],
superconducting qubits [47] or optical lattices [48]. This
could help to solve the existing puzzle of nonperturbative
QCD.

In this work, we focus on a rather exotic scenario from
the point of view of LGT, but plausible from the quantum
simulator perspective. We focus on string-breaking dy-
namics in the presence of phonons. Namely, we study the
domain wall dynamics in the one-dimensional quantum
Ising model where each spin interacts with local vibra-
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tions, i.e., non-dispersive phonons. Such local vibrations
can be successfully engineered in modern analog quan-
tum simulators based on trapped long-range interacting
ultracold atoms or ions [49–59]. We show numerically
that the string-breaking mechanism is suppressed due to
the energy being exchanged with phonons i.e., excitations
of the vibrational fields.

The manuscript is organized as follows: in Section 2
we introduce the system Hamiltonian, and we define the
studied quantities indicating the dynamics of the string
breaking. In Section 3 we present numerical findings for
the string-breaking dynamics in the short-range interact-
ing one-dimensional Ising models. We discuss the results
and conclude in Section 4.

2. MODEL AND OBSERVABLES

We consider the one-dimensional spin-1/2 chain of
length L interacting with dispersionless local vibrations.
The total Hamiltonian reads

Ĥ = Ĥ0 + Ĥph + Ĥint, (1)

with

Ĥ0 = −
L−1∑
j=1

σ̂z
j σ̂z

j+1 − hx
L∑

j=1
σ̂x

j − hz
L∑

j=1
σ̂z

j ,

Ĥph = ω0
∑

j

â†
j âj ,

Ĥint = g

L∑
j=1

(â†
j + âj)σ̂z

j ,

(2)

where σ̂β
i , β = x, y, z are Pauli operators while âj(â†

j)
are bosonic annihilation (creation) operators represent-
ing local vibrations, fulfilling bosonic commutation rela-
tions [âj , â†

i ] = δi,j . The term Ĥ0 describes the quantum
Ising model with the longitudinal and transverse mag-
netic fields (with amplitudes hz, and hx, respectively) in
the open boundary conditions geometry, while the spin-
spin interaction is short-ranged. The Ĥph is a local vi-
brational Hamiltonian with energy scales set by ω0 which
controls the depth of the trapping potential around each
lattice site, see Fig. 1. Ĥint is the spin-phonon inter-
action Hamiltonian, where each z-spin component inter-
acts with local vibrations with amplitude g. Larger dis-
placement ≡ (â†

j + âj) of vibrating lattice site j induces
larger interaction energy for a fixed interaction strength
g, which in turn modifies the effect of the longitudinal
magnetic field hz. Ĥph + Ĥint resembles a Hamiltonian
of displaced quantum harmonic oscillator where the dis-
placement depends on the orientation of z-spin. Accord-
ing to the mapping between Z2 LGT and quantum Ising
chain, the mass of the matter particle is related to the ZZ-
interaction strength, hx controls the gauge-field induced
interaction between particles/antiparticles and responsi-
ble for particle creation and annihilation, finally hz is the

string-tension strength which controls the energy of the
gauge flux [60].

As the initial state, we consider the product state of
spins, with the leftmost l spins pointing up, followed by
w spins pointing down, eventually containing L − (l + w)
spin pointing up, see Fig. 1 top panel. String length is
equivalent to w. In the presence of phonons, the initial
state is formally expressed as

|Ψini⟩ =
l∏

j=1
|nj , ↑j⟩ ⊗

l+w∏
j=l+1

|nj , ↓j⟩ ⊗
L∏

j=l+w+1
|nj , ↑j⟩ ,

(3)

i.e., all spin states from the leftmost site j = 1 up to the
site j = l and from j = l + w + 1 to the right end j = L
are in | ↑⟩. The phonon number state at location j is
denoted as nj , the eigenvalue of the operator n̂j = â†

j âj .
Our goal is to provide a quantitative analysis of the

string-breaking dynamics in the presence of phonons dur-
ing the time evolution

|Ψ(t)⟩ = e−itĤ |Ψini⟩. (4)

All expectation values ⟨·, ·⟩ are taken in the time evolved
state |Ψ(t)⟩.

FIG. 2. Exemplary states representing schematically: (a)
string-contraction, (b) string-expansion, and (c) displaced
undistorted string in the same chain as in Fig. 1.

In the absence of the spin-phonon coupling (g = 0),
nj = 0, the presence of magnetic transverse field hx

breaks the string, and additional two domain walls are
formed in the middle of the original string [38, 60], see
Fig. 1 bottom panel. Stronger hx results in a faster string
breaking, compare Fig. 7 in Ref. [38]. The example shown
in Fig. 1 bottom panel is a special case of string-breaking
where the lengths of broken strings are the same, the cen-
tral w = 4 string | ↓↓↓↓⟩ maps to | ↓↑↑↓⟩. But there are
two other possibilities where the lengths of strings are dif-
ferent: | ↓↓↓↓⟩ maps to | ↓↓↑↓⟩ or | ↓↑↓↓⟩. The number
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of different string-breaking configurations will grow with
the increase of w. Besides the string-breaking there are
other three possible mechanisms as visualized in Fig. 2:
string-contraction, string-expansion, and displacement of
string without changing its length. They conserve the
number of domain walls, but result in coordinate change
of the domain walls. Figure 2(a) shows for w = 4 only
one string-contracted configuration | ↑↓↓↑⟩, other possi-
ble configurations are | ↑↓↓↓⟩, | ↑↑↑↓⟩ etc. Starting from
an initial state, in general, the quantum evolution under
Ising Hamiltonian is expected to result in a linear super-
position of all outcome states from these mechanisms.

The average number of domain walls at Bond-j be-
tween lattice sites j and j + 1 is defined as

Dj(t) = ⟨D̂j⟩, D̂j = 1
2 − 1

2 σ̂z
j σ̂z

j+1 (5)

measuring a nearest-neighbor correlation function in the
z-spin component. To characterize the string-breaking
mechanism we consider the average number of domain
walls in two regions: (i) inside the initial string,

Din(t) =
l+w−1∑
j=l+1

Dj(t), (6)

and (ii) at the boundaries where the initial domain walls
existed

Dbd(t) = Dl(t) + Dl+w(t) . (7)

In principle, in the initial product state, the total num-
ber of domain walls inside the bulk of the system should
change by even numbers only as a single spin-flip always
changes the domain wall number by two. The exam-
ple presented in top panel of Fig. 1 the Din(t = 0) = 0
and Dbd(t = 0) = 2. Therefore string breaking would
be defined as the time t = τ when Din = 2 for the
first time, compare bottom panel Fig. 1 where Din = 2,
Dbd = 2. However, when the initial state is evolved
under the Hamiltonian [Eq. (1)], the number of domain
walls can change by “any real value ≤ 2”. Therefore
one way to define the String-Breaking Time (SBT) τ
which fulfills the following two criteria simultaneously:
Din(τ) ≥ Dbd(τ), and Din(0 < t < τ) < Dbd(0 < t < τ).

According to this definition, Fig. 3 implies τ ≈ 80
where the exact crossing between two curves Din and Dbd
occurred. But around t ≈ 40 these two curves are very
close to each other almost touching one another. There-
fore for practical purposes, especially in quantum simula-
tion experiments, measuring only the average quantities
Din, Dbd may mislead. The t ≈ 40 appears to be a bet-
ter choice for the string-breaking time. We will consider
the error in the domain wall measurements to avoid this
inconsistency and capture a more realistic situation. The
standard deviation as a measure of error for the domain

FIG. 3. (a) Time dynamics for Dj [Eq. (5)] without spin-
phonon coupling, (b) comparison of average domain walls in-
side the initial string = Din and at its boundary = Dbd, (c)
longitudinal magnetization ⟨σ̂z

j ⟩ as a function of time, (d) dy-
namics of magnetization [calculated according to Eq. (11)] at
the edges Sed and core Scr of the initial string. System size
L = 24 with open boundary condition, initial string width
w = 4. hz = 1, hx = 0.2.

walls inside the initial string reads

∆in(t) =
[
⟨D̂2

in⟩ − ⟨D̂in⟩2
] 1

2

=

 l+w−1∑
i,j=l+1

⟨D̂iD̂j⟩ − ⟨D̂i⟩⟨D̂j⟩

 1
2

= 1
2

 l+w−1∑
i,j=l+1

⟨σ̂z
i σ̂z

i+1σ̂z
j σ̂z

j+1⟩ − ⟨σ̂z
i σ̂z

i+1⟩⟨σ̂z
j σ̂z

j+1⟩

 1
2

(8)

which involves four-body correlation functions in the z-
spin component. A similar definition follows for the stan-
dard deviation ∆bd(t) at the boundaries where the initial
domain wall existed.

∆bd(t) = 1
2

[
2 + 2⟨σ̂z

l σ̂z
l+1σ̂z

l+wσ̂z
l+w+1⟩ − ⟨σ̂z

l σ̂z
l+1⟩2

− 2⟨σ̂z
l σ̂z

l+1⟩⟨σ̂z
l+wσ̂z

l+w+1⟩ − ⟨σ̂z
l+wσ̂z

l+w+1⟩2
] 1

2
. (9)

The last Eq. (9) is in simplified form by the identity
(σ̂z

j )2 = 1 use. Therefore we define the String-Breaking
Time (SBT) τ which fulfills the following two criteria
simultaneously

D+
in(τ) ≥ D−

bd(τ),
D+

in(0 < t < τ) < D−
bd(0 < t < τ) . (10)
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For convenience we used the short notations D±
in =

Din ± λ∆in and D±
bd = Dbd ± λ∆bd. The parameter

λ limits the error or controls the confidence level in the
estimation of τ . While the value of λ is a matter of the
investigator’s preference, it is expected that the choice of
larger λ will result in shorter string-breaking time τ . In
the next section, we will report the results for the choice
λ = 0.25. It is also possible that for a longer time t ≫ τ
the number of domain walls inside D±

in becomes smaller
than D±

bd, and for a further longer time the system again
satisfies D±

in ≥ D±
bd. To avoid confusion we stress that

SBT τ is the first time when the condition D+
in ≥ D−

bd
satisfies.

The time dynamics do not necessarily lead to pure
string-like states. In particular, a superposition of string-
contracted and initial string-unbroken configurations and
a superposition of string-breaking and initial string-
unbroken configurations are hardly distinguishable based
only on the number of domain wall comparison (10).
In Section 3 we will see the string-expansion or string-
displacement—which corresponds to a creation of ex-
tra domain walls outside of the initial string—appear
only negligibly at the short time of evolution. There-
fore, we will be concerned about the string-breaking and
string-contraction, and will look for a way to distinguish
them. The local magnetization (spin profile) as a func-
tion of time distinguishes the string-breaking from string-
contraction, and it complements the string-breaking cri-
terion based on the domain walls (10). To be definite,
we will extract the following two measures from the spin
profile: total magnetization at the core of the string Scr,
and at the edges of the string Sed, defined as

Sed = ⟨σ̂z
l+1⟩ + ⟨σ̂z

l+w⟩, Scr =
l+w−1∑
j=l+2

⟨σ̂z
j ⟩ . (11)

If the initial state (top panel of Fig. 1) for w =
4 fully transforms into a string-breaking state, the
pair (Scr, Sed) = (−2, −2) maps to (2, −2) or (0, −2).
On the other hand, if the initial state completely
transforms into a string-contracted state, the pair
(Scr, Sed) = (−2, −2) maps to any pair from the
set {(−2, 2), (−2, 0), (0, 0), (2, 0), (0, 2)}. Figure 3(c)-(d)
confirms the change in spin orientations at the core
of the initial string at t ≈ 40, which matches more
with string-breaking configuration rather than string-
contraction. Therefore, in the absence of phonons, the
measured time τ according to (10) indeed corresponds to
string-breaking. We will see below that this is not always
the case.

3. RESULTS

We numerically study the dynamics resulting from the
Hamiltonian Eq. (1) with the help of the time-dependent
variational principle (TDVP) technique representing the

wavefunction as a Matrix Product state [61]. We intro-
duce the cut-off for the maximal number of phonons al-
lowed at any lattice site j equal to nmax. The value of
this cutoff is taken to be much higher than the number
of phonons nj at each site. In fact, we take nmax greater
than the maximal nj + 2∆j where ∆j is the standard
deviation of nj . This quite conservative criterion assures
that our results are converged with respect to nmax. This
is confirmed further by comparing the evolution for dif-
ferent nmax values.

We consider L = 24 spins in the open boundary con-
ditions geometry, and the initial string width is set to
w = 4. Throughout our study, we set hz = 1. The
vacuum/ground state is set as the initial state of the
phonons. Interestingly for this parameter choice, the two
configurations in Fig. 1: initial state (top) and string-
broken state (bottom) have the same energy expectation
value for the spin part of the Hamiltonian ⟨Ĥ0⟩. There-
fore in the absence of phonon this string-breaking is noth-
ing but a resonant transition induced by the transverse
magnetic field hx.

In the following sections, we present studies on string-
breaking dynamics for both shallow, and deep trapping
wells, in the case of weak, intermediate, and strong spin-
phonon couplings.

3.1. Shallow trapping wells, weak interaction

We consider first shallow trapping potential wells set-
ting ω0 = 0.2, and weak interaction regime g ≪ 1.

Figure 4 shows domain wall dynamics at spin-phonon
interaction strengths g = 0.04, 0.08 (we set the cutoff
nmax = 4). Comparing Figs. 3 and 4 we see that increas-
ing g increases the gap between the average Dbd and the
first maximum of average Din. At smaller g = 0, 0.04 the
close encounter between Dbd and Din is observed after a
short time of evolution, also around the same time the
spin magnetization profiles evolve to spin-up states at the
core, which is the sign of string-breaking—compare Fig. 4
with Fig. 1. For larger g = 0.08, up to the time-scale of
study, the gap between Dbd and Din is so large that it is
unreasonable to consider any string-breaking.

Interaction excites the phonons in the system as shown
in Fig. 5 while initially, no phonon exists. The phonon
number outside the initial string maintains its oscillation
with time having a frequency of approximately 2π/ω0 =
2π/0.2 = 31. But inside the initial string region where
the dynamics significantly change the spin states, we see
distortions of the oscillating phonon number profiles.

Figure 6 shows the increase of string breaking time
upon increasing spin-phonon coupling parameter g at
ω0 = 0.2. Therefore the presence of the phonon enhances
the string stabilization [62].
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FIG. 4. Time dynamics in presence of spin-phonon couplings
for g = 0.04 (left column) and g = 0.08 (right column). Panels
(a) and (b) show dynamics of Dj [Eq. (5)], (c)–(d) compari-
son of domain walls inside the initial string = Din and at its
boundary = Dbd, (e)–(f) local magnetization as a function
of time, (g)–(h) magnetizations at the core and edges of the
initial string. ω0 = 0.2, nmax = 4. Other parameters are the
same as in Fig. 3.

3.2. Shallow trapping wells, strong interaction

For stronger spin-phonon interactions g the number of
generated phonons increases. While keeping the same
ω0 = 0.2, we observe a significant difference in the dy-
namics. As shown below, the string-contraction domi-
nates over string-breaking in that case.

Figure 7 shows the domain wall and spin profile dy-
namics as functions of time for interaction strength g =
0.23, 0.28. The domain walls Din, Dbd cross or nearly
touch at a certain time associated with string-breaking or
contraction. The spin profiles imply the flipping of spin-
down states (with a certain probability) at the edges of

FIG. 5. Time dynamics in presence of spin-phonon couplings
for g = 0.04 (left column) and g = 0.08 (right column). Panels
(a) and (b) show dynamics of average phonon number ⟨n̂j⟩, (c)
and (d) correspond to the standard deviation of the phonon
number. Other parameters are the same as in Fig. 4.

FIG. 6. String-breaking time (SBT), denoted as τ , vs g for
ω0 = 0.2 and maximum allowed phonon number per site
nmax = 3, 4 for (a) λ = 0 and (b) λ = 0.25 during the SBT
measurement (10). All other parameters are the same as in
Fig. 4.

the initial string while spins at the core remain more neg-
atively magnetized compared to the edges. That suggests
the string-contraction prevails over other possible mecha-
nisms e.g. string-breaking—compare Scr (green) and Sed
(black) curves in Fig. 4 with those in Fig. 7.

Although we aim to discuss the string-breaking in this
work, it is interesting to see how this string-contraction
mechanism changes with spin-phonon interaction. The
definition of string-breaking time at Eq. (10) also works
for finding the string-contraction time. Figure 8 shows
decreasing string-contraction time τ with interaction
strength g. It may be tempting to associate such oppo-
site behavior with the possible resonance between Ĥph =
ω0

∑
j â†

j âj and the longitudinal magnetic potential term
in Ĥ0 which might happen because of the presence of al-
lowed phonon numbers nj = 5, 10, 15 when nmax ≥ 15.
But a slight change of ω0 from 0.2 to 0.1

√
5 does not

alter the qualitative behavior of the decreasing τ with
increasing g as shown in Fig. 8.
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FIG. 7. Time dynamics in the presence of strong spin-phonon
coupling for g = 0.23 (left column) and g = 0.28 (right col-
umn). Panels (a) and (b) show dynamics of Dj , (c)–(d) com-
parison of domain walls inside the initial string = Din and at
its boundary = Dbd, (e)–(f) local magnetization as a function
of time, (g)–(h) magnetizations at the core and edges of the
initial strings. ω0 = 0.2, nmax = 20. Other parameters are
the same as in Fig. 3.

3.3. Shallow trapping wells, intermediate
interaction

At the intermediate interaction regime: 0.08 < g <
0.21 no significant sign of either string-breaking or string-
contraction is observed up to the time scales of numerical
runs, as domain wall curves Din and Dbd always maintain
a large gap. The results are shown in Fig. 9 for g = 0.18
with nmax = 14. The initial domain walls remain rela-
tively stable despite the coupling to phonons as indicated
by Ddb(t) ≈ 2. The dynamics of Din indicates that many
possible intermediate quantum states participate in it as
it is also signaled by magnetization profiles.

FIG. 8. String-contraction time vs g for ω0 = 0.2 (blue circles
connected by a line) at stronger interaction strength g, and
the maximum allowed phonon number per site nmax = 16, 20
for λ = 0.25 during the SBT measurement (10). Green crosses
connected by a dashed line are for an incommensurate ω0 =
0.1

√
5. All other parameters are the same as in Fig. 4.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 9. (a) Time dynamics for Dj [Eq. (5)], (b) comparison
of average domain walls inside the initial string = Din and at
its boundary = Dbd, (c) longitudinal magnetization ⟨σ̂z

j ⟩ as
a function of time, (d) dynamics of magnetization [calculated
according to Eq. (11)] at the edges Sed and core Scr of the
initial string. g = 0.18, ω0 = 0.2, nmax = 14, hz = 1, hx =
0.2.

3.4. Deep trapping wells

Consider now deep trapping potentials at each lattice
site. Let us set ω0 = 1. The domain wall and local spin
dynamics are shown in Fig. 10. From the magnetization
profiles [Fig. 10(e)-(h)] increasing g results in a transition
from “string-breaking” to “string-contraction” regimes.

The corresponding dynamics of phonon numbers nj

and their standard deviations are shown in Fig. 11. Ob-



7

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

(g) (h)

FIG. 10. The dynamics for ω0 = 1 and g = 0.2 (left column)
and g = 0.3 (right column). nmax = 8, λ = 0.25 during
the SBT measurement (10). All other parameters are the
same as in Fig. 4. (a)–(b) Comparison of domain walls inside
the initial string = Din and at its boundary = Dbd, (c)–
(d) Domain wall dynamics, (e)–(f) longitudinal magnetization
dynamics, (g)–(h) time evolution of magnetizations at the
edges and core of the initial string.

serve significant photonic excitations occurring at the po-
sitions of the original domain walls. For the time range
studied the energy is transferred from the spins to the
(initially empty) photonic modes at the walls while at
other positions weak oscillations with frequency ω0 are
observed only. The number of generated phonons is much
smaller than for shallow wells for the same g (as expected
since each phonon carries now a bigger energy).

The string-breaking or string-contraction times as a
function of g are shown in Fig. 12. While for shal-
low potential wells the weak coupling to phonons slowed

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 11. The phonon dynamics for results in Fig. 10. Left
[(a), (c)] and right panels [(b), (d)] are at g = 0.2 and g = 0.3,
respectively. The first row [(a), (b)] shows the average phonon
number while the second row [(c), (d)] shows its standard
deviation. All the results are at nmax = 8.

FIG. 12. String-breaking/contraction time as a function of g
for longer range of values at ω0 = 1. Other setups are the
same as in Fig. 10. The results for nmax = 4, 8 match well
indicating the convergence w.r.t. nmax.

down the dynamics (increasing the SBT) here, for ω0 = 1
the weak spin-phonon interactions g ≤ 0.1 do not affect
the string-breaking time τ . For stronger interactions, a
monotonic decrease of τ with g is observed which, for
g > 0.25 corresponds to a faster string-contraction. Flip-
ping the orientation of the longitudinal magnetic field
(hz = −1) is expected to induce string-expansion instead
of string-contraction at strong g—see Fig. 13.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 13. The left [(a), (c)] and right [(b), (d)] columns rep-
resent the dynamics for hz = 1 and hz = −1 respectively, at
ω0 = 1, strong interaction regime g = 0.6. (a)–(b) Domain
wall dynamics, and (c)–(d) local spin dynamics. All the re-
sults are at nmax = 8 with closed boundary conditions (to
avoid significant effects coming from open boundaries when
hz = −1). String-contraction dominates the dynamics for
hz = 1, while string expansion occurs for hz = −1.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have considered the dynamics of the initial string
in a modified Ising chain. We assume that each site vi-
brates with a specific frequency. The dynamics of the
initial string is significantly modified by the coupling of
sites to photonic modes. Such a model mimics a realistic
quantum simulation platform, where each spin vibrates
with respect to its mean position. To make the model as
simple as possible we consider identical harmonic poten-
tials for the trapping wells.

The quantum Ising chain is known to capture the
properties of particle creation-annihilation and dynamics
of gauge-flux relevant for lattice-gauge-theories, e.g. Z2
LGT. Initially prepared string eventually breaks. The
presence of vibrations (and spin-phonon coupling) sig-
nificantly modifies this simple picture. We have con-
sidered different possible regimes. The first one corre-
sponds to the case when the frequency of vibrations is
much lower than the longitudinal magnetic field strength.
Here the weak coupling to phonons seems to slow down
the spin dynamics due to the creation of phonons. In
effect the string breaking time increases with the spin-
phonon coupling strength, g. A further increase of g mod-
ifies significantly the dynamics, the domain walls seem to
freeze, while at still larger g one may identify other than
string-breaking mechanisms. In particular, for a strong
g we observe the string contraction instead of the string-
breaking.

For larger vibration frequency, of the order of the trans-
verse field a weak coupling to phonons practically does
not affect the dynamics and the observed string break-
ing time is similar to that without phononic background.
Beyond some critical g value the observed characteristic
time starts to decrease, and spin dynamics become faster.
Depending on the sign of the longitudinal field one ob-
serves either string expansion or string contraction.

Our study of the spin-phonon coupling effect provides a
realistic scenario in quantum simulation setups in tweez-
ers or trapped ions physics. Moreover, it could moti-
vate the study of many-body confinement effects in meso-
scopic or macroscopic condensed matter systems, in the
presence of environmental influence.
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