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When two non-relativistic particles interact resonantly in three dimensions, an infinite tower of
three-body bound states emerges, exhibiting a discrete scale invariance. This universal phenomenon,
known as the Efimov effect, has garnered extensive attention across various fields, including atomic,
nuclear, condensed matter, and particle physics. In this letter, we demonstrate that the Efimov effect
also manifests in long-range quantum spin chains. The long-range coupling modifies the low-energy
dispersion of magnons, enabling the emergence of continuous scale invariance for two-magnon states
at resonance. This invariance is subsequently broken to discrete scale invariance upon imposing
short-range boundary conditions for the three-magnon problem, leading to the celebrated Efimov
bound states. Using effective field theory, we theoretically determine how the ratio of two successive
binding energies depends on the interaction range, which agrees with the numerical solution of the
bound-state problem. We further discuss generalizations to arbitrary spatial dimensions, where
the traditional Efimov effect serves as a special case. Our results reveal universal physics in dilute
quantum gases of magnons that can be experimentally tested in trapped-ion systems.

Introduction.– Universality states that systems with
distinct microscopic details can exhibit the same macro-
scopic physics. A famous example is the low-energy scat-
tering of non-relativistic particles in three dimensions. In
this case, the two-body physics is governed by a univer-
sal parameter, known as the scattering length [1]. More
intriguingly, when the system is tuned to two-body reso-
nance, an infinite tower of three-body bound states can
emerge, obeying discrete scale invariance En/En+1 =
exp (2π/s0) with s0 ≈ 1.00624 for identical bosons. This
is known as the Efimov effect, first discovered by Vitaly
Efimov in 1970 [2]. The physical origin of the Efimov
effect is the emergence of continuous scaling symmetry
in the two-body sector, which is subsequently broken to
discrete scale invariance in three-body calculations. Due
to its universality, the Efimov effect has attracted atten-
tion from various fields, including atomic, nuclear, con-
densed matter, and particle physics [3–12]. In particular,
experimental observations of Efimov bound states have
been reported in cold atom systems [13–16] as well as in
the helium trimer [17]. Nevertheless, Efimov physics is
largely restricted to three dimensions, while existing ex-
tensions to lower dimensions require considering mixed
dimensions or multi-body interactions [18–20].

On the other hand, recent developments in quantum
science and technology have significantly enlarged the
classes of Hamiltonians realized in experiments. A promi-
nent example is quantum spin chains with long-range
couplings, which are relevant in trapped-ion systems [21–
26], Rydberg arrays [27–37], and solid-state NMR sys-
tems [38–42]. In particular, in trapped-ion systems, the
power of the coupling strength Jmn ∼ J/|m − n|α can
be tuned for α ∈ (1, 3) in state-of-the-art experiments
through the precise control of spin-phonon interactions.
This enables the observation of various interesting many-
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FIG. 1. We present a schematic of our main results. We
consider one-dimensional spin-1/2 quantum spin chains with
long-range couplings in the x/y−direction, with spin-rotation
symmetry along the z-direction. Here, we choose |↑⟩ as the
vacuum and |↓⟩ represents magnons. When the decay expo-
nent α ∈ (1.52, 1.88), an infinite number of universal three-
magnon bound states emerge, exhibiting discrete scale invari-
ance with a scale factor that depends on α. This phenomenon
is known as the Efimov effect.

body phenomena, including symmetry breaking [43–45],
topological phases [46, 47], and dynamical behaviors [48–
50]. In this letter, we aim to emphasize that this system
also serves as a novel platform for realizing universal few-
body physics beyond the traditional paradigm. We focus
on spin-1/2 systems with spin rotation symmetry along
the z-direction, which ensures magnon number conserva-
tion. Unlike non-relativistic particles with quadratic dis-
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persion, long-range coupling leads to a generic dispersion
ϵk = u|k|z with z ∈ (0, 2] for magnons [51–53], thereby
significantly enriching the physics of low-energy scatter-
ing. In particular, we show that for z ∈ (1/2, 1), which
corresponds to α ∈ (3/2, 2), the two-body resonance of
magnons leads to continuous scale invariance, similar to
that of three-dimensional non-relativistic particles. We
further demonstrate the existence of Efimov bound states
in the three-magnon sector for α ∈ (1.52, 1.88), with a
tunable scale factor that depends on α, as sketched in
FIG. 1. Additionally, we generalize our results to long-
range spin models in arbitrary dimension D, and discuss
the implications for many-magnon states in the dilute
limit.

Two-magnon Physics.–We study quantum spin chains
with long-range interactions. Although our conclusions
are valid for a broad class of models due to universality,
we focus on a specific Hamiltonian for concreteness:

H = −
∑

n<m

J

|m− n|α (σx
nσ

x
m + σy

nσ
y
m)−

∑

n

Jzσ
z
nσ

z
n+1.

(1)
Here, σa

n with a ∈ {x, y, z} represents the Pauli matrix
on the n-th site. The Hamiltonian exhibits spin rota-
tion symmetry along the z-direction, and the eigenstates
are labeled by the eigenvalue of the total magnetization∑

n σ
z
n. To draw an analogy with traditional scattering

problems, we treat the fully polarized state |0⟩ ≡ ⊗n |↑⟩n
as a vacuum, and a down spin as a particle (magnon).
The single-magnon state with momentum k is given by
|k⟩ ∼∑n e

iknσ−
n |0⟩, with an excitation energy of

ϵk = −
∞∑

r=1

4J

rα
cos(kr) + 4Jz. (2)

Here, we have subtracted the energy of the vacuum state,
E0 = −∑n,r>0 Jz,r. The convergence of the summation
for a generic k requires α > 1. Focusing on the low-
energy limit, an expansion at small k gives [51–53]

ϵk−ϵ0 ≈
{
−4JΓ(1− α) sin απ

2 |k|α−1 α ∈ (1, 3),

2Jζ(α− 2)k2 α ∈ [3,∞).
. (3)

Since the system conserves the magnon number, the con-
stant term ϵ0 can always be subtracted by applying a
homogeneous magnetic field, and will be dropped in the
subsequent discussions. For conciseness, we denote the
dispersion of magnons as ϵk = u|k|z, with a tunable dy-
namical exponent z = min{α− 1, 2} and u > 0.
To proceed, we examine the low-energy properties of

two-magnon states. The first term in (1) describes the
hopping of magnons, subject to the constraint that two
magnons cannot occupy the same site, as (σ−

n )
2 = 0.

This is equivalent to considering ordinary particles with
on-site repulsion V , and taking V → ∞. For Jz > 0,
the second term in (1) corresponds to an attractive po-
tential when two magnons are in nearest neighbor sites.
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FIG. 2. (a) The self-energy diagram of the dimer field d.
Solid and dashed lines represent the propagators of ψ and
d, respectively. (b) The scattering process between a dimer
d and a magnon ψ. The doubled dashed lines represent the
renormalized propagator of the dimer field d.

Therefore, we generally expect tunning Jz will lead to a
two-body resonance, where a new two-body bound state
emerges. A detailed justification is provided in the sup-
plementary material [54]. Following the general philos-
ophy of low-energy effective field theory, the universal
properties near this resonance can be captured by the
Lagrangian [3, 55]

L =
∑

k

ψ̄k(i∂t−ϵk)ψk−
1

2

∫
dx
(
ψ̄ψ̄d+d̄ψψ− d̄d

g

)
. (4)

Here, ψ denotes the magnon field. We have applied the
Hubbard–Stratonovich transformation to introduce the
dimer field d, which mediates the contact interaction be-
tween magnons [56, 57]. The validity of Eq. (4) only
requires the interaction between magnons to decays suf-
ficiently rapidly, ensuring the validity of the short-range
approximation [1]. For instance, it can work even when
the coupling in the z-direction is also long-range, analo-
gous to the Van der Waals potential in cold atoms.
We consider the scattering between two incoming

magnons with total energy E and total momentum k.
The scattering T -matrix T (E, k) matches the full dimer
propagator with the self-energy diagram shown in FIG.
2 (a). This leads to

T (E, k)−1 =
1

2g
− 1

2

∫ Λ

−Λ

dq

2π

1

E+ − ϵ k
2+q − ϵ k

2−q

. (5)

Here, we introduced E+ = E + i0+ and regularized the
integral using a high-momentum cutoff Λ. Important
insights into the two-body scattering can be obtained
by analyzing the the integral at k = 0: The integrand
scales as q−z + Eq−2z + ... in the limit of large q. For
z > 1, the integral converges. This situation is similar to
non-relativistic particles in one dimension, where the sys-
tem is weakly interacting (T (E, 0) → 0 as E → 0) near
the resonance. For z < 1/2, the integral exhibits mul-
tiple divergent terms, and its renormalization requires
additional kinetic terms for the dimer fields. However,
this would introduce additional dimensionful parameters,
thereby breaking scale invariance at resonance. There-
fore, a non-trivial two-magnon resonance with continu-
ous scale invariance can only exist for z ∈ (1/2, 1), which



3

D=1

D=2

D=3

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

2α /D-3

s 0
/z

FIG. 3. The theoretical prediction of the scale factor for

Efimov states En = E0 exp
(
− zπ

s0(α)
n
)
in different dimensions

as a function of α. Here, we have dynamical exponent z =
min{α−D, 2}. The Efimov states exist for α ∈ (1.52, 1.88) in
one dimension, for α ∈ (3.03, 3.76) in two dimensions and for
α > 4.56 in three dimensions. The red dashed line represents
the result for non-relativistic particles in three dimensions,
which matches the prediction for three dimensional long-range
spin models with α ≥ 5.

corresponds to α ∈ (3/2, 2). We find

T (E, 0)−1 = P−1 − C0u
− 1

z (−E+)
1−z
z . (6)

where C0 = −2−
1
z−1/z sin

(
π
z

)
is a positive constant and

the scattering parameter P is introduced by the renor-
malization relation

1

P
=

1

2g
+

Λ1−z

4πu(1− z)
. (7)

It is straightforward to verify that this renormaliza-
tion relation holds at finite k, although closed-form ex-
pressions for T (E, k) are no longer available. Similar to
the scattering length in three dimensions, the scattering
parameter P governs the low-energy physics in the two-
body sector. When P > 0, the T -matrix contains a pole

at E = −u 1
1−z (PC0)

− z
1−z . This is the energy of the two-

body bound state, which decreases monotonically as 1/P
is tunned from 0+ to +∞, as illustrated in FIG. 1. The
two-body resonant occurs at P = ∞, where magnons
interact strongly with a scale-invariant T -matrix. This
opens up the possibility for the emergence of Efimov
bound states in the three-magnon sector. In the sup-
plementary material [54], we further provide the direct
relation between P and parameters in the microscopic
Hamiltonian (1).

Efimov Effect.– Now, we are ready to study the three-
magnon problem at P = ∞ by considering one incoming
dimer and one incoming magnon. The relevant diagram
is shown in FIG. 2 (b), where the doubled dashed lines
represent the renormalized propagator of dimers. Focus-
ing on the bound-state problem, we set the total energy

z=0.65 z=0.75
n ϕn ϕn − ϕn−1 ϕn ϕn − ϕn−1

1 2.203 2.713
2 3.761 1.558 4.606 1.893
3 5.318 1.557 6.497 1.891
4 6.875 1.557 8.388 1.891

z/s0 1.556 1.892

TABLE I. The numerical results for the three-body binding
energies En by solving Eq. (8) with En = uΛz exp(−πϕn).
The differences ϕn−ϕn−1 match the theoretical prediction of
z/s0 with good accuracy.

E < 0 and momentum k = 0. The bound-state wave-
function φ(E, k) satisfies the celebrated Skorniakov-Ter-
Martirosian (STM) equation [58]

φ(E, k) =

∫ Λ

−Λ

dq

2π

T (E − ϵq,−q)
E − ϵk − ϵq − ϵk−q

φ(E, q). (8)

The values of E for which this homogeneous integral
equation has solutions correspond to the energies −En

of the three-magnon bound states. We first investi-
gate the zero-energy wave function φ(k) ≡ φ(0, k) with
Λ → ∞, which captures the universal behavior of ϕ(E, k)
at Λ ≫ k ≫ (−E)1/z. It satisfies the integral equation

φ(k) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dq

2π

T (−ϵq,−q)
−ϵk − ϵq − ϵk−q

φ(q). (9)

At the two-magnon resonance P = ∞, this equation is
invariant under the scale transformation (k, q) → λ(k, q),
since Eq. (5) predicts T (−ϵq,−q) = −u/|q|1−zB(z) with
a numerical factor

B(z) ≡
∫ ∞

0

dx

2π

(
1

2xz
− 1

1 + ( 12 + x)z + | 12 − x|z
)
.

(10)
Therefore, its solution generally takes the form of φ(q) ∼
|q|s1±is0 [59]. The parameter s1 and s0 are determined
by substituting the ansatz into Eq. (9). This yields s1 =
− z

2 , while s0(α) satisfies the integral equation

∫ ∞

−∞

dx

2π

|x| z2−1+is0

1 + |x|z + |1− x|z = B(z). (11)

Unfortunately, we are unable to obtain an analytical
solution for general z. Instead, we solve Eq. (10) and
Eq. (11) numerically. The result is shown in FIG. 3
using blue circles. The solution of s0 exists only for
z ∈ (0.52, 0.88), which corresponds to α ∈ (1.52, 1.88).
In this parameter regime, a superposition of |q|s1±is0

leads to φ(q) ∼ |q|s1 cos(s0 ln |q|/Λ∗). Here, Λ∗ is the
three-body parameter, which is now sensitive to the cut-
off Λ in Eq. (8). This log-periodic wavefunction implies
the breaking of continuous scale invariance down to dis-
crete scale invariance [3]: Under a scale transformation
q → λq, the wavefunction is invariant (up to a global
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phase) only if λ = exp
(

π
s0(α)

n
)
, where n is an integer.

This implies all three-magnon bound states organize into

a geometric series with E = −En = −E0 exp
(
− zπ

s0(α)
n
)

and z = α − 1, which is the infinite tower of Efimov
states. Generalizing this argument to include a small
but finite P , we obtain the schematic shown in FIG. (1).
Interestingly, long-range spin chains can achieve a en-
ergy ratio ezπ/s0(α) ≈ 130 near α = 1.63, which is much
smaller than that for identical bosons in three dimensions
e2π/s0 ≈ 515. To validate our theoretical prediction, we
have calculated the binding energies by solving the STM
equation (8) numerically. The results for z = 0.65 and
z = 0.75 are presented in TABLE I.
The presence of Efimov states indicates that an ad-

ditional renormalization relation is necessary to elimi-
nate the cutoff dependence [56, 57]. Here, we add a
contact interaction between magnon and dimer ∆L =
−h
∫
dx ψ̄d̄dψ, where h(Λ) = −H(Λ)/uΛz by dimen-

sional counting. Adding the contribution from this new
vertex to (8) and focusing on the integral near q ≈ Λ, the
R.H.S. becomes

∝
∫ Λ

dq

[
1

2q1+
z
2
+

H(Λ)

Λzq1−
z
2

]
cos(s0 ln q/Λ∗). (12)

Requiring the cancellation of the cutoff dependence, we
obtain the three-body renormalization relation

H(Λ) =
cos(s0 ln(Λ/Λ∗) + arctan(2s0/z))

cos(s0 ln(Λ/Λ∗)− arctan(2s0/z))
. (13)

This renormalization relation ensures the bound state en-
ergy is cutoff independent and has broad implication for
universal properties of the many-magnon states [60–62].

Higher Dimensions.– By generalizing our calculations
to arbitrary spatial dimension D, we show that the Efi-
mov effect also occurs for D = 2, 3. Here, we provide
an outline of the analysis and refer to the supplementary
material [54] for the detailed calculations.

Our microscopic model still contains with long-range
XY coupling with an exponent α and a short-range cou-
pling in the z-direction. Similar to Eq. (3), the single-
magnon state exhibits a tunable dynamical exponent
ϵk = u|k|z, but with z = min{α − D, 2} for α > D.
Next, we identify the regime where the self-energy of the
dimer fields contains a single divergent term, which is
renormalized to the only dimensionful scattering param-
eter. The difference compared to the one-dimensional
case is that the integral in Eq. (5) is now D-dimensional.
This selects z ∈ (D/2, D) in general dimensions. For
D = 2, this leads to z ∈ (1, 2), which corresponds to
α ∈ (3, 4). For D = 3, it requires z ∈ (3/2, 2], or equiv-
alently, α > 9/2. In this case, the physics is exactly the
same as non-relativistic particles for α > 5 [8]. Finally,
for D ≥ 4, the conditions are not compatible, and we
expect the absence of Efimov effect for arbitrary α.

With this understanding, we further study three-
magnon bound states using the STM equation in D =
2, 3. The predictions for the scaling factors are also pre-
sented in Fig. 3, with green triangles (D=2) and yellow
diamonds (D = 3). The results for D = 2 shows similar
features to D = 1, exhibiting the Efimov effect when α
lies in a finite region (3.03, 3.76). Systems with D = 3
display the Efimov effect when α > 4.56, consistent with
the presence of the Efimov effects in identical bosons.
Interestingly, when expressed in terms of 2α/D − 3, the
upper bounds for D = 1 and D = 2 are quite close to
each other. However, numerical calculations still reveal a
non-zero discrepancy. The absence of Efimov effect close
to α = D/2 is also consistent with the stability of reso-
nant bose gas proposed in [53].

Discussions.– In this letter, we demonstrate that long-
range spin models support an infinite tower of univer-
sal three-magnon bound states, with the binding ener-
gies organized in a geometric series across a finite range
of system parameters α. This phenomenon generalizes
the celebrated Efimov effect, initially observed in non-
relativistic particles in three dimensions. Our findings
offer a new pathway for observing the Efimov effect in
low dimensions and open new avenues for investigating
universal few-body physics with a general dynamical ex-
ponent across various quantum platforms. In particular,
our theoretical prediction aligns perfectly with recent ad-
vances in trapped-ion systems [21–26], where precise con-
trol of the parameter α is achievable.
We conclude our work with a few remarks on future

directions. Firstly, it is possible to further extend the
parameter regime for observing the Efimov effect by con-
sidering scattering problems in mixed dimensions [18–
20], which corresponds to an impurity problem in quan-
tum spin models. Secondly, novel universal bound states
beyond the Efimov paradigm exist, such as the super-
Efimov effect [63–67] and the semi-super-Efimov effect
[68, 69]. Whether these states also emerge, possibly for a
higher partial wave, in long-range spin chains presents
an intriguing problem. Finally, universal few-magnon
states have direct implications when the magnon den-
sity nm is small but finite, similar to dilute quantum
gases. In this regime, the physics remains dominated by
low-energy scattering theory, and a set of powerful rela-
tion [70–77], known as Tan’s contact relations holds. In
our setup, we can introduce two- and three-body con-
tacts as C2 = −∂⟨H⟩/∂(P−1) and C3 = Λ∗∂⟨H⟩/∂(Λ∗).
For example, the renormalization relation indicates the
momentum distribution of magnons n(k) = ⟨ψ̄kψk⟩ for
nm ≪ k ≪ 1 can be expanded as

n(k) ∼ 1

4u2k2z
C2 +

F (ln(k/Λ∗))
uk1+z

C3 + ... (14)

Here, F (x) is a universal function with periodicity π/s0.
Its derivation, together with the results of other universal
relations, will be presented elsewhere.
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[15] R. Pires, J. Ulmanis, S. Häfner, M. Repp, A. Arias, E. D.

Kuhnle, and M. Weidemüller, Observation of efimov reso-
nances in a mixture with extreme mass imbalance, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 112, 250404 (2014).
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Materials challenges for trapped-ion quantum com-
puters, Nature Reviews Materials 6, 892 (2021),
arXiv:2009.00568 [quant-ph].

[25] S. Castillo, The electronic control system of a trapped-
ion quantum processor: A systematic literature review,
IEEE Access 11, 65775 (2023).

[26] C. Monroe, W. C. Campbell, L.-M. Duan, Z.-X. Gong,
A. V. Gorshkov, P. W. Hess, R. Islam, K. Kim, N. M.
Linke, G. Pagano, P. Richerme, C. Senko, and N. Y. Yao,
Programmable quantum simulations of spin systems with
trapped ions, Rev. Mod. Phys. 93, 025001 (2021).

[27] S. J. Evered, D. Bluvstein, M. Kalinowski, S. Ebadi,
T. Manovitz, H. Zhou, S. H. Li, A. A. Geim, T. T.
Wang, N. Maskara, H. Levine, G. Semeghini, M. Greiner,
V. Vuletić, and M. D. Lukin, High-fidelity parallel entan-
gling gates on a neutral-atom quantum computer, Nature
622, 268 (2023).

[28] S. Ma, G. Liu, P. Peng, B. Zhang, S. Jandura, J. Claes,
A. P. Burgers, G. Pupillo, S. Puri, and J. D. Thompson,
High-fidelity gates and mid-circuit erasure conversion in
an atomic qubit, Nature 622, 279 (2023).

[29] D. Bluvstein, S. J. Evered, A. A. Geim, S. H. Li,
H. Zhou, T. Manovitz, S. Ebadi, M. Cain, M. Kali-
nowski, D. Hangleiter, J. P. Bonilla Ataides, N. Maskara,
I. Cong, X. Gao, P. Sales Rodriguez, T. Karolyshyn,
G. Semeghini, M. J. Gullans, M. Greiner, V. Vuletić,
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In this supplementary material, we present results for (1) the two-body problem of the microscopic
Hamiltonian, (2) the analysis for generic dimension D.

CALCULATION FOR MICROSCOPIC HAMILTONIANS

In this section, we study the two-body problem using the microscopic Hamiltonian for the quantum spin chain with
long-range couplings. For convenience, we reproduce it here:

H = −
∑

n<m

J

|m− n|α (σx
nσ

x
m + σy

nσ
y
m) −

∑

n

Jz(σ
z
n − 1)(σz

n+1 − 1). (1)

For simplcity, we have added a magnatic field along the z-direction, which contributes only to a shift in the single-
magnon energy. The single-magnon problem has been studied in the main text using the wavefunction approach.
Now, we employ an alternative method by mapping the spin Hamiltonian to a Hamiltonian of bosons. We treat the
|↑⟩ state as the vacuum, while a site occupied by |↓⟩ is identified with a magnon. This implies replacing σ− and σ+

by the boson creation operator b† and annihilation operator b. At the same time, (1 − σz)/2 becomes the density
operator ρ = b†b, with the normalization verified by checking against the particle numbers 0 and 1. Finally, we need
to project out the Hilbert space with more than one particle on any site. As mentioned in the main text, this is
achieved by adding a replusive on-site interaction V that will be taken to infinity at the final step of any calculation.
Putting all ingredients together, we find

H = −
∑

n<m

2J

|m− n|α
(
b†nbm + H.C.

)
−
∑

n

4Jzb
†
n+1b

†
nbnbn+1 +

∑

n

V b†nb
†
nbnbn. (2)

Performing the Fourier transform into the momentum space, the first term become Hkin =
∑

k ϵkb
†
kbk, where we

have introduced ϵk = −∑∞
r=1

4J
rα cos(kr). Using the path-integral representation, this Hamiltonian corresponds to the

effective action

S =

∫
dt

∑

|k|<π

ψ̄k(i∂t − ϵk)ψk +
∑

n

4Jzψ̄n+1ψ̄nψnψn+1 −
∑

n

V ψ̄nψ̄nψnψn. (3)

As in the calculation for the effective field theory, we introduce the auxiliary field using the Hubbard-Stratonovich
transformation. This leads to the effective action

S =

∫
dt

∑

|k|<π

ψ̄k(i∂t − ϵk)ψk − 1

2

∑

n

(
d̄(1)n ψnψn+1 + ψ̄n+1ψ̄nd

(1)
n

)
−
∑

n

d̄
(1)
n d

(1)
n

16Jz

− 1

2

∑

n

(
d̄(0)n ψnψn + ψ̄nψ̄nd

(0)
n

)
+
∑

n

d̄
(0)
n d

(0)
n

4V
.

(4)

Therefore, taking the limit of V → ∞ is equivalent to neglecting the quadratic term of d(0)n . The scattering between
two magnons are desribed by the propagation of the auxiliary fields d(0)n and d

(1)
n . Therefore, understanding the

scattering problem requires computing the self-energy as

iΣ̂(ω, 0) =

(
iΣ(00)(ω, 0) iΣ(01)(ω, 0)
iΣ(10)(ω, 0) iΣ(11)(ω, 0)

)
, with iΣ(ab)(ω, 0) =

1

2

∫ π

−π

dq

2π

cos(q)
a+b

ω − 2ϵq + i0+
. (5)

Here, we examine the special case with zero total momentum, which is abundant for identifying the relationship
between the scattering parameter P and (Jz, J). Since the two-magnon threshold is at 2ϵ0, we introduce ω = 2ϵ0 +E



2

and focus on the low-energy scattering at small |E| ≪ J . The important observation is that, the leading-order
behavior of a small but finite E comes from the integration near q ≈ 0, where the integral can be approximated as

iΣ(ab)(ω, 0) ≈ iΣ(ab)(0, 0) +
1

2

∫ ∞

−∞

dq

(2π)

[
1

E − 2u|q|z + i0+
+

1

2u|q|z
]

+ o(E
1−z

z ). (6)

Consequently, the second term matches the result of the effective field theory presented in the main text and we have

iΣ(ab)(ω, 0) ≈ iΣ(ab)(0, 0) + C0u
− 1

z (−E+)
1−z

z (7)

with C0 = −2− 1
z −1/z sin

(
π
z

)
. This leads to the inverse propagator of the auxiliary field:

[
−iĜ(ω, 0)

]−1

≈
(

−iΣ(00)(0, 0) − C0u
− 1

z (−E+)
1−z

z −iΣ(10)(0, 0) − C0u
− 1

z (−E+)
1−z

z

−iΣ(10)(0, 0) − C0u
− 1

z (−E+)
1−z

z − 1
16Jz

− iΣ(11)(0, 0) − C0u
− 1

z (−E+)
1−z

z

)
. (8)

Here, −iΣ(ab)(0, 0) = Cab/J , with numerical factors Cab > 0 determined by the numerical integration of

Cab =

∫ π

−π

dq

8π

cos(q)
a+b

∑∞
r=1

4
rα [1 − cos(qr)]

. (9)

For example, we have (C00, C10, C11) ≈ (0.0617, 0.0354, 0.0459) for z = 0.75 or α = 1.75.
The resonent point is determined by looking for the emergent of a bound state at E = 0, which corresponds to a

pole at ω = 0, detected by det[
[
−iĜ(0, 0)

]−1

] = 0. We find

J∗
z

J
=

C00

16(C00C11 − (C01)2)
> 0. (10)

Here, the dinominator can be proven positive using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Expanding near δJz = Jz −J∗
z ≪

J , the propagator is dominated by

[
−iĜ(ω, 0)

]−1

ab
≈ vavb

{
16
[
C00C11 − (C01)2

]2

(C00)2 + (C01)2
δJz

J
− C0u

− 1
z (−E+)

1−z
z

[
1 − 2C00C01

(C00)2 + (C01)2

]}
(11)

Here, v = (−C01,C00)√
(C01)2+(C00)2

is the eigenvector at Jz = J∗
z . Comparing to Eq. (6) in the main text, we immediately

identify the relation

1

P
=

16
[
C00C11 − (C01)2

]2

(C00)2 + (C01)2 − 2C00C01

δJz

J
. (12)

In summary, the microscopic model involves two auxiliary fields. However, only a specific combination of these fields
(determined by the eigenvector v) contributes to the low-energy physics, which is identified with the dimer field d in
the effective field theory, and whose propagator matches Eq. (6) in the main text. This procedure leads, for example,
to the same STM equation as Eq. (8) in the main text. Therefore, our derivation generally implies the validity of
the effective field theory for generic few-body problems, including the three-body calculation in which Efimov bound
states may arise.

ANALYSIS IN GENERAL DIMENSIONS

In this section, we present our results in general dimensions D. We begin with the microscopic Hamiltonian for a
quantum spin model with long-range couplings, given by

H = −1

2

∑

r ̸=r′

J

|r − r′|α (σx
rσ

x
r′ + σy

rσ
y
r′) −

∑

⟨r,r′⟩
Jzσ

z
rσ

z
r′ , (13)
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Here, the notation
∑

⟨r,r′⟩ represents the summation over nearest-neighbor sites. We focus on the square lattice case
with r = (rx, ry) and rx, ry ∈ Z. The single magnon state |k⟩ ∼∑r e

ik·rσ−
r |0⟩ has an excitation energy of

ϵk = −
∞∑

r ̸=0

4J

rα
cos(k · r) + 4DJz. (14)

A finite energy requires α > D. Similar to the one-dimensional case, a small-k expansion gives

ϵk = ϵ0 + u|k|z, with z = min{2, α−D}. (15)

As discussed in the main text, the interactions between magnons are short-ranged. As a consequence, we formulate
an effective field theory to describe the low-energy scattering between magnons. The effective action is given by

S =

∫
dt
∑

k

ψ̄k(i∂t − ϵk)ψk − 1

2

∫
dr
(
ψ̄ψ̄d+ d̄ψψ − d̄d

g

)
. (16)

The scattering T -matrix T (E,k) between two incoming magnons with total energy E and total momentum k matches
the full propagator of the dimer field. We have

T (E,k)−1 =
1

2g
− iΣ(E,k) =

1

2g
− 1

2

∫

q<Λ

dq

(2π)D

1

E+ − ϵk
2 +q − ϵk

2 −q

. (17)

Having a strongly interacting, scale-invariant two-body resonance requires a single divergent term in the integral.
This condition is satisfied for α ∈ (D/2, D). Under this constraint, we find

iΣ(E,0) = − SD

(2π)D4u(D − z)
ΛD−z − SDπ(2u)−D/z csc(Dπ/z)

(2π)D2z
(−E)

D−z
z . (18)

Here, SD = 2πD/2/Γ(D/2) is the area of a D− 1 dimensional unit sphere. This leads to the renormalization relation

1

2g
+

SD

(2π)D4u(D − z)
ΛD−z ≡ 1

P
. (19)

At P → ∞, the system exhibits scale invariance. For later convenience, we investigate the propagator with momentum
k and energy E = −ϵk. The result is

T (−ϵk,k)−1 =
1

2

∫
dq

(2π)D

[
1

ϵk + ϵk
2 +q + ϵk

2 −q

− 1

2ϵq

]
≡ −|k|D−z

u
B(z,D). (20)

Here, it is straightforward to check that B(z, 1) = B(z), as introduced in the main text. More explicitly, we have

B(z,D) = −1

2

∫
dx

(2π)D

[
1

1 + |x + ê/2|z + |x − ê/2|z − 1

2|x|z
]
, (21)

with an arbitrary unit vector ê.
Now, we consider the three-magnon problem. The STM equation for the bound-state problem is given by

φ(E,k) =

∫
dq

(2π)D

T (E − ϵq,−q)

E − ϵk − ϵq − ϵk−q
φ(E, q). (22)

We focus on the bound state problem in the sector with zero total angular momentum, where the bound-state
wavefunction φ(E,k) only depends on |k|. Similar to the discussions in the main text, we examine the zero-energy
wavefunction, which satisfies

φ(k) =

∫
dq

(2π)D

T (−ϵq,−q)

−ϵk − ϵq − ϵk−q
φ(q). (23)

The solution is given by φ(q) ∼ |q|− z
2 ±is0 , with s0 determined by the integral
∫

dx

(2π)D

x
z
2 −D+is0

1 + xz + |x − ê|z = B(z,D). (24)
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Solving this equation numerically, we obtain Figure 3 presented in the main text.
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