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We investigate the dynamics of the quantum Ising model on two-dimensional square lattices up to 16 × 16
spins. In the ordered phase, the model is predicted to exhibit dynamically constrained dynamics, leading
to confinement of elementary excitations and slow thermalization. After demonstrating the signatures of
confinement, we probe the dynamics of interfaces in the constrained regime through sudden quenches of
product states with domains of opposite magnetization. We find that the nature of excitations can be captured
by perturbation theory throughout the confining regime, and identify the crossover to the deconfining regime.
We systematically explore the effect of the transverse field on the modes propagating along flat interfaces and
investigate the crossover from resonant to diffusive melting of a square of flipped spins embedded in a larger
lattice.

While interacting quantum systems typically relax to
equilibrium relatively quickly, there are striking examples
where this is not the case [1, 2]. Investigating the origins
of the anomalously long prethermal regime of such systems
has applications in understanding exotic phases of condensed
matter [3, 4], phenomena like false vacuum decay [5] and
quark confinement [6].

One possible reason for slow thermalization is the
emergence of dynamical constraints which approximately
restrict the time evolution to certain subspaces of the full
Hilbert space. A prominent example are systems with
confinement [7], where pairs of elementary excitations
experience attraction which increases with increasing
separation, and thus form long-lived bound states. This is,
for example, the reason why quarks at low temperatures do
not exist as isolated particles, but are bound in mesons or
hadrons.

An analogous mechanism is also found in Ising spin
chains [8]. At small transverse fields, the low energy
excitations are domain walls, and pairs of them feel a
confining force provided by the longitudinal field [9–13]
or interactions beyond nearest neighbour [14]. The direct
correspondence between confined domain walls in spin
systems and pairs of charges confined by a gauge field in
lattice gauge theories makes the Ising chain a useful toy
model for studying thermalization of bound states via meson
production [15–18]. Domains of spins anti-aligned with the
longitudinal field are bubbles of false vacuum, and probing
their dynamics is crucial for understanding false vacuum
decay [19, 20].

In two dimensions (2D), the confining potential comes from
the lattice itself. An excitation has to flip neighbouring spins
to propagate, thus adding domain walls. At small transverse
fields such processes are very energetically costly, and thus
strongly suppressed. Confinement has initially been studied
in ladders [21, 22], by orthogonally coupling many chains
described by the Ising field theory in the scaling limit [7, 23]
and recently in a 2D lattice with infinite tensor network
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methods [24, 25]. These approaches describe the system in
the thermodynamic limit and hence cannot probe dynamics of
inhomogeneous initial states and domain walls.

In this paper, we use tree tensor networks (TTNs) to explore
the constrained dynamics of the quantum Ising model on 2D
square lattices of up to 16 × 16 spins, through quenches
of product states to finite transverse fields. Starting with
the completely polarized state, we demonstrate signatures
of confinement and investigate the nature of low-energy
excitations that drive the dynamics. Then, we turn our
attention to two representative types of domain walls, a flat
interface between two spin species and a square domain
embedded in a larger lattice, to explore the melting of
interfaces in the confining regime. We characterize the
surface modes that are known to dominate the dynamics in
the limit of small transverse field [26, 27], and investigate
the crossover towards diffusive melting. We find that the
crossover corresponds to the dynamical phase transition from
the ordered to disordered phase and we characterize the nature
of domain melting in both regimes. Finally, we discuss
the feasibility of implementing our numerical calculations
on quantum simulators and suggest an outlook of possible
extensions of the presented work.

Model and methods - The Hamiltonian of the two-
dimensional quantum Ising model is

H = −J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

σzi σ
z
j − g

∑
i

σxi , (1)

with x- and z-Pauli matrices σx and σz , J the interaction,
and g the transverse field strength. Sum indices run over
sites of a N × N square lattice, with ⟨i, j⟩ indicating a sum
over nearest neighbours. We choose to work with periodic
boundary conditions throughout, but the physics observed
here does not depend on this choice.

Throughout the paper, we investigate instantaneous
quenches of product states with spins aligned in the z-
direction (eigenstates at g = 0) to finite values of g. We
encode them into tree tensor networks [28–30] and propagated
in real time using the time-dependent variational principle
(TDVP) [31, 32], with a timestep of 0.005J . Our results
are generally sufficiently converged for the maximal bond
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FIG. 1. Confinement in the 2D quantum Ising model. (a) Short
time dependence of magnetization ⟨σz(t)⟩ for a set of g/J . (b)
⟨σz(t)⟩ for longer times and small g/J . (c) Time dependence of
entanglement entropy S for a bipartition of two neighbouring spins
and the rest of the system. Smax is the maximal entanglement
entropy of the bipartition (in this case Smax = 2 ln 2). (d) Time
dependence of a horizontal cut of the connected correlation function
Cij where i = 4 for a set of g/J .

dimension χ = 100. See Supplemental Material (SM) for
technical details and convergence analysis.

Broadly speaking, the accuracy of tensor network methods
is bound by entanglement. After instantaneous quenches
of product states it typically grows, at worst linearly with
time [33]. This means that the resources required for accurate
tensor network calculations grow exponentially. However, as
shown in this work and elsewhere [7, 9, 24], the physical
regime investigated here is noteworthy precisely because
entanglement grows slowly in time. This makes TTNs a
particularly apt tool to attack the present problem.

We characterize the physics through various observables.
Aside from the local magnetization ⟨σzi ⟩, we use the spin-spin
correlation function Cij = ⟨σzi σzj ⟩ − ⟨σzi ⟩⟨σzj ⟩ where i and
j are lattice sites of the two spins. When quenching from a
product state where initially Cij = 0 for all i ̸= j, the time
evolution of Cij quantifies the spread of an excitation in time.

The entanglement of two parts of the system is quantified
through the von Neumann entropy S = −

∑
i α

2
i lnα

2
i , where

αi are the singular values of the Schmidt decomposition of
the chosen bipartition. S is also a measure of the spread of
excitations across the bipartition, as this process entangles the
two parts of the system.

Confinement - Slow thermalization of a many-body system
is reflected in persistent oscillations of local observables,
like the magnetization of one spin. Additionally, a
striking signature of confined dynamics is the suppression
of the light-cone spread of correlations, and slow and non-
monotonous growth of entanglement with time [9]. We
start by demonstrating these properties after a quench of a
completely polarized product state |↓ . . . ↓⟩ to finite g. The
time dependence of the magnetization ⟨σz⟩ is presented in
Figs. 1(a,b). For small g/J ≲ 1.5, we find persistent
oscillations with no signs of suppression up to large times.
However, when increasing g towards g/J ≈ 2, ⟨σz⟩
equilibrates on a timescale of 1/J . This indicates the onset

FIG. 2. Spectrum of σz , given by the Fourier transform F(σz).
(a) Spectrum of magnetization for two cases of g/J . Dashed vertical
lines correspond to ω/J = 4, 8, and 12. (b) Heatmap of the spectrum
for a range of g/J . Black dashed lines correspond to the transition
energies obtained by perturbation theory.

of a regime of quick thermalization, in rough agreement with
the critical value of the transverse field for a dynamical phase
transition in the same model, gc = 2.0J [34].

The time evolution of the entanglement entropy S is
shown in Fig. 1(c). We choose a bipartition between
two neighbouring spins and the rest of the system, but
all other bipartitions produce similar results. At small
g/J , we observe an oscillatory pattern with the system
periodically returning very close to a product state with a
frequency of approximately π

2 J . Interestingly, the frequency
is half the frequency of the oscillations of ⟨σz⟩. The
oscillations are washed out as g is increased and the density of
excitations becomes large enough that they interact, leading to
thermalization [35].

The spin-spin correlations also exhibit signatures of
confinement, see Fig. 1(d), where we plot a vertical cut
of Cij with spin i chosen in the fourth row. The spread
of correlations is strongly suppressed for small g/J . At
g/J = 0.5, we find non-monotonous behaviour with the same
frequency as the oscillations of entanglement. The light-cone
component becomes more apparent as g is increased, and at
g/J = 1.5 it is clearly the dominant contribution. It should be
mentioned that the light-cone never vanishes completely, but
is only suppressed. Its apparent disappearance is an artefact
of the choice of a plotting scale [9, 14].

Nature of excitations - The oscillating behaviour of local
observables implies that the dynamics is generated by
repeated creation and annihilation of local excitations. Their
nature can be inferred from the spectral density of local
observables [9, 14, 24, 35]. In Fig. 2 we show the results
of the Fourier transform of the magnetization from Fig. 1(b)
between tJ = 10 and tJ = 80, denoted by F(σz). We
multiply the timeseries by the Hamming window to exclude
possible transient events at the edges of the interval [36, 37].
An example of the spectral density for two values of g/J is
shown in Fig. 2(a), while a heatmap for a broader range is in
Fig. 2(b).

The three peaks match the excitation energies of the
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dominant dynamical processes. The most prominent peak,
starting at ω = 8J for g = 0, corresponds to the transition
between the initial state and a state with one flipped spin, ψ1.
The peak at 12J corresponds to a transition between ψ0 and
ψ2, a state where two neighbouring spins are flipped, with
a total domain wall length of 6. Finally, the peak at 4J is
produced by the transition between ψ1 and ψ2.

The g-dependence of the excitation energies can be
captured by perturbative corrections to the product states. The
expressions up to the second order in g are:

E0 = − g2

8J
N2 +O(g4),

E1 = 8J − g2

8J

(
N2 + 6

)
+O(g4),

E2 = 12J − g2

8J
N2 +O(g4).

(2)

Note that N is the linear size of our system, which consists of
N2 sites in total. For complete calculations see the SM.

The black dashed lines in Fig. 2(b) indicate the transition
energies obtained as differences of these energies, denoted
∆ij = Ej − Ei. They match the positions of the spectral
peaks to surprisingly large values of transverse field, up to
g ∼ J . This is somewhat surprising for expressions which
are technically only accurate up to the second order in g, and
indicates that the contribution of the higher excited modes is
negligible throughout the confining regime.

Note that aside from the extensive correction common to all
states, we do not find a second-order contribution to E2. An
intuitive interpretation is that in second order the corrections
that come from coupling ψ2 to ψ1, and the ones coming
from ψ3 (superposition of connected three-spin clusters, total
domain length of 8), originate from the same physical process,
ie. adding or removing a spin from an existing cluster. Both
add two domain walls, and being symmetric in this sense, they
cancel out. The processes that couple ψ2 to ψ0 only appear at
fourth order, and we expect that accounting for those would
reproduce the curvature of the right and left peaks in Fig. 2(b).

The spectrum of excitations hints at the underlying reasons
for quick thermalization beyond g/J ∼ 2. The ∆12 peak
indicates the cost of flipping a spin next to an already existing
spin flip – growing a spin cluster by one. Quenching to
the point where this process is energetically as expensive as
creating a single spin flip populates not only the first few but
also higher excited states, resulting in the formation of larger
clusters and thus thermalization on a timescale of 1/J .

Because the dynamics of confined systems is dominated by
low energy excitations, it can be accurately described by a
simple effective model [14, 16, 24]. This is typically done
by projecting the Hamiltonian to a subspace of low-energy
excitations (equivalents of our ψ0, ψ1 and ψ2). However,
this approach leads to certain inconsistencies. Namely, the
matrix element between the ground and first excited state is
extensive (indeed, in our case we find ⟨ψ0|H |ψ1⟩ = gN ),
while others are independent of N . Therefore, an effective
model includingψ0 predicts a spectral gap (equivalent of ∆01)
that diverges with system size. To accurately reproduce the
excitation energies, the initial vacuum state (equivalent of ψ0)

should be excluded from the low energy model, and its mass
set exactly to zero.

Perturbative calculations imply that the origin of the
problem is in the arbitrary truncation of the subspace of
the effective model (see SM for details). We find that
the extensive corrections come from a state coupling to an
extensive number of excitations with one more and one fewer
spin flip – it is always possible to flip a decoupled spin in
approximately N2 places for an energy penalty of 8J . The
contributions coming from the state with one more and one
less spin flip cancel out in the perturbative calculations, and
we only find an overall g2N2/8J correction to all states,
so that energy differences remain independent of system
size. However, if the Hilbert space is first truncated into
an effective model, the coupling between the last retained
and the first truncated state is not taken into account, the
extensive contributions do not cancel out, and the gaps grow
with system size. While the two approaches produce a similar
energy diagram, an advantage of the perturbative approach is
that it can also provide corrections to the eigenstates.

Interfaces - Next, we probe the dynamics of interfaces by
investigating quenches of inhomogeneous initial states. We
consider two examples: the stripe, an initial state where two
domains of opposite polarized spins are separated by a flat
interface, and the square, where the flipped spins are arranged
into a square domain.

Confinement importantly affects interface dynamics.
Whereas interfaces are typically expected to diffusively melt,
in the confining phase they tend to remain stable up to very
long times. This is because classically resonant processes
dominate the dynamics for small g/J , ie. only spins with
two neighbours of each spin species can flip, as the initial
and final state have the same energy. These processes only
locally reshape the domain wall, and thus its total length
emerges as a dynamic constraint. The interface dynamics
is well understood in the limit of infinite J where non-
resonant processes are explicitly forbidden [26, 27]. Slow
thermalization comes as a consequence of the subsequent
fragmentation of Hilbert space into sectors labeled by the
domain wall length, and further into so-called dynamically
decoupled Krylov subspaces; two domains cannot merge
through local reshaping of the interface if they are separated
by multiple lattice sites [38, 39].

Results for the stripe are presented in Fig. 3, with a
sketch of the initial state shown in Fig. 3(a). Recall the
periodic boundary conditions, which ensure that the interface
is completely flat with no kinks.

In this case, the lowest excitation above the initial state
is a spin flip at the interface. It creates two additional
domain walls and costs 2 × 2J . However, once this
excitation is present, flipping the neighbouring interface
spin does not come with any additional energy penalty,
see Fig. 3(b). Such excitations are thus allowed to freely
propagate along the boundary, with the expected dispersion
E(k) = 4J (1 + g cos(k)) [40].

The spectral density of ⟨σz⟩ for a spin at the interface
is shown in Fig. 3(b). The most prominent feature is the
excitation which starts at ω = 4J for g = 0 and fans out
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FIG. 3. Spread of correlations near an interface. (a) Sketch of the
initial state, with blue representing ↑ and red ↓ spins. Black lines
indicate the cuts shown in (d). (b) Sketch of the resonant process
along the interface. (c) Heatmap of the spectral density of ⟨σz⟩ (t)
for a spin at the interface for a range of g/J . White dashed lines
correspond to the transition energies of a freely propagating edge
mode. (d) Horizontal (x) and vertical (y) cuts of the connected
correlations function Cij with respect to the spin at (4, 4) (white
square in (a)). Blue dashed lines are ±4gt, showing that the interface
mode carries the correlations.

into a continuum with increasing g, as expected of a freely
propagating mode. White dashed lines correspond to the
expected envelopes of the transition energies ω = 4J ± 4g.
The continuum is split into discrete peaks as a consequence of
the finite size of the lattice.

Vertical and horizontal cuts of the connected correlation
functions are shown in Fig. 3(c). Because of the interface,
the spread of correlations is not the same in the horizontal
and vertical directions. In the horizontal direction (orthogonal
to the interface) correlations show signatures of confinement
equivalent to results in Fig. 1. Interestingly, the correlation
spread is symmetric, meaning that the confined excitations
spread across the interface into the domain with opposite
polarisation in the same way as within the domain. On
the other hand, the vertical (y) cuts show very different
behaviour. The freely propagating interface mode spreads the
correlations along the interface with a velocity proportional
to g (blue dashed lines in Fig. 3(c)), even for g ≪ J . As g
is further increased the dynamics lose their x-y asymmetric
nature, and at large g correlations spread equally in either
direction.

Finally, we consider the melting of an 8 × 8 square of
↑ spins embedded in a 16 × 16 lattice and surrounded by
↓ spins. Fig. 4(a) shows snapshots of magnetization for
small and intermediate g/J , while Fig. 4(b) shows the time
dependence of magnetization for a set of spins close to a
corner of the square. For extended plots of magnetization as
well as correlation spread, see the SM.

As shown in Refs. [26, 27], in the J → ∞ limit and for an
infinitely large corner the melting process can be understood
as a series of resonant spin-flip processes. Because the corner
spin has two neighbours of each spin species it flips on a

verticaldiagonal(b) (c)(a)

FIG. 4. Melting of a square. (a) Snapshots of magnetization for
small and intermediate g/J . (b,c) Magnetization ⟨σz⟩ for a set of
spins indicated by the (b) white and (c) orange squares in the initial
state in (a). The panels with thick dashed frames show the same
corner spin.

timescale set by 1/g. After the corner spin is flipped, its
two neighbours can resonantly flip as well. This triggers
a propagating edge mode in the same way as in Fig. 3.
The process is illustrated in the magnetization snapshots for
g/J = 0.1 in Fig. 4(a), and results in the square melting into
a cross-like shape.

A more quantitative view is presented in Figs. 4(b,c). At
small g/J the edge mode dominates. For spins along the
interface shown in panel (c), the delay of melting is thus linear
in the distance from the corner. Probing deeper into the square
along the diagonal (Fig. 4(b)), we find that spins near the
center stay inert up to relatively long times. Note that here
we rescale time with g, and find that the small g/J curves
in Fig. 4(b,c) follow the same trend. This indicates that the
smaller energy scale g dominantly drives the dynamics.

Increasing g causes deviations from this simple picture and
a crossover towards a regime where all spins at the interface
melt simultaneously. The amplitude of magnetization
oscillations is gradually reduced, and at g/J = 0.9 we
find a monotonous decrease of ⟨σz⟩ for all spins of the
square simultaneously. The melting produces waves of
magnetization radiating from sides of the square into the
environment (see bottom panel of Fig. 4(c), and SM extended
plots). This is a sign that the dynamics is no longer confined,
and that the length of the domain wall is not conserved.

Realization on a quantum simulator - The Ising model is
naturally realized in various quantum simulation platforms.
However, being two-dimensional, the presented setup is
most directly applicable to neutral atom arrays and within
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reach of existing experiments. More concretely, Ref. [41]
demonstrates control over 2D arrays of hundreds of Rydberg
atoms realizing a nearest-neighbour antiferromagnetic Ising
model with the interaction on the order of 2MHz and
coherence time of 20µs. When driving the transition
between the two spin states at around 1Mhz, the timescales
shown in Fig. 4 correspond to experimental times of a
few microseconds. If one chose to relax the nearest
neighbour constraint the atoms could be moved much closer
together, leading to stronger interactions and thus much faster
dynamics. See for example Refs. [42, 43] for experimental
and Ref. [44] for a similar theoretical proposal.

Outlook - We used tree tensor networks to study constrained
dynamics in the ordered phase of the two-dimensional
quantum Ising model. We showed the signatures of
confinement of quasiparticles and extracted the spectrum
of excitations from oscillations of the magnetization. The
spectrum can be adequately reproduced by perturbation
theory up to g ∼ J , while the failure at larger g is related
to thermalization. Then, we investigated the melting of
interfaces of domains with opposite spins, how it depends on
confinement and how it changes with increasing transverse
field. We find a crossover between the constrained dynamics
of classically resonant processes in the limit of small g and
diffusive melting at large g.

An important implication of the presented work is the fact
that these classical simulations are possible up to such long
times. The underlying reason is slow entanglement growth
and thus slow increase of bond dimension required to retain
the accuracy of tensor network states. The confining regime is
thus perfect for benchmarking quantum machines with tensor
network calculations [45].

We see various other open questions that could be addressed
either on a quantum simulator, or with minimal alterations of
our setup. One interesting avenue is the exploration of Floquet
dynamics through quenches with a time-dependent transverse
field. Because relatively long timescales are reachable, it is
possible to investigate the regime of small and intermediate
frequencies, and thus explore the regime beyond the 1/ω
corrections of the Magnus expansion. Floquet dynamics have
recently been studied in a related system, where a discrete

time crystal was identified in the prethermal state [46].

Another option is to investigate false vacuum decay. In
two dimensions, dynamical confinement and the presence of
false vacuum are decoupled – confinement is provided by the
lattice, while the false vacuum is invoked by a longitudinal
field. A starting point would be to investigate how the melting
in Fig. 4 depends on longitudinal field, which makes the
square either a false or a true vacuum domain.

Expanding on this idea, it would be interesting to probe
the scattering of false vacuum bubbles. Such calculations
have been performed in one dimension [47], but many more
scattering channels are expected to arise in two dimensions.
However, to clearly discern scattering from lattice effects one
would have to significantly increase the system size, possibly
beyond the reach of classical simulations.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Numerical details

The numerical calculations presented in this work are
performed with tree tensor networks (TTNs) [28, 29]. In
this appendix, we provide qualitative reasoning for the utility
of TTNs compared to other tensor networks and technical
aspects of the algorithm for time evolution that we apply, and
present plots of magnetization and entanglement obtained for
a set of maximal bond dimensions.

Tree tensor networks

In TTNs, the state is represented by a tensor network in the
shape of a symmetric binary tree, where the bottom tensors
(’leaves’ of the tree) carry the physical indices. The tree tensor
network ansatz is particularly successful at describing states
where distant sites are entangled, such as in chains with long-
range interactions. The reason why can be understood through
a qualitative picture of the way quantum states are encoded
in tensor networks. Qualitatively, entanglement between two
correlated physical states is transferred through bonds of the
network that connect them. The more entanglement there is,
the bigger the bond dimension required to accurately describe
the state. Generally, this also means entangled states are
better represented by tensor networks with a bigger number of
links. An extreme example of this is the projected entangled-
pair state (PEPS) ansatz, where the tensor network mimics
the structure of the 2D lattice and each tensor is directly
connected to its nearest neighbours. However, this introduces
loops in the network, which leads to technical difficulties.
Namely, it is not possible to define the isometry center of a
network with loops. Therefore, the algorithms for contracting
such networks cannot rely on the underlying symmetries. This
leads to poor scaling of calculations of local observables with
bond dimension, and limits PEPS to bond dimensions on the
order of χ ∼ 10. The TTN ansatz is in between the MPS and
PEPS in the sense that it is the best connected tensor network
which by construction has no loops. Furthermore, because
two physical sites separated by m lattice sites in real space
are only separated by ∼ lnm in the TTN, the entanglement
between them is captured more efficiently.

Time evolution

The most common way to evolve tensor network states
in time is with the time-dependent variatonal principle
(TDVP) [31, 32]. The most popular is the two-tensor
version of the algorithm (TDVP2), where at each step two
neighbouring tensors are contracted, evolved in time, and then
split and truncated via SVD. This algorithm can grow the
bond dimensions between tensors at each time step and is
thus a natural choice for simulations starting from weakly
entangled states, such as the product states we use. A
much faster version of the same concept is the single-tensor

TDVP (TDVP1), where each tensor is optimized without
contractions with the neighbours. In this case, the bond
dimension cannot change, which presents a problem if the
initial state is a product state with χ = 1.

However, we find that the calculations are much faster if
one pads the initial product state with numerical noise on the
order of 10−16 up to bond dimension χ, and we perform the
evolution with TDVP1, without truncation. We find a speedup
in computational time of about 30× for a 8 × 8 system at
χ = 100. We also tried hybrid approaches (like performing
TDVP2 every n−th time step and TDVP1 otherwise, with
n around 10). The advantage here is that the initial bond
dimension is not χ but rather gradually increases every n-th
step. This speeds up the initial time steps, but the advantage
is quickly lost once the bond dimension reaches a sizeable
fraction of the one used for TDVP1. An advantage might
be expected for the easiest cases (small g/J limit) where the
bond dimension never reaches the maximal allowed value.
However, these cases can also be accurately simulated by a
TDVP1 simulation with smaller χ, which is anyway much
faster. Furthermore, on a technical level having a single
convergence parameter (χ) is more desirable compared to
having two (χ and the minimal truncation ϵ) with non-trivial
interplay.

Another advantage of TDVP1 compared to TDVP2 is that
the error of the latter is non-monotonous in the size of the
time step. In TDVP2, an SVD and a truncation are performed
at each time step. This introduces a truncation error, and thus
choosing a time step that is too small might actually increase
the total error. In TDVP1, there is no truncation, and the
truncation error is exactly zero. Consequently, TDVP1 also
exactly conserves the energy and norm of the evolved state.

Convergence

In Fig. 5, we show the convergence of (a) magnetization and
(b) entanglement with increasing maximal bond dimension χ.
The deviation of the magnetization at given χ with respect
with the results obtained with χ = 160 are shown in Fig. 5(c).

The convergence is strongly dependent on the underlying
physics. Deep in the confined phase at g ≪ J , results are well
converged already for χ = 60 or less. At larger g, larger χ is
required to obtain well-converged results and the simulations
become unreliable much sooner in simulated time.

We use χ = 60 for simulations of longer times, and find the
magnetization results reliable up to g/J ≈ 1.5. In simulations
where we also want to ensure accurate convergence in
entanglement and correlations, we use χ = 100.

Perturbative corrections

This appendix contains calculations of the perturbative
corrections up to the second order in g for the first two excited
states above the completely polarized ground state. We treat
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(c)

FIG. 5. Convergence with bond dimension χ. (a) Magnetization σz of a single spin calculated with increasing bond dimension χ for a
set of g/J . (b) Entanglement entropy calculated with increasing bond dimension χ for a set of g/J . (c) Log scale plots of the deviation of
magnetization from the results obtained with χ = 160, δ ⟨σz⟩ = |⟨σz⟩ (χ)− ⟨σz⟩ (χ = 160)|.

the interaction part as the unperturbed part

H0 = −J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

σzi σ
z
j , (3)

and the transverse field term as the perturbation

V = −g
∑
i

σxi , (4)

with i running across the N ×N spins of the 2D system.

General remarks

The first-order perturbative corrections to energy of an
unperturbed state ψ are given by:

δE(1) = −⟨ψ|V |ψ⟩ . (5)

In our case, the unperturbed states are product states of spins
polarized in z, while V only contains spin flipping terms σx.
To obtain a non-zero overlap with the initial state, one has to
flip at least two spins (or one spin twice), thus the first-order
contributions will always be zero. The same argument applies
to all odd-order corrections.

In the second order, the correction to a state ψ is

δE(2) = −
∑
k ̸=ψ

⟨ψ|V |k⟩ 1

Ek − E0
⟨k|V |ψ⟩

= −
∑
k ̸=ψ

1

Ek − E0
|⟨ψ|V |k⟩|2 ,

(6)

where k runs across all unperturbed eigenstates of the system
that are not ψ, Ek = ⟨k|H0 |k⟩ being their unperturbed
energy and E0 = ⟨ψ|H0 |ψ⟩ the unperturbed energy of ψ. In

other words, δE(2) is the sum of absolute values of all possible
off-diagonal matrix elements weighted by the difference of the
corresponding state’s energy with respect to ψ.

In the case of the Ising model all off-diagonal matrix
elements are the same, g. To evaluate δE(2), we find all
states which are a single spin flip away from ψ, group them
according to their energy Ek, and count the number of such
contributions.

Ground state

We are looking for the second order correction:

δE
(2)
0 = −

∑
k

⟨ψ0|V |k⟩ 1

Ek − E0
⟨k|V |ψ0⟩

= −
∑
k

1

Ek − E0
|⟨ψ0|V |k⟩|2 .

(7)

The matrix element ⟨ψ0|V |k⟩ is non-zero only for states
with a single flipped spin, |k⟩ = σxi |ψ0⟩, with i denoting the
coordinates of the flip. Evidently, there are N2 such states,
each with the matrix element ⟨ψ0|V |k⟩ = g and excitation
energy Ek − E0 = 4 × 2J coming from the four domain
walls.

The sum in Eq. (7) thus gives

δE
(2)
0 = −

N∑
i

g2

8J
= − g2

8J
N2. (8)

First excited state

To find the g-dependent correction to the excited states,
we repeat the procedure for the state with one flipped
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spin. By examining the matrix elements ⟨ψ0|Hσxi |ψ0⟩, one
notices that the only excited state coupled to ψ0 is the zero-
momentum superposition of spin flips

|ψ1⟩ =
1√
N2

∑
i

σxi |ψ0⟩ . (9)

It is thus enough to evaluate the perturbative expansion only
for this state. Again the first order correction δE(1)

1 = 0, while
in second order we have

δE
(2)
1 =

∑
k

1

Ek − E1
|⟨ψ1|V |k⟩|2 , (10)

with E1 = 4× 2J .
In this case, the non-zero contributions come from states

with two spin flips:

|k⟩ = σxi σ
x
j |ψ0⟩ . (11)

Depending on the relative positions of i and j, there are three
distinct classes of |k⟩:

1. i = j; σxi σ
x
i |ψ0⟩ = |ψ0⟩. There is exactly one such

state, with intermediate energy Ek − E1 = −4× 2J .

2. i, j neighbours, denoted |ψ′
2⟩ij = σxi σ

x
j |ψ0⟩. There

are 1
24N

2 such states (4 for each lattice site, but 1
2

for double counting). Flipping neighbouring spins only
creates 6 domain walls, thus the intermediate energy of
this type of process is 2× 2J .

3. i, j neither neighbours nor equal, denoted |ψ′′
2 ⟩ij . There

are 1
2N

2(N2 − 5) such states, 1
2 again for double

counting. The intermediate energy is 4× 2J .

Now, we compute the matrix elements for the three classes.
For ψ0, we have

⟨ψ0|V |ψ1⟩ = ⟨ψ0| − g
∑
i

σxi
1√
N2

∑
j

σxj |ψ0⟩

= − g√
N2

∑
ij

⟨ψ0|σxi σxj |ψ0⟩

= − g√
N2

∑
ij

δij

= − g√
N2

N2,

(12)

and the total contribution to δE(2)
1 is

1

E0 − E1
|⟨ψ0|V |ψ1⟩|2 = − 1

8J
× g2N2. (13)

For the basis states with neighbouring flipped spins k and l,
|ψ′

2⟩kl, we find

⟨ψ′
2|kl V |ψ1⟩ = − g√

N2
⟨ψ′

2|kl
∑
ij

σxi σ
x
j |ψ0⟩

= − g√
N2

× 2,

(14)

as the sum over i and j gives two ways to match the two
flipped spins in ψ′

2. The total contribution of all such states
to the energy shift is thus

2N2 1

E′
2 − E1

|⟨ψ′
2|kl V |ψ1⟩|

2
= 2N2 × 4g2

N2
× 1

4J
=

2g2

J
.

(15)
Finally, for ψ′′

2 the matrix element is the same as above:

⟨ψ′′
2 |kl V |ψ1⟩ = − g√

N2
× 2, (16)

however, the intermediate energy is 8J , and the number of
states is bigger by a factor of N2 − 5, producing another
extensive contribution to the energy shift:

1

2
N2(N2 − 5)× 4g2

N2
× 1

8J
= 2

g2

8J

(
N2 − 5

)
. (17)

The complete second-order energy correction is the sum of
these terms:

δE
(2)
1 = −

(
− g2

8J
N2 +

2g2

J
+
g2

8J
2
(
N2 − 5

))
= − g2

8J

(
N2 + 6

)
.

(18)

Importantly, the extensive (∝ N2) contribution is the same as
for the ground state, see Eq. (8), resulting in a N -independent
gap.

Second excited state

The second excited state is of type ψ′
2, with two

neighbouring spins flipped. Again, it is enough to consider
the zero-momentum superposition

|ψ′
2⟩ =

1

2N2

∑
ij

σxi σ
x
j |ψ0⟩ , (19)

with i, j neighbours.
The relevant classes of states coupled to |ψ′

2⟩ have three
spin flips over the ground state, σxi σ

x
j σ

x
k |ψ0⟩. They are:

1. two of i, j, k equal, producing a state with a single
flipped spin, |ψ1⟩. There is N2 such states, and the
intermediate energy is −2× 2J .

2. i, j, and k forming a connected three spin cluster, the
state denoted |ψ′

3⟩ = σxi σ
x
j σ

x
k |ψ0⟩. There are 6N2

such clusters on a N × N lattice. The intermediate
energy comes from adding two domain walls, and is
thus 2× 2J .

3. k disconnected from i and j, denoted |ψ′′
3 ⟩. There

are 2N2(N2 − 8) such states – for each i, j cluster
the disconnected spin can be flipped on the remaining
N2 − 8 sites.
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For the first case, we find the matrix element

⟨ψ1|V |ψ′
2⟩ = ⟨ψ0|σxi

∑
j

gσxj
1√
2N2

∑
kl

σxkσ
x
l |ψ0⟩ = g

4√
2N2

.

(20)
In words, there are four ways to match any one flipped
spin by starting from a superposition of all possible two-spin
clusters and flipping one of them. The ψ1 contribution to the
correction is thus

N2 × −1

4J
× 16g2

2N2
. (21)

In the second case, the matrix element is

⟨ψ′
3|V |ψ′

2⟩ = g
2√
2N2

. (22)

Each connected three-spin cluster can be constructed by
flipping a neighbouring spin of two distinct two-spin clusters.
The total contribution is

6N2 × 1

4J
× 4g2

2N2
. (23)

Finally, the case of a decoupled flipped spin is similar to
the third case of the ψ1 corrections, but here with a different
geometrical factor. The matrix element is

⟨ψ′′
3 |V |ψ′

2⟩ = g
1

2N2
, (24)

and thus the total contribution

N2
(
N2 − 8

)
× 1

4J
× g2

2N2
. (25)

When summing all contributions all N -independent terms
cancel out, and we obtain the second order correction to the
energy of ψ′

2:

δE
(2)
2 = −g g

2

8J
N2. (26)

See the main text around Fig. 2 for a qualitative interpretation
of the obtained result.

Additional results for the square

In this section, we provide additional results for the
dynamics of the square. Fig. 6 shows a grid of magnetization

for the lower right quadrant of the square (the panels with blue
frames) and two surrounding rows and columns (red frames).
Time is rescaled by g, as in Fig. 4.

As discussed in the main text, we observe a crossover
between two limiting behaviours; at small g/J the dynamics
consists of a sequence of resonant spin flips which originate
from the corner, while with increasing g/J the spins at the
interface melt simultaneously. Spins within the square remain
inert until the wave of melting reaches them. Interestingly,
because the resonant process is a complete spin flip which
propagates ballistically, the magnetization at intermediate
times (2 ∼ 6tg) generally reaches lower values for small g/J ,
and the square seems to start melting more quickly. However,
while the small-g dynamics leads to multiple oscillations of
magnetization, the large g/J curves monotonously decay to
their thermal value. Longer time simulations are required to
accurately determine the nature of the thermalized state.

The diffusive dynamics at large g/J spreads outside of the
initial square, while it is confined to it at small g/J . This is
most apparent in the set of spins that neighbour the square,
where we find a large initial jump of magnetization (note that
the red-framed panels have a y-scale from −1 to −0.5). Its
magnitude increases approximately linearly with g/J . For
smaller g/J the environment is effectively unperturbed at the
scale shown here.

In Fig. 7, we show the correlationsCij where i is the spin in
the corner of the square, and j are taken along a vertical (top)
or a diagonal (bottom) cut along the system. For g/J = 0.1
we find the expected linear correlation spread along the side
of the square, while it is somewhat slower along the diagonal.
Interestingly, because the edge mode propagates much faster,
the correlations with the spin in the opposite corner of the
square begin growing approximately at the same time as the
ones with the neighbouring spin along the diagonal.

As g/J is increased, we find the expected light-cone spread,
and the spread of correlations outside of the initial spread. An
interesting feature that appears at larger g/J are areas where
Cij decreases (at tg ∼ 1). This is probably due to interference
of signals propagating along different paths from the corner
spin.
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FIG. 6. Time evolution of magnetization for the lower right quarter of the square (blue frames) and two rows of surrounding spins (red
frames). The y-range of the blue panels is from −1 to 1, while for red panels it is −1 to −0.5.
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0 −2

FIG. 7. Correlations Cij with the i-th spin at the corner of the square, at coordinates (12, 12) (counted from the upper left corner as (1, 1)).
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