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Quantum simulators hold the promise of probing central questions of high-energy physics in tunable con-
densed matter platforms, for instance the physics of confinement. Local defects can be an obstacle in these
setups harming their simulation capabilities. However, defects in the form of impurities can also be useful as
probes of many-body correlations and may lead to fascinating new phenomena themselves. Here, we investigate
the interplay between impurity and confinement physics in a basic spin chain setup, showing the emergence of
exotic excitations as impurity-meson bound states with a long lifetime. For weak confinement, semiclassical
approximations can describe the capture process in a meson-impurity scattering event. In the strong-confining
regime, intrinsic quantum effects are visible through the quantization of the emergent bound state energies which
can be readily probed in quantum simulators.

Introduction— The advent of experimental platforms
with high precision control has lead to remarkable progress on
the path towards faithful quantum simulators [1, 2]. Current
quantum devices, in principle, have enough qubits to access
real time quantum many-body dynamics beyond the reach of
classical devices [3]. However, identifying problems which
are of practical importance and whose simulation is feasible
with current technology remains a challenge. A growing in-
terest is directed towards realizing prototypical examples of
high-energy physics in quantum simulators [4–6]. The hope
is that experimental advances will overcome the limitations in
system sizes and the need for simplified toy models for even-
tually simulating the fascinating, but extremely challenging,
physics of strongly coupled gauge theories [7] probed at large
hadron colliders.

Of particular interest is the phenomenon of confinement:
the interaction strength between quarks grows as a function
of their separation and, thus, they cannot be observed in iso-
lation but only as constituents of baryons or mesons. A sim-
plified version sharing key characteristics of confinement also
appears in condensed matter physics [8–10], for example as
domain-wall confinement in spin chains [11, 12]. Signatures
of the ensuing meson bound states have been famously ob-
served in inelastic neutron scattering experiments [13, 14].
Admittedly, these one-dimensional systems are a crude over-
simplification of true hadronic physics, they nevertheless pos-
sess the same basic ingredients and present an ideal testbed
for available quantum simulators, e.g. for probing real time
signatures of confinement [15]. Indeed, new quench proto-
cols have enabled recent quantum simulations of confinement
in trapped ions [16, 17] as well as in superconducting plat-
forms [18]. The recent research program focusing on real time
dynamical aspects of confinement has in itself lead to new dis-
coveries, e.g. novel non-equilibrium phenomena with anoma-
lously slow information spreading [15, 19–24], false vacuum
decay [25–30] and dynamical phase transitions [31–33].

However, most of these studies focused essentially on
single-meson physics and the interplay among mesons them-

selves, or with other constituents, is yet to be fully addressed.
These are crucial questions from the perspective of simulat-
ing high-energy experiments which are based on scattering
events. In a broader context, genuine many-body physics of
confined excitations can rightfully expected to be far richer
– and challenging – than the already intriguing single-meson
phenomena. Very recently, this program has been started in
Refs. [34–36] with the investigation of mesonic scattering in
the Ising chain with a tilted magnetic field.

There, domain walls are pairwise confined forming the ana-
logue of two-quark mesons and the quantized internal degrees
of freedom label different mesonic species. Due to the com-
posite nature of mesons, the scattering of two wavepackets is
deeply inelastic with the possibility of exciting mesonic in-
ternal degrees of freedom different from the injected ones.
Nevertheless, only asymptotic states of two-quark mesons can
be obtained and particles formed by a larger number of con-
stituents, i.e. baryon analogues, do not exist in the spectrum
of the theory (see however Refs. [37, 38]).

In condensed matter, scattering processes with the possibil-
ity of bound state formation appear prominently in the context
of impurities. On a practical side, any experimental setup un-
avoidably features defects whose effect must be understood.
More interestingly in the quantum simulation realm, impuri-
ties in the form of localized potentials can themselves serve as
probes of the quantum properties of the host. Famous exam-
ples are the distinct impurity response of singlet versus triplet
superconductors (SCs) [39, 40], the characteristic impurity
signal establishing the d-wave symmetry of high-temperature
cuprate SCs [41], as well as the local response of fractional-
ized edge spins in Haldane spin chain compounds [42]. Alter-
natively, impurities as truly dynamical objects strongly couple
to the background matter, giving rise to the venerable Kondo
effect [43] or polaronic bounds states for mobile but heavy
impurities [44, 45].

Here, we study the interplay of confinement and impurity
dynamics in a spin chain set-up. Similarly to the direct meson-
meson interaction, scattering of a meson with an impurity is
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Impurity
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Scattering
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(I) Transmission
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(II) Capture
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(III) Reflection

FIG. 1. Pictorial representation of the impurity-meson scattering
and bound state formation. Besides the instantaneous transmission
(I) and reflection (III), the colliding impurity can quantum-tunnel
through the first quark and form a metastable bound state (II). This
composite excitation decays when the impurity tunnels again through
one of the two quarks.

deeply inelastic. Apart from the main transmission (I) and
reflection (III) processes of a scattering event, see Fig.1, we
show that in our system a nontrivial capture (II) may appear
because the different nature of the impurity and the confined
excitations allows for the creation of new composite particles,
with a long lifetime. Thus, the confinement-induced impurity
bound state – an elementary example of baryon formation –
can serve as a new probe of confinement physics, which is
readily implementable in available quantum simulators.

The model and impurity set-up— As a paradigmatic
model of confinement dynamics in a spin chain setting, we
focus on the Ising chain in transverse and longitudinal mag-
netic fields

HIsing = −
∑
j

σzjσ
z
j+1 − hz

∑
j

σzj − hx
∑
j

σxj . (1)

In the absence of a longitudinal field hz = 0, the model is
equivalent to non-interacting fermions and features a phase
transition at hx = 1. Above the critical point hx > 1, the
fermions describe magnonic excitations which become do-
main walls when considering hx < 1. Domain walls, or kinks
(we use both names interchangeably), are topological excita-
tions interpolating between the two degenerate ground states:
the degeneracy is weakly broken by turning on a small lon-
gitudinal field hz . As such, regions of spins pointing in the
wrong direction pay an energy proportional to their size and
induce a linear attractive potential between kinks. The origi-
nal fermions are now pairwise confined in the natural excita-
tions of the theory, which are readily interpreted as mesons.

This qualitative picture is surprisingly robust for finite lon-
gitudinal fields: indeed, the Hamiltonian (1) does not only add
interactions to the hz = 0 fermionic excitations, but strictly
speaking it also spoils number conservation. Fermion conser-
vation at weak hz can be recovered after a non-trivial rotation
of the computational basis, that order by order in perturba-
tion theory prevents fermion production, resulting in an expo-
nentially long mesonic lifetime [23]. While the form of the
Hamiltonian (1) governing the bulk dynamics is crucial for
the capture process, the precise form of the impurity is not, as
clarified by the forthcoming semiclassical picture. Neverthe-
less, for the sake of concreteness we focus on a simple local

spinflip coupling of the impurity to the spin chain,

V =
∑
j

(hx − d)σxj c
†
jcj ; HI = −

∑
j

τ(c†j+1cj + c†jcj+1).

(2)
and the basic tight-binding Hamiltonian allows the study of a
dynamical impurity with hopping strength τ . The entire sys-
tem evolves with H = HIsing + HI + V . For d = 0, the spin
flip is entirely suppressed at the impurity’s position. For a sin-
gle impurity, cj can be equivalently chosen to obey standard
fermionic or bosonic commutation relations.

Confinement and metastable trapping— In a scattering
event, the meson can be transmitted through the impurity if
both domain walls tunnel through it. However, if the kink-
impurity transmission probability T is small, the simultane-
ous tunneling of both kinks is further suppressed ∼ T 2, see
Fig. 1. In the absence of confinement, the transmitted and
reflected fermions will eventually leave the scattering region,
but a confining force in combination with a small transmission
rate can trap the two kinks on opposite sides of the impurity
for very long times. To substantiate the intuitive picture, we
first consider the limit of an infinitely massive impurity τ = 0
where the defect loses any dynamics and remains pinned. We
start by numerically simulating the meson-impurity scatter-
ing with the time evolving block decimation (TEBD) method
[47, 48].

Details on the numerical implementation and the
wavepacket preparation are given in the Supplementary
Material (SM) [46]. After shooting a meson at the impurity
(see Fig. 2) we see that the part of the wavepacket can be
trapped within the defect region for long times, depending on
the confining force and the defect strength. We experience
that for stronger defects the signal is mostly reflected, but
a small part of it remains trapped for longer times, sug-
gesting the formation of the sought metastable bound state.

FIG. 2. TEBD simulation of the scattering of a meson against an in-
finitely massive impurity. The correlator 〈σz

jσ
z
j+1〉 (connected part)

tracks the position of kinks. We chose hx = 0.3, hz = 0.12.
and different values of the defect strength. Left: density plot for
d = 0.1, showing kinks are trapped on the impurity at the origin for
very long times. Right: kink density on the defect for different de-
fect strengths. After a large peak corresponding to the impact of the
meson wavepacket with the defect, some signal remains trapped for
longer times. As the defect’s strength is increased, the magnitude of
the trapped signal is reduced, but its lifetime is increased. Details on
the wavepacket implementation can be found in the SM [46].
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FIG. 3. In the two kink subspace, we initialize the two fermions in a
wavepacket centered atX and shoot it at a static impurity (τ = 0). X
is used as control parameter to attain the classical limit X →∞, by
increasing the variance of the wavepacket and reducing the confin-
ing potential χ ∝ X−1, see SM [46] for details. Top: the scattering
event at short times is analyzed by plotting the fermion density for the
largest X = 20. In particular: left quantum simulation, middle do-
main wall trajectories for few classical events highlighting the three
scattering process sketched in Fig.1. While most of mesons are re-
flected (III), some are transmitted (I) and others remain trapped (II).
Right: saturation to a large number of classical events (∼ 4 × 104).
Bottom: trapped fraction

∑
j1≤0,j2>0 |ψ(j1, j2)|

2 as a function of
time. We show the quantum curves for X = 10, 15, 20 and the clas-
sical curve for X = 20, since only small differences were observed
for the other choices. The time is measured in units of h−1

x .

Nonetheless, it is hard to properly control the wavepacket
initialization with tensor networks and explore very large
time scales. This further motivates us in quantitatively inves-
tigating the trapping mechanism with analytical means and
seeking for further numerical evidence within the few-domain
walls approximation.

The semiclassical approach— In our spin chain the clas-
sical limit is approached for vanishing longitudinal field. In
the absence of confinement, the excitations are free fermions

with dispersion law ε(k) = 2
√

(hx − cos k)2 + sin2 k, which
is then promoted to a classical kinetic energy. For hz 6= 0,
one can treat the fermions as point-like classical particles gov-
erned by the Hamiltonian

Hcl = ε(k1) + ε(k2) + χ|j1 − j2|, (3)

with χ = 2hzσ̄
z and σ̄z = (1− h2

x)1/8 being the expectation
value of 〈σz〉 in the symmetry broken phase at hz = 0 [12].
Notice that in the classical case the coordinates j1, j2 are
now continuous. Short-range corrections to the interactions
are present [12], but they can be neglected in the semiclassi-
cal limit. We treat the static impurity as a point-like scatter-
ing center, which transmits a fermion with probability T (k).
Aside from the randomness in the scattering process, the
fermions are evolved with the deterministic classical equation
of motion. We stress that T (k) is not the mesonic transmission
rate, but the much simpler one-particle tunneling computed in
the absence of confinement. We now consider the lifetime
of an already trapped meson, which is most conveniently la-
beled by the momenta of the two fermions at the moment of

impact with the impurity (k, q). Let Pt=0(k, q) be the proba-
bility of forming the boundstate immediately after the scatter-
ing, we are now interested in addressing the probability that
it remains bound after a time t. Notice that, in the case of a
static impurity τ = 0, the fermions scatter with the impurity
always with momenta (k, q) for the whole bound state life-
time. Bound states with the longest lifetime are characterized
by small transmission probability of the fermions. Their life-
time can thus be computed as the probability that neither of
the two fermions is transmitted. Hence, the probability of be-
ing trapped at time t is (see SM [46] for details)

Pt(k, q) = exp
[
−tχ

2

(
|k|−1T (k) + |q|−1T (q)

)]
Pt=0(k, q) .

(4)
At low momentum, the discrete fermion-impurity Hamilto-
nian can be treated in the continuum Heff = −(2meff)

−1∂2
x +

ceffδ(x), leading to a quadratically vanishing transmission
T (k) ∝ k2 as k → 0. Therefore, small momenta have a di-
vergent lifetime. Following this argument, one could expect a
power law decay of the total trapped fraction

∫
dkdqPt(k, q),

but this is not the case because the two momenta (k, q) are not
independent. In particular, it is not possible to have k ' q ' 0
at the same time and the exponential decay is restored (see
SM [46] for details). To determine the initial trapped prob-
ability Pt=0, the full time evolution of the colliding meson
must be addressed. Remarkably, Pt=0(k, q) can be explicitly
computed in the limit of broad wavapackets [46].

The two-kink subspace— To test the general semiclassi-
cal treatment and clarify the nature of quantum corrections,
we revert to the weak transverse field regime where the Ising
dynamics can be projected onto the few-kink subspace [12].
For weak hx, the fermionic excitations are well approximated
by domain walls, hence we focus on the states |j1, j2〉 =
|↑ ... ↑↓j1 ... ↓↑j2 ... ↑〉 and the wavefunction ψ(j1, j2) =
〈j1, j2|ψ〉. By projecting the Ising Hamiltonian in this sub-
space, one finds 〈j1, j2|HIsing|j1, j2〉 = χ|j1−j2|+const. and
〈j1 ± 1, j2|HIsing|j1, j2〉 = 〈j1, j2 ± 1|HIsing|j1, j2〉 = −hx.
Likewise, the hopping amplitude on the defect is obtained by
replacing hx → d. There are several advantages within this
approximation. First, the effective two-body problem can be
simulated for large system sizes and for long times. Second,
one has far better control of the form of the initial wavepacket.
Third, the fermion-impurity transmission probability T (k)
can be exactly computed. In SM [46] we show how a standard
truncated Wigner approximation [49] allows to quantitatively
connect the initial quantum mechanical wavepacket with the
proper classical phase space distribution. In Fig. 3 we provide
the quantum-classical comparison, showing good agreement.

Beyond semiclassics and bound state requantization— In
Fig. 4 we consider a scattering event in the two kink subspace,
but with larger longitudinal field and far from the semiclassi-
cal regime. Pronounced oscillations appear in the density of
fermions leaving the defect and in the time evolution of the
trapped magnetization. We will now show that these frequen-
cies are in good qualitative agreement with a semiclassical
quantization of the bound state energies. From the classical
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FIG. 4. In the two kink subspace, we fix χ/hx = 0.5 and d/hx =
0.4. Top: wavepackets of similar envelope (see SM [46] for details),
but different mean energy E and variance σE are shot at the defect.
The density plot of the fermion density is shown. Middle: for the
middle and rightmost parameter choice displayed in the density plots,
we show the trapped magnetization

∑
j1≤0,j2>0 |j1−j2||ψ(j1, j2)|

2

as a function of time. Insets: Fourier transform (vertical axis constant
but arbitrary units), the pins track the energy differences of the semi-
classical quantized bound state energies within one sigma from the
wavepacket mean energy. As σE is reduced, fewer metastable states
are excited and the oscillations due to interferences are damped. The
time is measure in units of h−1

x . Bottom: on a system ofL = 80 sites
with periodic boundary conditions (defect at site 40), we numeri-
cally compute the participation ratio R =

∑
j1<j2

|ψ(j1, j2)|4 of
the energy eigenstates. Pins are the semiclassical quantized energies.
Bound states have large R when compared with naive asymptotic
states. The small oscillating tails of the density profile leaving the de-
fect region (inset, P (j) =

∑
j1≤j |ψ(j1, j)|

2 +
∑

j2>j |ψ(j, j2)|
2)

lead to the finite lifetime. Green and orange bar shown the exten-
sion of the energy interval within one sigma from the average energy
probed by the two plots in the middle.

perspective, a trapped meson is a pair of fermions on opposite
sides of the impurity, see Fig. 1 (II). Each of the two fermions
feels a constant force pulling towards the barrier, which acts
as a hard wall until a tunneling event takes place. Pushing this
interpretation to the quantum regime, we can write the single
particle time-independent Schrodinger equation for the right
fermion as Enψ(j) = −hx(ψ(j+ 1) +ψ(j−1)) +χ|j|ψ(j),
valid for j > 0 and with boundary condition ψ(0) = 0. An
analogue equation holds for the left fermion. This equation
can be analytically solved for the quantized energies {En}∞n=0

[46]. Therefore, the energy of a metastable state is labelled
by two quantum numbers En1,n2 = En1 + En2 − χ, with
the χ−shift taking into account the string tension on the de-
fect link. In Fig. 4, we show that the oscillation frequencies
are close to the energy differences of the quantized metastable

FIG. 5. In the total zero momentum sector, we consider the scatter-
ing of a mobile impurity with a meson. The initial conditions, defect
strength and confinement are kept fixed while varying τ and are such
that for τ = 0 they match Fig. 3 withX = 20. Further details in SM
[46].

states. We selectively excite the quantized metastable states
by shooting wavepackets with mean energy E and narrow
variance σE . If σE is large enough to excite more than one
metastable energy, clear oscillations are produced. See also
SM [46] for further analysis.

The dynamical impurity case— We finally address the
case of a truly dynamical impurity with τ 6= 0. For the sake of
simplicity, we consider the weak transverse field regime and
the subspace of a fixed constant momentum, which can be ad-
dressed in the two-kink approximation (see SM [46]). The
semiclassical picture we discussed for a static impurity can be
readily applied to the case τ 6= 0 by using the equation of mo-
tion and the fermion-impurity transmissivity rate, which can
be exactly computed for weak hx [46]. As expected, τ 6= 0 in-
creases the relative impurity-fermion motility, increasing the
transmission rate and shortening the lifetime of the metastable
state (4), which is nevertheless still present, see Fig. 5. How-
ever, the simple result of Eq. (4) cannot be applied any longer,
since each fermion is not simply reflected as k → −k due to
the momentum exchange with the impurity. In contrast, the
fermion-impurity scattering process is largely affected by the
defect’s velocity [50, 51] and, outside the two-kink approxi-
mation, the moving impurity can act as a moving source of
excitations [52].

Conclusions and outlook— We demonstrated the creation
of exotic and long-lived composite particles from the interplay
of confinement and impurity dynamics. We quantitatively
framed the problem within a simple semiclassical picture and
describe quantum corrections by semiclassically quantizing
the metastable bound state eigenenergies.

Our predictions should be readily observable in state-of-
the-art quantum simulators, where defects can be easily en-
gineered [16, 53], and which opens the path for addressing
many interesting questions. First, the effect of a truly moving
impurity has only been partially investigated and could lead
to interesting phenomena arising from the interplay between
the defect’s velocity and the lightcone of the mesons [50–52].
Besides, the energy exchange between the impurity and the
chain can alter the Schwinger effect [54] (see also [25–30])
by converting the impurity kinetic energy in a quark-antiquark
pair on the false vacuum and spur thermalization. Another in-
teresting scenario to be investigated is whether the impurity
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itself can be confined with a companion: when two mesons
of different particle species scatter, each quark can act as the
impurity for the other species, exciting four-quark (or more)
mesonic particles. Finally, it would be worthwhile to inves-
tigate confinement induced impurity states beyond the simple
the simple spin chain context, e.g. in quantum chromody-
namics. The physics of impurities was famously dismissed
as ’squalid state physics’ from a high-energy perspective [55],
but in the context of quantum simulations thereof it might turn
out to be exceptionally useful.
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Supplementary Material
Confinement induced impurity states in spin chains

Joseph Vovrosh, Hongzheng Zhao, Johannes Knolle, Alvise Bastianello

In this Supplementary Material we discuss in detail the numerical and analytical methods used in our work. In particular, it is
organized in the following way:

Section I: Details on the two-domain wall approximation used for simulations through out this work; Derivation of the
scattering matrix for collisions between a fermion and the impurity; The semiclassical quantization of the metastable bound
state energies; Extra simulations exploring the presence of metastable states. Finally, we give the details about Figs. 4 and 5 of
the main text.

Section II: Details on the semiclassical approximation (Truncated Wigner approach); Capture and decay of the metastable
state within the classical approximation; Further details on the quantum-classical comparison of Fig. 3.

Section III: Details on the tensor network simulations of the full Hilbert space; The initialization of the wavepacket; Further
details on Fig. 2.

1. THE WEAK TRANSVERSE FIELD LIMIT: THE TWO DOMAIN WALL APPROXIMATION

In the limit of weak transverse field, the fermionic excitations become the domain walls [15], as we discuss in the main text.
Let us consider the subspace with only two domain walls |j1, j2〉 = |↑ ... ↑↓j1 ... ↓↑j2 ... ↑〉 and a single impurity with position
y. We label the three particle state as |j1, j2, y〉 and wavefunction ψ(j1, j2, y) = 〈j1, j2, y|ψ〉. By projecting the Hamiltonian in
this subspace Ĥ → ĤP we find

ĤPψ(j1, j2, y) = −hx
[
ψ(j1 + 1, j2, y) + ψ(j1 − 1, j2, y) + ψ(j1, j2 + 1, y) + ψ(j1, j2 − 1, y)

]
+ χ|j1 − j2|ψ(j1, j2, y)+

− τ [ψ(j1, j2, y + 1) + ψ(j1, j2, y − 1)] +

− (d− hx) [δj1,y+1ψ(j1 − 1, j2, y) + δj1,yψ(j1 + 1, j2, y) + δj2,y+1ψ(j1, j2 − 1, y) + δj2,yψ(j1, j2 + 1, y)] . (S1)

Above, the exclusion j1 < j2 is enforced when needed. The confining force is χ = 2hz and the first line describes the
fermion-fermion (i.e. meson) dynamics, the second line contains the impurity dynamics and lastly the third line captures the
meson-impurity interaction. We can conveniently focus on a sector with a well defined total momentum and reduce the problem
to a two dimensional one. With a slight abuse of notation we set

ψ(j1, j2, y)→ eiK(j1+j2+y)ψ(j1 − y, j2 − y) (S2)

and Hamiltonian

ĤPψ(j1, j2) = −hx
[
eiKψ(j1 + 1, j2) + e−iKψ(j1−1, j2) + eiKψ(j1, j2 + 1) + e−iKψ(j1, j2−1)

]
+χ|j1− j2|ψ(j1, j2)+

− τ
[
eiKψ(j1 − 1, j2 − 1) + e−iKψ(j1 + 1, j2 + 1)

]
+

− (d− hx)
[
δj1,1e

−iKψ(j1 − 1, j2) + δj1,0e
iKψ(j1 + 1, j2) + δj2,1e

−iKψ(j1, j2 − 1) + δj2,0e
iKψ(j1, j2 + 1)

]
. (S3)

For the sake of simplicity, in this work we always focus on the case of zero total momentum K = 0.

The fermion-impurity scattering matrix — A key ingredient in the semiclassical treatment of the metastable state is
the transmission amplitude of the fermion-impurity scattering. In the weak transverse field limit, this can be analytically com-
puted. In order to do this, we now remove the confinement in Eq. (S3) and focus on the single kink problem ψ(j1, j2)→ ψ(j1).
In this case, we now look for the eigenvectors of the time-independent Schrodinger equation

Eψ(j) = −(hxe
iK + τe−iK)ψ(j+ 1)− (hxe

−iK + τeiK)ψ(j−1)− (d−hx)
[
δj,1e

−iKψ(j − 1) + δj,0e
iKψ(j + 1)

]
. (S4)

The asymptotic scattering solution can be written as

ψ̃(j) =

{
ψin(j) = eiqj + r(q,K)eiq̄j j ≤ 0,

ψout(j) = t(q,K)eiq̄j j ≥ 1.
(S5)
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Notice that due to the motion of the impurity the incoming momentum q is not reflected to −q, but rather on all the possible
eigenenergy solutions q̄ where E = ε(q) = ε(q̄) and

ε(q) = −2hx cos(K + q)− 2τ cos(K − q). (S6)

Above, we are assuming ∂qε(q) = v(q) > 0, the case v(q) < 0 is symmetric under parity reflection. r(q,K) and t(q,K) are
the reflection and transmission coefficient respectively, while R(q,K) = |r(q,K)|2 and T (q,K) = |t(q,K)|2 are the reflection
and transmission probability. Of course, one has R + T = 1. The coefficients r, t are determined by imposing the Schrodinger
equation at j = {0, 1} and after some simple algebraic manipulations one gets the conditions

( (hxe
iK + τe−iK)

(d− hx)eiK
+ 1
)
ψout(1) =

(hxe
iK + τe−iK)

(d− hx)eiK
ψin(1), (S7)

( (hxe
−iK + τeiK)

(d− hx)eiK
+ 1
)
ψin(0) =

(hxe
−iK + τeiK)

(d− hx)e−iK
ψout(0) . (S8)

From these, the following expression for r(q,K) is easily computed

r(q,K) = −
1−

(
(d−hx)

(hx+τei2K)
+ 1
)−1(

(d−hx)
(hx+τe−i2K)

+ 1
)−1

1− ei(q̄−q)
(

(d−hx)
(hx+τei2K)

+ 1
)−1(

(d−hx)
(hx+τe−i2K)

+ 1
)−1 (S9)

and the transmission rate follows as T (q,K) = 1 − |r(q,K)|2. Notice that in the case of static a impurity τ = 0, the
transmission rate becomes K−independent as expected and has the simple form

T (q) =
4 sin2 q

(d/hx)2 + (d/hx)−2 − 2 cos(2q)
. (S10)

The mesonic energies — The form of the mesonic energies in the bulk are well established as the solutions to the
equation

J−νk,α(xk) = 0 (S11)

in which νk,α =
Ek,α
2hx

, xk =
2hx cos k2

hz
and J is the Bessel function of the first kind [12].

We use a similar analysis to now provide the details on the semiclassical requantization of the energies of the metastable
bound states, focusing on τ = 0. As we discussed in the main text, we look at the metastable state as two independent fermions
bouncing on a hard wall potential. In this respect, the energy of the metastable bound state is given by Ej1,j2 = Ej1 + Ej2 + χ
withEj the quantized energy levels of each fermion. Focusing on the right fermion, its wavefunction obeys the time-independent
Schrodinger equation

EjψEj (x) = −hxψEj (x+ 1)− hxψEj (x− 1) + χxψEj (x) x > 0 (S12)

and boundary condition ψEj (0) = 0. This equation, apart from a numerical factor, is very similar to the wavefunction in
the relative coordinates of two confined domain walls, hence it can be solved in a similar manner. The eigenfunctions are
parametrized by Bessel functions

ψEj (x) = Jx−Ej/χ (−2hx/χ) . (S13)

The energies are then found by imposing the condition J−Ej/χ (−2hx/χ) = 0.

Numerical simulations in the two-kink subspace — Within the two-kink subspace, we have great control on the nu-
merical simulations of the meson scattering. In Fig. S6 we provide extra evidence on the possibility of forming metastable
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FIG. S6. Two-fermion wavepacket collision against a static impurity for the same initial conditions, but in the presence and absence of
confinement and defected bond (see text). Here, we focus on the domain wall probability as a function of space and time (measured in units of
hx).

bound states through the interplay of the confinement and impurity-scattering. We initialize the two domain walls in two narrow
wavepackets with momentum −π/2 and relative distance 25 sites. The domain wall closest to the static impurity (centered at
j = 0) is placed at 25 sites from it. Then, we let evolve the two domain walls in four different cases. From the left to the right:
no confining force χ = 0 and no impurity d = hx; confinement χ = 0.1hx but no defect d = hx; no confinement χ = 0 but
non-trivial defect d = 0.2hx; and finally the case where both confinement χ = 0.1hx and defect d = 0.2hx are present. In the
latter case, there is clearly a finite probability of trapping the meson on the impurity. We wish now to supplement the analysis
of Fig. 4 concerning the metastable state formation in the quantum regime with further analysis.

Hence, we take the quantization of the metastable states one step further by exploring the effect on the resulting non-
equilibrium dynamics of the initial wave packet with respect to changes in its energy, E, as well as the variance of this energy,
σE . In order to have optimal control we turn to a sophisticated initial wavepacket given by

〈j1, j2|ψ〉 =

∫
dq e−σ

2
k(q−k)2eiq(

j1+j2
2 −X)Jj2−j1−νq,α

(
2hx
hz

cos
q

2

)
(S14)

where k is the initial expected momentum of the wavepacket, X is the initial centre of the wavepacket and νq,α =
εq,α
2hz

in which
εq,α is the energy of the two kink subspace and α labels the energy level [18]. This wave packet allows us to directly choose the
energy level we consider but also, via the choice of k and σk, we have good control of E and σE .

Firstly, we ‘scan’ through energy space with a wavepacket that has a small σE . This directly shows that, when a wavepacket
is centred on the energy of a metastable state, we observe the long lifetime of a meson trapped at the defect. As we move away
form this energy, we in turn loose this signature, this can be seen in the upper panel of Fig. S7. Furthermore, we present results
of the resonances observed as we increase σE of a wavepacket with energy centered such that we are capturing a metastable
state. Clearly seen in lower panel of Fig. S7, as the variance grows, more resonances are captured leading to more pronounced
oscillations in the trapped fraction of the wavepacket. This is consistent with the interpretation that these oscillations are due to
resonances between metastable state energies, i.e., as we increase σE a large number of metastable states are excited.

Further details about Fig. 4 and 5 — To generate the data for Figs. 4 and 5, we used a wavepacket similar to Eq.
(S14), but in a simpler factorized form

〈j1, j2|ψ〉 = e−σ
2( j1+j2

2 −X)
2

eik/2(j1+j2)φ(j1 − j2) . (S15)

This factorized wavefunction naturally arises when considering the semiclassical limit in the next section and, if the wavepacket
is sufficiently smooth, it is very close to Eq. (S14). In Fig. 4 we choose the free parameters trying to not alter the global
envelope of the wavepacket, hence we kept σ,X, k fixed and vary the energy spreading by acting on φ. In particular, we chose
k = 1.15, σ2 = 0.08 and X = 10, while the defect and confinement strengths are d/hx = 0.4 and χ/hx = 2hz/hx = 0.5.
The time scale is in units of hx, which plays the role of a global energy scale. Then, the relative wavefunction is chosen as the
exact wavefunction within a finite range φ(|j| ≤ Λ) = Jj−νk,1

(
2hx
hz

cos(k/2)
)

and zero beyond φ(|j| > Λ) = 0. The choices
Λ = {3, 4, 12} create the wavepackets with σE = {1.53, 1.06, 0.63} respectively.

In Fig. 5 we present quantum simulations within the two-kink approximation of the metastable state lifetimes in the presence
of impurities with varying mobility. We achieve this by using different values of τ . Here, we use the same initial wavepacket
of Fig. 3, which we discuss in the next section. With reference to the parametrization of Eq. (S15) and (S20), we choose
d/hx = 0.2, χ/hx = 0.25, k = −2, σ = 0.125, ` = 1, x̄ = 3`.

Numerical simulations are carried out by considering the two dimensional wavefunction on a finite segment [−L/2, L/2] and
the wavefunction is evolved through matrix-exponentiation of the two-kinks subspace Hamiltonian (S3). In order to remove
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FIG. S7. By initialising in the wavepacket given in Eg.S14 with carefully chosen values of k and σk we are able to explore energy space
precisely. Here we use hx = 1, hz = 1

3
, X = 65 and α = 2 with a stationary impurity located at site 30 such that d = 0.7. In the upper panel

we choose σ2
k such that the variance in energy space is small, σE ∼ 0.12. By varying k we are able to ‘scan’ across energy space and directly

capture metastable states via a resulting long lived meson at the impurity. In the lower panel we initialise k such that we observe a metastable
state and slowly increase σE by decreasing σk. This allows us to observe the resonances between different metastable states in the form of
emergent oscillations in the trapped fraction of wavepacket in the non-equilibrium dynamics.

finite size corrections by simulating a true infinite system, we add dissipation at the boundaries, thus removing the departing
meson and preventing the wavepacket to return to the defect after it has been scattered away. This approach is thoroughly
discussed in the framework of tensor network simulations in Sec. 3.

2. THE SEMICLASSICAL LIMIT

In this section we quantitatively match the semiclassical approximation against the quantum problem by means of a truncated
Wigner approximation [49]. For the sake of simplicity, we focus on the two-kink subspace and consider a static impurity, but
the method is readily generalized to the moving case. Let the initial state be described by a density matrix ρ̂, then we use a
coordinate representation |j1, j2〉 and define the Wigner quasi-distribution as

〈j1 + y1/2, j2 + y2/2|ρ̂|j1 − y1/2, j2 − y2/2〉 =

∫
dp1dp2W (j1, p1, j2, p2)eiy1p1+iy2p2 . (S16)

In principle, one needs to enforce j1 + y1/2 and all the other coordinates to be integers, but this will not be important. Indeed,
classical physics emerges in the case where the wavefunction is smooth and the confinement is weak, thus coarse graining the
discrete nature of the underlying lattice. We focus on the bulk of the dynamics, leaving the impurity aside for the moment, and
consider the Schrodinger equation of motion i∂tρ̂ = [Ĥ, ρ̂] with Ĥ given in Eq. (S1). By applying the equations of motion
to the left hand side of Eq. (S16) and expressing them in terms of the Wigner distribution, after some long but straightforward
algebra one finds

∂tW (j1, p1, j2, p2) + 2hz (sin(p1) + sin(p2))W (j1, p1, j2, p2)− V ′(j1 − j2) (∂p1 − ∂p2)W (j1, p1, j2, p2) ' 0 (S17)

with V ′(x) = ∂xV (x) and V (x) = χ|x|. In the derivation, one assumes W to have a slow dependence on j1, j2 (smooth
wavepacket) and asks V (x) to be a smooth potential. In the case of confinement, V (x) = χ|x| is not smooth in the origin, but
this correction vanishes in the limit of small χ. In Eq. (S17) one recognizes the classical Liouville equation for the phase space
distribution W (j1, p1, j2, p2) evolving with the classical HamiltonianHcl reported in the main text (in the weak transverse field
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regime, ε(k) = −2hz cos(k) and v(k) = ∂kε(k) = 2hz sin k). It is useful to consider the classical equation of motion{
∂tp1 = −χsgn(j1 − j2)

∂tj1 = v(p1)

{
∂tp2 = −χsgn(j2 − j1)

∂tj2 = v(p2)
, (S18)

and notice the following scale invariance

t→ Xt x1,2 → Xx1,2 χ→ χ/X (S19)

where X is some positive scale. Notice that this invariance holds in the classical limit, but it is broken in the quantum regime.
Nevertheless, we can use it as a convenient way to attain the classical limit, by means of rescaling to larger spaces and times.

The Wigner distribution of the wavepacket — When comparing quantum simulations with semiclassics, it is impor-
tant to correctly capture the initial conditions. Here, we provide the initial Wigner distribution for simple wavepackets that we
use in the simulations. We consider pure states ρ̂ = |ψ〉〈ψ| in the factorized form already anticipated in Eq. (S15), but the
wavefunction in the relative coordinates φ(x) is now chosen to be smooth. For example, a convenient choice is

φ(x) ∝
{
e−

1
4`2

(|x|−x̄)2 x < 0

0 x ≥ 0
. (S20)

Above, we ensured that the wavefunction vanishes when j1 < j2. By tuning the free parameters σ, k,X, `, x̄ one can engineer a
wavepacket of well defined momentum and control its energy. Notice that the wavefunction is factorized in terms of the center
of mass and relative coordinates, therefore the Wigner distribution has a factorized form as well

W (j1, p1, j2, p2) =W
(
j1 + j2

2
, p1 + p2

)
w

(
j1 − j2,

p1 − p2

2

)
. (S21)

With this specific choice of wavefunction, one finds

W(x, p) =
1√

2πσ2
exp

(
− 1

2σ2
(p− k)2 − 2σ (x−X)

2

)
. (S22)

The truncation of the Gaussian defining φ(x) in Eq. (S20) prevents a simple analytical solution. However, in the limit where
e−x̄

2/(2`2) � 1 the tails can be neglected and one simply finds

w(x, p) ∝ exp

(
−|x| − x̄)2

2`2
− 2`2p2

)
. (S23)

The proportionality constant is not important and it can be fixed by ensuring the correct normalization of the state.

Details on Fig. 3 — In Fig. 3 we compared simulations within the two-kink approximation against the truncated
Wigner approach. We consider different choices of wavepackets governed by a global length scale in such a way the limit of
infinitely smooth wavepacket collapses on a well defined classical limit. With reference to the wavefunction (S15) and (S20),
we chose the initial position of the wavepacket X as our scaling parameter and set d/hx = 0.2, χ = 5/X , k = −2, σ = 2.5/X ,
` = 0.05X , x̄ = 3`. As we commented in Eq. (S19), the classical equations are invariant under simultaneous rescaling of
positions, time and confining strength. In the truncated Wigner, the exact invariance of the classical simulation is broken by the
X−dependence of the momentum distribution, but it is restored in the X → +∞ limit.

The lifetime of the metastable state — We now wish to provide further details about the analytical determination of
the metastable state formation after a scattering event. For the sake of simplicity, we focus on the static impurity τ = 0, but the
same analysis can be ready generalized to the moving impurity as well. We divide the problem in two steps

1. Compute the lifetime of an already trapped meson.

2. Compute the probability of get trapped in the scattering event.

Furthermore, we are interested only in the longest lived metastable states. Within this assumption, one can greatly simplify
the analysis. If one considers an already trapped meson, it will remain trapped for long times only if the transmission probability
of both fermions is very small. Within this assumption, we can compute the two points above within these approximations
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1. Escape after first transmission: a trapped meson leaves the defect as soon as one of the two fermions is transmitted and it
cannot be captured back.

2. Capture after a single transmission: since transmission is unlikely, we assume the meson is captured after a single trans-
mission event of the fermion.

We have already discussed this simple calculation in the main text, here we quickly recap it and add some details. It is
convenient to parametrized the classical trapped meson in terms of the momenta of the fermions when they hit the barrier.
Following the same notation of the main text, we call them (k, q). Before transmission, each fermion evolves independently
from the other, feeling a constant force pulling it towards the reflective barrier. Hence, in between two scatterings, the left
fermion obeys the equation of motion k̇ = χ , ẋ = v(k) (we refer to the figure below for notation)

The period of the oscillation is readily computed noticing that, right after the reflection, the momentum of the fermion
changes sign k → −k and the oscillation period tosc(k) is the time needed for the force to bring the momentum back to k,
i.e. k = −k + χtosc(k). We now consider the probability that the leftmost fermion is not transmitted after n scatterings or,
equivalently, the probability of being reflected R(k)n = (1 − T (k))n ' exp[−nT (k)] ' exp[−T (k)t/tosc(k)]. Using the
oscillation period and asking that both fermions are not transmitted until time t, one gets Eq. (4) for the time evolution of the
trapped probability, i.e.

Pt(k, q) = exp
[
−tχ

2

(
|k|−1T (k) + |q|−1T (q)

)]
Pt=0(k, q) . (S24)

The initial probability Pt=0(k, q) depends on the details of the scattering, but surprisingly it can be computed in terms of
geometrical considerations without solving the equation of motion.

We now consider the probability of forming a metastable state by shooting a mesonic wavepacket at the defect. For the sake of
simplicity, we assume the meson has a well defined energy E and total momentum K. Furthermore, we approximate the capture
time to be negligible (i.e. all the mesons of the wavepacket are captured within a time window much smaller than the decay
time) and set t = 0 as the scattering time. Also within the assumption that the meson is captured only after a single transmission
event, there are several possible processes where some reflections take place before the desired transmission shown below.

Each of these processes leads a different pair {(k`, q`)}`=1,2,... of momenta for the trapped meson. The momenta k` and q`
are not independent, but they must satisfy the constraint E = ε(k`) + ε(q`): we prove it in the case of ` = 1 with the aid of
the picture below, the argument is easily extended to the case of generic `. Let us focus on the first transmission event: in our
notation, the impact of the first transmitted fermion happens at momentum−k1. Meanwhile, the companion fermion is placed at
a distance d and with momentum q̃1. The total energy of the meson is thus E = ε(−k1) + ε(q̃1) + χd, for simplicity we can use
the energy parity ε(−k1) = ε(k1). After the first fermion gets transmitted, the other will move independently with momentum
q(t) and distance from the defect d(t) and obeying the equation of motion q̇ = −χ ḋ = v(q(t)). Of course, E′ = ε(q(t))+χd(t)
is a conserved quantity. By comparison, with the energy of the meson, we have E′ = E − ε(q̃1). On the other hand, q(1) is the
momentum at the moment of impact and can be found by asking d(t) = 0, hence E = ε(q1) + ε(k1). The same argument can
be generalized to arbitrary ` by noticing that the scattering with the defect conserves the total energy of the meson.
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Energy conservation allows one to find q` if k` is known. As a next step, we build a recursive set of equations that fixes
k` from the knowledge of the moment at first impact k1, together with the total energy and momentum of the fermion. With
the help of the figure below, let us consider −k1 the momentum at first impact and, as before, let q̃1 be the momentum of the
companion. Right before the impact, the total momentum K = −k1 + q1 then the scattering fermion gets reflected and the total
momentum becomes K → K ′ = k1 + q̃1. Our next task is finding the momenta k̄, q̄ at the moment of the scattering among the
two fermions. This is easily found by imposing that the total energy of of the meson is purely kinetic and using the conservation
of K ′ = k̄ + q̄

E = ε(k̄) + ε(k1 + q̃1 − k̄). (S25)

Lastly, from k̄ and energy conservation one finds −k2. Let be d̄ the distance between the defect and the position of the
scattering among the two fermions. With the current convention on the momenta, one has ε(q̄) = ε(k1) + χd, but also ε(k̄) =
ε(k2) + χd, whose comparison gives the simple equation ε(k̄) + ε(q̄) = ε(k1) + ε(k2). In summary, and moving to the general
case k`, the recursive relation k` → k`+1 is found as the solution of

E = ε(k̄`) + ε(k` + q̃` − k̄`),
ε(k̄`) + ε(k` + q̃` − k̄) = ε(k`) + ε(k`+1),

−k`+1 + q̃`+1 = k` + q̃`.

(S26)

Since from momentum conservation one has q̃1 = K − k1, the full sequence (k`, q`) is entirely determined by k1.
Let p(k1) being the probability that the meson hits the impurity with a fermion of momentum −k1. Hence, it will create

a trapped meson (k1, q1) with probability p(k1)T (−k1). The pair (k2, q2) is instead created if the first scattering is reflective
and then transmissive, hence it will be excited with probability p(k1)(1 − T (−k1))T (−k2) and so on so forth. Eventually, the
probability Pt(E,K) that a meson with energy E and momentum K gives a metastable bound state at time t is

Pt(E,K) =

∫
dk p(k1)

∞∑
`=0

T (−k`)
{
`−1∏
i=1

[1− T (−ki)] exp

[
−χt

2

(
|k`|−1T (k`) + |q`|−1T (q`)

)]}
E=ε(k`)+ε(q`)

. (S27)

The last ingredient is determining p(k1) that in general depends on the fine details of the initial state and the whole time evolution.
However, there is at least one case where p(k1) can be easily obtain, i.e. in the approximation that the size of the wavepacket
is much larger than the typical size of the meson. If it is the case, the impact of the fermion will randomly happen at a given
position in its trajectory. In the figure below (left), the position of the defect can be arbitrarily moved within a maximum interval
of length D. Notice that D is nothing else than the distance traveled by the meson within his breathing period, which we can
compute with the help of the right figure.

Let p and K − p the momenta of the two fermions when they scatter. Hence, by conservation of energy p is fixed solving
E = ε(p) + ε(K − p). Let us follow the trajectory of the fermion with initial momentum p: after an oscillation period and right
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before scattering with the companion, its momentum will be K− p. Let us now focus on the displacement: from the equation of
motion, we have D =

∣∣∫ τ
0

dtv(p(t))
∣∣ with τ the oscillation period and p(t) the time-evolving momentum. By using ṗ = χ and

v(k) = ∂kε(k), we can easily compute D as D = χ−1|ε(K− p)− ε(p)|. Finally, we can compute km from energy conservation
ε(km) = ε(0) + χD. Putting the pieces together, km is defined by solving{

ε(km) = ε(0) + |ε(K − p)− ε(p)|,
E = ε(p) + ε(K − p). (S28)

Within the allowed window of momenta, we are considering a flat average over the position of the meson at the moment of
impact. When changing coordinates to the momentum space, one needs to consider the proper Jacobian: this is easily done from
the equation of motion |k̇| = χ and |ẋ| = |v(k)|, hence dk1 = dx|v(−k1)|χ−1. Thus, one finds

p(−k1) ∝ |v(−k1)|θ(|km| − |k|)θ(k1sign(v(k1))) , (S29)

where θ is the Heaviside theta function and the proportionality constant is fixed by imposing that p(−k1) is normalized to unity.

3. THE TENSOR NETWORK SIMULATIONS

In this section we discuss the tensor network simulations and details for Fig. 2. However, first we discuss how the initial
mesonic wavepacket can be prepared and controlled.

The wavepacket initialization: the meson creation operator — Here we discuss how to create two fermions in the
transverse Ising chain via spin operators. It will be later employed for the creation of a moving meson as the initial state in the
tensor network numerical simulation. We start by considering the transverse field Ising model

H = −
∑
j

1

2

[
σzjσ

z
j+1 + hxσ

x
j

]
, (S30)

The system can be mapped into the free fermion representation with a Jordan Wigner transformation

dj =

j−1∑
i=−∞

σxi σ
−
j (S31)

with σ±j = (σzj ± iσyj )/2. Then one defines the modes in the Fourier space as(
dj
d†j

)
=

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
eikj

(
cos θk i sin θk
i sin θk cos θk

)(
γ(k)
γ†(−k)

)
, (S32)

where θk = 1
2i log

[
(hx − eik)/(1 + h2

x − 2hx cos(k))
]
. With this choice, the Ising Hamiltonian is diagonal in the mode op-

erators γ(k) and the ground state is identified with the vacuum γ(k)|0〉 = 0. As a next step, we would like to create a pair of
fermions on top of the vacuum. To this end, let us consider an operator defined in the following form

Oj =
∑
`≥0

σ+
j

j+`−1∏
i=j

σxi σ
+
j+`F (`) =

∑
`≥0

d†jd
†
j+`F (`), (S33)
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with a fast decaying, e.g. exponential, space-dependent function F (`). From the Oj operator, we create O(P, j0) as

O(P, j0) =
∑
j

e−(j−j0)2/σ2

eiPj(Oj +A). (S34)

The idea is that O(P, j0) tries to create a wavepacket in motion, centered around j0 and with momentum P . A is a constant
inserted for imposing the normal ordering with respect to the γ operators and is determined below.

When we express Oj in terms of modes, it will contain operators in the form γ†γ† (which create two fermions), but also γ†γ,
γγ† and γγ. We are interested in the action of O(P, j0) on the vacuum and if we fix the constant A as

A = −
(∑
`>0

F (`)

∫
dq

2π
e−iq` (i sin θq cos θq)

)
, (S35)

we obtain a two-fermions state

O(P, j0)|0〉 =
∑
j

e−(j−j0)2/σ2

eiPj

(∑
`≥0

F (`)

∫
dk

2π

∫
dq

2π
e−ikje−iq(j+`) cos θk cos θqγ

†(k)γ†(q)

)
|0〉. (S36)

We now first sum over j and define

W (P − k − q) =
∑
j

e−(j−j0)2/σ2

ei(P−k−q)j , (S37)

which becomes very peaked in the momentum space limσ→∞W (P − k − q) = 2πδ(P − k − q) for large σ. We further define

F̃ (q) =
∑
`≥0

F (`)e−iq`, (S38)

leading to the following compact expression

O(P, j0)|0〉 =

(∫
dk

2π

∫
dq

2π
W (P − k − q)F̃ (q) cos θk cos θqγ

†(k)γ†(q)

)
|0〉. (S39)

Lastly, we use the asymmetry of the fermions to rewrite the last expression as

O(P, j0)|0〉 =

(∫
dk

2π

∫
dq

2π
W (P − k − q) F̃ (q)− F̃ (k)

2
cos θk cos θqγ

†(k)γ†(q)

)
|0〉. (S40)

Clearly,
∣∣∣W (P − k − q) F̃ (q)−F̃ (k)

2 cos θk cos θq

∣∣∣2 is the semiclassical probability of the wavepacket. Tuning σ and the function
F we can change the wavepacket. So far we kept F arbitrary but we require F to be fast decaying in ` for both computational
reasons and to get a more localized wavepacket. F must be tuned if one wants to act on the probability distribution of the
difference in the momentum of the two fermions (while W acts on the total momentum). A convenient choice is choosing F as
a Kronecker delta

F (`) = δ`,`0 (S41)

for a certain `0. Note, the state |Ψ〉 = O(P, j0)|0〉 is not normalized. It must be renormalized before running the simulation.
After this, the state |Ψ〉 will exactly contain two fermions, i.e. one meson.

Numerical details on the Tensor network calculation — The tensor network simulation of the dynamics is imple-
mented via the Python library TeNPy as detailed in Ref. [48]. The strong confinement in our mode significantly suppresses
the spreading of correlations throughout the whole system, hence, permitting an efficient tensor network simulation with a low
bond dimension for a long time.

We first use the Density Matrix Renormalization Group (DMRG) algorithm to prepare the system of length L = 240 with
open boundary in its groundstate of the Hamiltonian

HIsing = −
∑
i

σzi σ
z
i+1 − hx

∑
i

σxi − (d− hx)σx0 − hz
∑
i

σzi , (S42)
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where the defect located on site 0. The transverse field is chosen as hx = 0.3, and a non-zero but small longitudinal field
hz = 0.01 is used to break the two-fold groundstate degeneracy. As the groundstate is approximately a simple ferromagnetic
state without long-range correlation, a low bond dimension χ = 20 is sufficient.

Now we want to create the initial meson wavepacket with a non-zero velocity such that it can move towards the impurity. As
introduced in the last section, we construct a string operator O (P, j0) according to Eq. (S34),

O (P, j0) =
∑
j

e−(j−j0)2/σ2

eiPj (Oj +A) , (S43)

with

Oj =
∑
`≥0

σ+
j

j+`−1∏
i=j

σxi σ
+
j+`F (`), A = −

(∑
`>0

F (`)

∫
dq

2π
e−iq` (i sin θq cos θq)

)
, (S44)

and F (`) = δl,1. Numerically we choose j0 = 10, P = π/2, σ =
√

4L/π and the summation over j to be limited within
[j0 − 10, j0 + 10]. Acting the operator O (P, j0) on the groundstate creates a wavepacket with a total momentum P . However,
the created meson is a superposition of excitations of different energies, and therefore, each of them has a different velocity.

D(j, t) 6= 0
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FIG. S8. Dynamics of the connected correlation 〈σz
i σ

z
i+1〉 calculated via TEBD algorithm. Left: no dissipation and no impurity. Middle:

[HZ: No impurity d = hx]. Dissipation is included such that only one wavepacket survives. Right: Both dissipation and impurity [HZ:
d=0.1] are present and the metastable state is clearly visible. For all three plots, we use hx = 0.3, hz = 0.12, L = 240.

The time evolution of the dynamics is achieved by the Time Evolving Block Decimation (TEBD) algorithm with a low bond
dimension χ = 20. We use a time step dt = 1 and the fourth order Suzuki-Trotter decomposition for the time evolution. The
connected part of the correlation 〈σzi σzi+1〉 is employed to trace the position of the meson. As shown in the left panel of Fig. S8,
the wavepacket quickly spreads with distinct velocities, corresponding to different excitations of the system.

In the absence of the impurity, the wavepackets with the faster velocities bounce at the boundary and reflect back, interfering
with the slowly moving wavepackets at later times. Although not shown here, such interference happens more severely when
the impurity is present. Consequently, the trapped meson is not clearly visible and its lifetime is difficult to analyze. To address
this, we further additionally introduce the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian to induce week dissipation of the form

Hdis(t) = i
∑
j

D(j, t)
(
σzjσ

z
j+1 + hxσ

x
j

)
, (S45)

where D(j, t) is a time-dependent function with a positive amplitude (the maximum value is around 0.01) that smoothly decays
in space. For a fixed time t0 < 750, D(j, t0) is non-zero in regions where undesired meson components move through and get
dissipated, permitting us to select the meson wavepacket with an approximately constant velocity. As shown in the middle panel
of Fig. S8, we choose a profile D(j, t) nonzero in the red regions such that only one wavepacket survives and the amplitude of
the correlation function also gets amplified due to the normalization of the wavefunction. At later times, we also use a non-zero
D(j, t) at the boundary to reduce the finite size effect. In the end, in the right panel, we introduce the impurity d = 0.1 same as
Fig. 2 at the middle of the system and plot the dynamics where a long-lived metastable state can be clearly identified.
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d = 0.18
<latexit sha1_base64="u+ui+Nw6gqcnwKsUD9DB4ikQT7w=">AAAB7XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lEsBehoAePFewHtKFsNpt27WY37G6EEvofvHhQxKv/x5v/xm2ag7Y+GHi8N8PMvCDhTBvX/XZKa+sbm1vl7crO7t7+QfXwqKNlqghtE8ml6gVYU84EbRtmOO0liuI44LQbTG7mfveJKs2keDDThPoxHgkWMYKNlTrhtVv3GsNqza27OdAq8QpSgwKtYfVrEEqSxlQYwrHWfc9NjJ9hZRjhdFYZpJommEzwiPYtFTim2s/ya2fozCohiqSyJQzK1d8TGY61nsaB7YyxGetlby7+5/VTEzX8jIkkNVSQxaIo5chINH8dhUxRYvjUEkwUs7ciMsYKE2MDqtgQvOWXV0nnou7ZyO4va83bIo4ynMApnIMHV9CEO2hBGwg8wjO8wpsjnRfn3flYtJacYuYY/sD5/AEPTY4g</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="u+ui+Nw6gqcnwKsUD9DB4ikQT7w=">AAAB7XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lEsBehoAePFewHtKFsNpt27WY37G6EEvofvHhQxKv/x5v/xm2ag7Y+GHi8N8PMvCDhTBvX/XZKa+sbm1vl7crO7t7+QfXwqKNlqghtE8ml6gVYU84EbRtmOO0liuI44LQbTG7mfveJKs2keDDThPoxHgkWMYKNlTrhtVv3GsNqza27OdAq8QpSgwKtYfVrEEqSxlQYwrHWfc9NjJ9hZRjhdFYZpJommEzwiPYtFTim2s/ya2fozCohiqSyJQzK1d8TGY61nsaB7YyxGetlby7+5/VTEzX8jIkkNVSQxaIo5chINH8dhUxRYvjUEkwUs7ciMsYKE2MDqtgQvOWXV0nnou7ZyO4va83bIo4ynMApnIMHV9CEO2hBGwg8wjO8wpsjnRfn3flYtJacYuYY/sD5/AEPTY4g</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="u+ui+Nw6gqcnwKsUD9DB4ikQT7w=">AAAB7XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lEsBehoAePFewHtKFsNpt27WY37G6EEvofvHhQxKv/x5v/xm2ag7Y+GHi8N8PMvCDhTBvX/XZKa+sbm1vl7crO7t7+QfXwqKNlqghtE8ml6gVYU84EbRtmOO0liuI44LQbTG7mfveJKs2keDDThPoxHgkWMYKNlTrhtVv3GsNqza27OdAq8QpSgwKtYfVrEEqSxlQYwrHWfc9NjJ9hZRjhdFYZpJommEzwiPYtFTim2s/ya2fozCohiqSyJQzK1d8TGY61nsaB7YyxGetlby7+5/VTEzX8jIkkNVSQxaIo5chINH8dhUxRYvjUEkwUs7ciMsYKE2MDqtgQvOWXV0nnou7ZyO4va83bIo4ynMApnIMHV9CEO2hBGwg8wjO8wpsjnRfn3flYtJacYuYY/sD5/AEPTY4g</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="u+ui+Nw6gqcnwKsUD9DB4ikQT7w=">AAAB7XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lEsBehoAePFewHtKFsNpt27WY37G6EEvofvHhQxKv/x5v/xm2ag7Y+GHi8N8PMvCDhTBvX/XZKa+sbm1vl7crO7t7+QfXwqKNlqghtE8ml6gVYU84EbRtmOO0liuI44LQbTG7mfveJKs2keDDThPoxHgkWMYKNlTrhtVv3GsNqza27OdAq8QpSgwKtYfVrEEqSxlQYwrHWfc9NjJ9hZRjhdFYZpJommEzwiPYtFTim2s/ya2fozCohiqSyJQzK1d8TGY61nsaB7YyxGetlby7+5/VTEzX8jIkkNVSQxaIo5chINH8dhUxRYvjUEkwUs7ciMsYKE2MDqtgQvOWXV0nnou7ZyO4va83bIo4ynMApnIMHV9CEO2hBGwg8wjO8wpsjnRfn3flYtJacYuYY/sD5/AEPTY4g</latexit>

d = 0.14
<latexit sha1_base64="TYIx9pwmbnhCVDG1NAd+CRLMPGg=">AAAB7XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mkoBehoAePFewHtKFsNpt27WY37G6EEvofvHhQxKv/x5v/xm2ag7Y+GHi8N8PMvCDhTBvX/XZKa+sbm1vl7crO7t7+QfXwqKNlqghtE8ml6gVYU84EbRtmOO0liuI44LQbTG7mfveJKs2keDDThPoxHgkWMYKNlTrhtVv3GsNqza27OdAq8QpSgwKtYfVrEEqSxlQYwrHWfc9NjJ9hZRjhdFYZpJommEzwiPYtFTim2s/ya2fozCohiqSyJQzK1d8TGY61nsaB7YyxGetlby7+5/VTE135GRNJaqggi0VRypGRaP46CpmixPCpJZgoZm9FZIwVJsYGVLEheMsvr5LORd2zkd03as3bIo4ynMApnIMHl9CEO2hBGwg8wjO8wpsjnRfn3flYtJacYuYY/sD5/AEJPY4c</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="TYIx9pwmbnhCVDG1NAd+CRLMPGg=">AAAB7XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mkoBehoAePFewHtKFsNpt27WY37G6EEvofvHhQxKv/x5v/xm2ag7Y+GHi8N8PMvCDhTBvX/XZKa+sbm1vl7crO7t7+QfXwqKNlqghtE8ml6gVYU84EbRtmOO0liuI44LQbTG7mfveJKs2keDDThPoxHgkWMYKNlTrhtVv3GsNqza27OdAq8QpSgwKtYfVrEEqSxlQYwrHWfc9NjJ9hZRjhdFYZpJommEzwiPYtFTim2s/ya2fozCohiqSyJQzK1d8TGY61nsaB7YyxGetlby7+5/VTE135GRNJaqggi0VRypGRaP46CpmixPCpJZgoZm9FZIwVJsYGVLEheMsvr5LORd2zkd03as3bIo4ynMApnIMHl9CEO2hBGwg8wjO8wpsjnRfn3flYtJacYuYY/sD5/AEJPY4c</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="TYIx9pwmbnhCVDG1NAd+CRLMPGg=">AAAB7XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mkoBehoAePFewHtKFsNpt27WY37G6EEvofvHhQxKv/x5v/xm2ag7Y+GHi8N8PMvCDhTBvX/XZKa+sbm1vl7crO7t7+QfXwqKNlqghtE8ml6gVYU84EbRtmOO0liuI44LQbTG7mfveJKs2keDDThPoxHgkWMYKNlTrhtVv3GsNqza27OdAq8QpSgwKtYfVrEEqSxlQYwrHWfc9NjJ9hZRjhdFYZpJommEzwiPYtFTim2s/ya2fozCohiqSyJQzK1d8TGY61nsaB7YyxGetlby7+5/VTE135GRNJaqggi0VRypGRaP46CpmixPCpJZgoZm9FZIwVJsYGVLEheMsvr5LORd2zkd03as3bIo4ynMApnIMHl9CEO2hBGwg8wjO8wpsjnRfn3flYtJacYuYY/sD5/AEJPY4c</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="TYIx9pwmbnhCVDG1NAd+CRLMPGg=">AAAB7XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mkoBehoAePFewHtKFsNpt27WY37G6EEvofvHhQxKv/x5v/xm2ag7Y+GHi8N8PMvCDhTBvX/XZKa+sbm1vl7crO7t7+QfXwqKNlqghtE8ml6gVYU84EbRtmOO0liuI44LQbTG7mfveJKs2keDDThPoxHgkWMYKNlTrhtVv3GsNqza27OdAq8QpSgwKtYfVrEEqSxlQYwrHWfc9NjJ9hZRjhdFYZpJommEzwiPYtFTim2s/ya2fozCohiqSyJQzK1d8TGY61nsaB7YyxGetlby7+5/VTE135GRNJaqggi0VRypGRaP46CpmixPCpJZgoZm9FZIwVJsYGVLEheMsvr5LORd2zkd03as3bIo4ynMApnIMHl9CEO2hBGwg8wjO8wpsjnRfn3flYtJacYuYY/sD5/AEJPY4c</latexit>

d = 0.10
<latexit sha1_base64="ZeV+UhMD5XZf2s+FfLCag2IeZJ8=">AAAB7XicbVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSJ4KlkR9CIU9OCxgv2AdinZbLaNzSZLkhXK0v/gxYMiXv0/3vw3pu0etPXBwOO9GWbmhangxmL87a2srq1vbJa2yts7u3v7lYPDllGZpqxJlVC6ExLDBJesabkVrJNqRpJQsHY4upn67SemDVfywY5TFiRkIHnMKbFOakXXuObjfqWKa3gGtEz8glShQKNf+epFimYJk5YKYkzXx6kNcqItp4JNyr3MsJTQERmwrqOSJMwE+ezaCTp1SoRipV1Ji2bq74mcJMaMk9B1JsQOzaI3Ff/zupmNr4KcyzSzTNL5ojgTyCo0fR1FXDNqxdgRQjV3tyI6JJpQ6wIquxD8xZeXSevc5VXz7y+q9dsijhIcwwmcgQ+XUIc7aEATKDzCM7zCm6e8F+/d+5i3rnjFzBH8gff5AwMtjhg=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ZeV+UhMD5XZf2s+FfLCag2IeZJ8=">AAAB7XicbVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSJ4KlkR9CIU9OCxgv2AdinZbLaNzSZLkhXK0v/gxYMiXv0/3vw3pu0etPXBwOO9GWbmhangxmL87a2srq1vbJa2yts7u3v7lYPDllGZpqxJlVC6ExLDBJesabkVrJNqRpJQsHY4upn67SemDVfywY5TFiRkIHnMKbFOakXXuObjfqWKa3gGtEz8glShQKNf+epFimYJk5YKYkzXx6kNcqItp4JNyr3MsJTQERmwrqOSJMwE+ezaCTp1SoRipV1Ji2bq74mcJMaMk9B1JsQOzaI3Ff/zupmNr4KcyzSzTNL5ojgTyCo0fR1FXDNqxdgRQjV3tyI6JJpQ6wIquxD8xZeXSevc5VXz7y+q9dsijhIcwwmcgQ+XUIc7aEATKDzCM7zCm6e8F+/d+5i3rnjFzBH8gff5AwMtjhg=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ZeV+UhMD5XZf2s+FfLCag2IeZJ8=">AAAB7XicbVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSJ4KlkR9CIU9OCxgv2AdinZbLaNzSZLkhXK0v/gxYMiXv0/3vw3pu0etPXBwOO9GWbmhangxmL87a2srq1vbJa2yts7u3v7lYPDllGZpqxJlVC6ExLDBJesabkVrJNqRpJQsHY4upn67SemDVfywY5TFiRkIHnMKbFOakXXuObjfqWKa3gGtEz8glShQKNf+epFimYJk5YKYkzXx6kNcqItp4JNyr3MsJTQERmwrqOSJMwE+ezaCTp1SoRipV1Ji2bq74mcJMaMk9B1JsQOzaI3Ff/zupmNr4KcyzSzTNL5ojgTyCo0fR1FXDNqxdgRQjV3tyI6JJpQ6wIquxD8xZeXSevc5VXz7y+q9dsijhIcwwmcgQ+XUIc7aEATKDzCM7zCm6e8F+/d+5i3rnjFzBH8gff5AwMtjhg=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ZeV+UhMD5XZf2s+FfLCag2IeZJ8=">AAAB7XicbVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSJ4KlkR9CIU9OCxgv2AdinZbLaNzSZLkhXK0v/gxYMiXv0/3vw3pu0etPXBwOO9GWbmhangxmL87a2srq1vbJa2yts7u3v7lYPDllGZpqxJlVC6ExLDBJesabkVrJNqRpJQsHY4upn67SemDVfywY5TFiRkIHnMKbFOakXXuObjfqWKa3gGtEz8glShQKNf+epFimYJk5YKYkzXx6kNcqItp4JNyr3MsJTQERmwrqOSJMwE+ezaCTp1SoRipV1Ji2bq74mcJMaMk9B1JsQOzaI3Ff/zupmNr4KcyzSzTNL5ojgTyCo0fR1FXDNqxdgRQjV3tyI6JJpQ6wIquxD8xZeXSevc5VXz7y+q9dsijhIcwwmcgQ+XUIc7aEATKDzCM7zCm6e8F+/d+5i3rnjFzBH8gff5AwMtjhg=</latexit>

FIG. S9. Dynamics of the half-system entanglement entropy.

We further provide the dynamics of the half-system entanglement entropy defined as

SL/2(A) = − tr ρ̂L/2 log ρ̂L/2, (S46)

where ρ̂L/2 denotes the reduced density matrix of half of the system. As the impurity locates at the center of the chain,
before the meson-impurity scattering happens, there is almost no entanglement established between two halves of the system.
Entanglement entropy suddenly increases around t ∼ 2 × 103 where one kink tunnels through the impurity and becomes
entangled with the other kink reflected back. It drops down when the transmitted and reflected particles eventually leave the
impurity. Overall, the entanglement of the whole system remains at low values permitting the efficient long-time simulation of
the dynamics with a low bond dimension.

Details on Fig. 2 — Here we give a brief summary of parameters used for Fig. 2. For the initial state generation, we
use F (l) = δl,1, j0 = 10, P = π/2 and σ =

√
4L/π to determine string operator in Eq. S44. For the time evolution, we

use bond dimension χ = 20, dt = 1 and the fourth order Suzuki-Trotter decomposition. The Hamiltonian parameters are
hx = 0.3, hz = 0.12 and L = 240. The defect size is d = 0.1 in the left panel.
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