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Abstract We study S=1/2 quantum spin chains with shift-invariant and inversion-symmetric next-
nearest-neighbor interaction, also known as zigzag spin chains. We completely classify the integrability
and non-integrability of the above class of spin systems. We prove that in this class there are only two
integrable models, a classical model and a model solvable by the Bethe ansatz, and all the remaining
systems are non-integrable. Our classification theorem confirms that within this class of spin chains,
there is no missing integrable model. This theorem also implies the absence of intermediate models
with a finite number of local conserved quantities.
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1 Introduction

A quantum integrable system is one of the important subjects in mathematical physics. Integrable
systems have exact solutions of eigenenergies, energy eigenstates, and more detailed quantities such as
correlation functions [1–3]. The quantum inverse scattering method (for locally interacting integrable
systems) systematically provides an infinite sequence of local conserved quantities, with which we can
compute the above quantities [4,5]. Many other approaches to constructing local conserved quantities
including the method of the Boost operator are also intensively studied [6–10] On the other hand,
integrable systems are also known to show several anomalous behaviors, including the absence of
thermalization [11–14], violation of the linear response theory [15–17], anomalous transport [18], and
the Poisson distribution of level statistics [19], which are distinct properties from generic quantum
many-body systems. Thus, generic systems are strongly expected to be non-integrable.

In spite of the ubiquitousness of non-integrable systems, few studies in mathematical physics have
addressed quantum non-integrability. One reason for this unsatisfactory situation is that proving neg-
ative propositions (no solution or no local conserved quantity) is usually a hard task compared to
existential propositions. Most of the existing studies on non-integrability adopt approaches with fixing
a solution method (e.g., Bethe ansatz and Yang-Baxter equation) and proving the unsolvability within
this method [20–25]. However, this approach cannot exclude the possibility that a system is unsolv-
able by a method in consideration but is solvable by another method. We here remark on a notable
attempt by Grabowski and Mathieu [26]. On the basis of examinations on known integrable models,
they conjectured that a shift-invariant Hamiltonian with nearest-neighbor interaction is non-integrable
if this Hamiltonian does not have a nontrivial 3-local conserved quantity (a conserved quantity con-
sisting of operators with supports on three contiguous sites). They also showed, through an exhaustive
search, that the S = 1/2 XYZ model with z magnetic field and some S = 1/2 zigzag spin chains have
no 3-local conserved quantity. Provided their conjecture, they also conjectured that these models are
non-integrable.

Recently, a mathematical technique proving non-integrability has been proposed [27], and various
quantum spin systems have been rigorously proven to be non-integrable. Here and in the remainder of
this paper, we use the word non-integrable in the sense that a system has no nontrivial local conserved
quantities [26,28,29]. The non-integrability was first proven in the S = 1/2 XYZ chain with z magnetic
field [27], which solves the Grabowski-Mathieu conjecture for this model in the affirmative. After
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this work, the mixed field Ising chain [30], the next-nearest-neighbor Heisenberg model [31], and the
PXP model [32] were proven to be non-integrable. Aiming further generalizations, high-dimensional
systems [33, 34] and S = 1 spin chains [35, 36] have also been addressed. In addition, recently the
integrability and non-integrability of all possible S = 1/2 spin chains with shift-invariant and inversion-
symmetric nearest-neighbor interaction is completely classified [37, 38]. This classification theorem
confirms that known integrable models are the complete list of integrable systems and there is no
missing integrable models in this class. This theorem also establishes the fact that all models in this
class have an infinite number of local conserved quantities or no nontrivial local conserved quantity,
and there is no intermediate model with a finite number of nontrivial local conserved quantities.

We notice that most of the aforementioned studies treat nearest-neighbor spin systems (on a square
lattice in high dimensional cases), and systems beyond nearest-neighbor interaction have not yet
been fully addressed. The exceptions are on two specific models, the next-nearest-neighbor Heisenberg
model [31] and the PXP model [32], while a general and comprehensive characterization of systems with
next-nearest-neighbor interaction is elusive. We note that spin chains with next-nearest-neighbor inter-
action are also called zigzag spin chains which have been intensively studied in the field of condensed
matter physics [39–42].

In this paper, we establish the classification theorem of the integrability and non-integrability
of general S = 1/2 spin chains with shift-invariant and inversion-symmetric next-nearest-neighbor
interaction. This theorem confirms that in this class there are only two integrable models, a classical
model and a model solvable by the Bethe ansatz, and all other models are rigorously proven to be
non-integrable. The Grabowski-Mathieu conjecture on shift-invariant zigzag spin chains is again solved
in the affirmative in this class. In addition, an intermediate model with a finite number of nontrivial
local conserved quantities is also excluded in this class.

Our proof is inspired by Refs. [37, 38], though the proof is much more complicated and longer
than them. This hardness stems from the fact that we have two interaction matrices, the next-nearest-
neighbor interaction matrix and the nearest-neighbor interaction matrix, and thus in general we cannot
diagonalize these two matrices simultaneously, leading to nonzero off-diagonal elements. The presence
of off-diagonal elements in the interaction Hamiltonian makes the proof complicated.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we present our main result, the classification theorem,
and the basic proof idea. We also present some symbols used in this proof. The remainder of this
paper is devoted to proving this classification theorem. Our Hamiltonian is divided into three cases;
rank 3, rank 2, and rank 1. The non-integrability of rank 3 and rank 2 is proven in Sec. 3 and Sec. 4,
respectively. The rank 1 case is further divided into three cases; case A, case B1, and case B2. We first
provide some general statements valid for all these three cases in Sec. 5, and then treat these three
cases in Sec. 6, Sec. 7, and Sec. 8, respectively. We note that case B1 has an integrable case, and thus
we further divide cases into integrable and (several) non-integrable ones.

2 Main result

2.1 Main claim

In this paper, we treat a general shift-invariant and inversion-symmetric S = 1/2 spin chain with
next-nearest-neighbor interaction with the periodic boundary condition, whose Hamiltonian takes the
form of

H =

L∑
i=1

∑
α,β∈{X,Y,Z}

J2
αβσ

α
i σ

β
i+2 +

L∑
i=1

∑
α,β∈{X,Y,Z}

J1
αβσ

α
i σ

β
i+1 +

L∑
i=1

∑
α∈{X,Y,Z}

hασ
α
i (1)

with J2
αβ = J2

βα and J1
αβ = J1

βα. Here, σX , σY , and σZ represent the Pauli matrices, and we identify
sites L + 1 and L + 2 to sites 1 and 2, meaning the periodic boundary condition. In this paper, we
denote by X, Y , and Z the Pauli matrices σX , σY , and σZ . By regarding even sites and odd sites as
two parallel chains, this Hamiltonian is equivalent to spin systems on the zigzag chain.

Our goal of this paper is to classify the integrability and non-integrability of all models described
as Eq. (1) rigorously. Before going to our main claim, we first remark on a special case of Eq. (1),
where integrability and non-integrability have already been fully classified. If one of 3× 3 interaction



4

matrices J2 or J1 is a zero matrix, then the system is reduced to a nearest-neighbor interaction system
with the same symmetry, which has been analyzed in Refs. [37, 38]. Thus, it suffices to treat only the
case that both J2 and J1 are not zero matrices.

We first define the notion of the locality of operators.

Definition 1 An operator C is a k-support operator if its minimum contiguous support is among k
sites. In the case without confusion, the sum of k-support operators is also called simply a k-support
operator.

Let us see several examples. We denote by the subscript of an operator the site it acts. Then,
an operator X4Y5Z6 is a 3-support operator and X2Y5 is a 4-support operator, since the contiguous
supports are {4, 5, 6} and {2, 3, 4, 5}, respectively. An example of the sum of 3-support operators is∑

i XiYi+1Zi+2, which we also call a 3-support operator.

We denote by P l a set of sequences of l operators with A ∈ {X,Y, Z, I} such that the first and the
last operators, A1 and Al, are one of the Pauli operators (X, Y , or Z), not an identity operator I, while
other operators A2, · · · , Al−1 are one of {X,Y, Z, I}. We express such an operator sequence starting

from site i to site i + l − 1 by a shorthand symbol Al
i := A1

iA
2
i+1 · · ·Al

i+l−1. Using these symbols, a
candidate of a shift-invariant local conserved quantity up to k-support operators can be expressed as

Q =

k∑
l=1

∑
Al∈Pl

L∑
i=1

qAlAl
i (2)

with coefficients qAl ∈ R. The sum of Al runs over all possible 9 × 4l−2 sequences in P l. Since the
Pauli matrices and the identity span the space of 2× 2 Hermitian matrices, the above form (2) covers
all possible shift invariant quantities whose contiguous support of summand is less than or equal to k.

Definition 2 An operator Q in the form (2) is a k-support conserved quantity if (i) Q is conserved
(i.e., [Q,H] = 0), and (ii) one of qAk is nonzero.

Conventionally, a local conserved quantity refers to a k-support conserved quantity with k = O(1)
with respect to the system size L. Our main theorem excludes a much larger class of conserved quan-
tities, including some k = O(L) cases.

Theorem 1 Consider a S = 1/2 spin chain with Hamiltonian (1) with J2
αβ = J2

βα and J1
αβ = J1

βα.

Assume that both J2 and J1 are not zero matrices.
Then, this Hamiltonian has no k-support conserved quantity with 4 ≤ k ≤ L/2, except for the case

that a Hamiltonian can be mapped onto one of the following two Hamiltonians by a global spin rotation:

– classical: Hamiltonians with only J2
ZZ , J

1
ZZ , and hZ may take nonzero values.

– Bethe solvable: Hamiltonians with only J2
ZZ , J

1
XZ = J1

ZX , and hY may take nonzero values.

We shall explain the global spin rotation soon later. Here the upper bound of k, L/2, is almost
optimal since the square of the Hamiltonian, H2, is a L/2 + 3-local conserved quantity.

The rest of this paper is devoted to proving this classification theorem of S = 1/2 symmetric
next-nearest-neighbor spin chains. Although the basic proof idea itself is similar to Refs. [37, 38] and
Ref. [31], there are many cases to think and some of these cases are uneasy to treat, which makes the
proof longer and more complicated than existing papers.

2.2 Proof strategy

Our proof strategy is very similar to the classification of integrability and non-integrability of nearest-
neighbor interaction spin chains [37, 38]. A pedagogical review of the basic idea of proof techniques is
also presented in Ref. [31].

Since the next-nearest interaction coefficient matrix J2 is a real symmetric matrix, J2 is diagonalized

by applying a proper 3 orthogonal matrix R to a Pauli matrix vector

X
Y
Z

. Denoting the newly
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obtained Pauli matrix vector

X ′

Y ′

Z ′

 = R

X
Y
Z

 simply by

X
Y
Z

, any Hamiltonian written in Eq. (1)

is reduced to the following standard form:

H =

L∑
i=1

(J2
XXiXi+2 + J2

Y YiYi+2 + J2
ZZiZi+2) +

L∑
i=1

∑
α,β∈{X,Y,Z}

J1
αβσ

α
i σ

β
i+1 +

L∑
i=1

∑
α∈{X,Y,Z}

hασ
α
i , (3)

where we abbreviated J2
XX , J2

Y Y , and J2
ZZ as J2

X , J2
Y , and J2

Z , respectively.
We adopt highly different proof approaches depending on how many elements in J2

X , J2
Y , and J2

Z
are nonzero. We call the number of nonzero elements rank and provide proofs for the cases of rank 3,
rank 2, and rank 1 separately. (Precisely, we further divide the rank 1 case into many cases and treat
them one by one.)

We notice that the commutator of a k-support operator Q and H is an at most k + 2-support
operator, which guarantees the expansion as

[Q,H] =

k+2∑
l=1

∑
Bl∈Pl

L∑
i=1

rBlBl
i. (4)

Since the left-hand side can be expressed in terms of a linear sum of qA by inserting Eq. (2), and the

conservation of Q implies rBl = 0 for any Bl, by comparing both sides of Eq. (4) we obtain many
constraints (linear relations) on qA. Our goal is to show that these linear relations do not have solutions

except for qAk = 0 for all Ak, which means that Q cannot be a k-support conserved quantity.
In all cases, our proof consists of two steps. In step 1, employing mainly rBk+2 = rBk+1 = 0

(sometimes Bk is also employed), we show that Ak in a specific form may have nonzero coefficients,
and all the other ones have zero coefficients. In addition, we show that most of the remaining coefficients
are linearly connected. This means that it suffices to show the coefficients of one or a few remaining
operators zero for the proof of the absence of k-local conserved quantity. In step 2, employing conditions
for shorter supports (Bl with l = k and sometimes that with l = k − 1, k − 2) we demonstrate that
the remaining coefficients are zero.

2.3 Symbols and terms (1)

We promise that an aligned Pauli operator as XY means an operator where X acts on a site and Y
acts on the next site (i.e., XiYi+1). If we intend to express a product of Pauli operators on the same
site, we use a dot symbol · as X · Y , whose rule of the product of Pauli matrices is a conventional one.
For completeness, we present the rule of products of Pauli matrices below:

X ·X = Y · Y = Z · Z =I, (5)

X · Y = −Y ·X =iZ, (6)

Y · Z = −Z · Y =iX, (7)

Z ·X = −X · Z =iY. (8)

A commutator of two different Pauli matrices A,B ∈ {X,Y, Z} (A ̸= B) satisfies

[A,B] = 2A ·B. (9)

We frequently express a Pauli matrix in {X,Y } as W , and a Pauli matrix in {X,Y, Z} as P . We also
use ∗ to express an unknown operator.

For our later use, it is convenient to define divestment of a phase factor and signless product of
Pauli matrices. Using the symbol | · |, we define the divestment of a phase factor of Pauli matrices as

|aX| = |a|X, |aY | = |a|Y, |aZ| = |a|Z (10)
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with a ∈ C. The signless product of Pauli matrices is a product with divestment;

|X · Y | = |Y ·X| =Z, (11)

|Y · Z| = |Z · Y | =X, (12)

|Z ·X| = |X · Z| =Y. (13)

The lost phase factor is given by the sign factor σ(A,B) = ±1 for A,B ∈ {X,Y, Z} (A ̸= B) so that

A ·B = iσ(A,B)|A ·B|. (14)

A concrete expression is

σ(X,Y ) = σ(Y, Z) = σ(Z,X) =1, (15)

σ(Y,X) = σ(Z, Y ) = σ(X,Z) =− 1. (16)

For a product of l operators A = A1
iA

2
i+1 · · ·Al

i+l−1, the divestment is defined as

|A| = |A1
i ||A2

i+1| · · · |Al
i+l−1|. (17)

If Ai ∈ {X,Y, Z} and Ai ̸= Ai+1 are satisfied for all i, its sign factor is defined recursively as

σ(A1, A2, . . . , Al) = σ(A1, A2)σ(A2, A3, . . . , Al) =σ(A1, A2)σ(A2, A3)σ(A3, . . . , Al)

=σ(A1, A2)σ(A2, A3) · · ·σ(Al−1, Al). (18)

For example, we have σ(X,Y,X,Z) = σ(X,Y )σ(Y,X)σ(X,Z) = 1.

We next introduce some concepts to describe commutators. When a commutation relation [A,C] =
cD holds with a number coefficient c, we say that the operator D is generated by the commutator of
A and C. In our proof, we examine commutators generating a given operator and derive a relation of
coefficients of operators.

Consider a candidate of conserved quantityQ with k = 4.We take 6-support operatorXiIi+1Yi+2Xi+3Ii+4Yi+5

in [Q, H] as an example. This operator is generated by the following two commutators:

−ı[XiIi+1Yi+2Zi+3, Yi+3Ii+4Yi+5] = −2XiIi+1Yi+2Xi+3Ii+4Yi+5, (19)

−ı[Zi+2Xi+3Ii+4Yi+5, XiIi+1Xi+2] = 2XiIi+1Yi+2Xi+3Ii+4Yi+5. (20)

In case without confusion, we drop subscripts of operators for brevity. The operator XIY XIY in
[Q,H] is generated only by the above two commutators. In such a case, we say that XIY Z and ZXIY
form a pair. Then, the condition rXIY XIY = 0, which comes from [Q, H]= 0, implies the following
relation

−J2
Y qXIY Z + J2

XqZXIY = 0. (21)

The precise relation of the above is −J2
Y q(XIY Z)i +J2

Xq(ZXIY )i+2
= 0. Employing such linear relations,

we specify a possible form of qA and finally show that they are zero.
To capture these relations intuitively, we visualize commutators in a signless form by a column

expression1 similarly to the column addition. For example, two commutation relations (19) and (20)
are visualized as

X I Y Z
Y I Y

X I Y X I Y

Z X I Y
X I X
X I Y X I Y

.

Here, two arguments of the commutator are written above the horizontal line, and the result of the
commutator with divestment is written below the horizontal line. The horizontal positions in this
visualization represent the spatial positions of spin operators.

We next introduce useful symbols Ai := AiAi+1 and Ãi := AiAi+2, which we call as doubling
operator and extended doubling operator, respectively. The next-nearest-neighbor interactions in the

1 In previous literature, the column expression usually describes commutators without divestment. In this
case, the column expression also contains the sign ±.
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Hamiltonian (3) are three extended doubling operators, X̃ = XiXi+2 = XIX, Ỹ = Y IY , and Z̃ =
ZIZ. The nearest-neighbor interactions in the Hamiltonian (3) contain three doubling operators, X =
XX, Y = Y Y , and Z = ZZ, and off-diagonal interactions such as XZ.

When we align doubling operators and extended doubling operators, we promise that a neighboring
doubling operator has its support with a single-site shift and a neighboring extended doubling operator
has its support with a two-site shift. For example, we can express

XYXi = |(XiXi+1)(Yi+1Yi+2)(Xi+2Xi+3)| = Xi|Xi+1 · Yi+1||Yi+2 ·Xi+2||Xi+3 = XiZi+1Zi+2Xi+3.
(22)

and

X̃Ỹ Zi = |(XiXi+2)(Yi+2Yi+4)(Zi+4Zi+5)| = XiZi+2Xi+4Zi+5. (23)

We require that doubling operators and extended doubling operators with the same symbol cannot be

next to each other (e.g., XXZ and Z̃Y Ỹ X are not allowed). If an operator is expressed by products of
only doubling operators, we call this operator as doubling-product operator. Similarly, if an operator is
expressed by products of only extended doubling operators, we call this operator as extended-doubling-
product operator. If an operator is expressed by products of both doubling operators and extended
doubling operators, we call this operator as generalized doubling-product operator.

To see the usefulness of (generalized) doubling-product operators, we also express a doubling-
product operator ABC · · ·D as

A A
B B

C C
. . .

D D

. (24)

Here, the double horizontal line means the multiplication of all the operators with divestment (removing
the phase factor) from top to bottom, which we use for both doubling-product and non-doubling-
product operators (e.g., off-diagonal operator XZ). Keep in mind not to confuse a single horizontal
line, which represents a commutation relation. For example, XZZY Z = XYXZ is expressed as

XZZY Z =

X X
Y Y

X X
Z Z

X Z Z Y Z

. (25)

Single and double horizontal lines are sometimes used at the same time as

A A
B B

C C
. . .

D D

E E

, (26)

which represents the commutator [ABC · · ·D,E]. Here we abbreviated the last row (the resulting
operator of these commutators) for brevity. An example of this expression is

X Z Z Y Z
X X

X Z Z Y Y X
=

X X
Y Y

X X
Z Z

X X
X Z Z Y Y X

. (27)



8

This type of expression also works for extended-doubling-product operators and generalized doubling-

product operators. For example, operators X̃Ỹ X̃Z̃ and X̃Y Z read respectively

X̃Ỹ X̃Z̃ =

X I X
Y I Y

X I X
Z I Z

= XIZIZIY IZ (28)

and

X̃Y Z =

X I X
Y Y

Z Z
= XIZXZ. (29)

Note that this expression can be easily extended to operators which are not doubling-product operators.
For example, operator Z(XZ)Y reads

Z(XZ)Y =

Z I Z
X Z

Y Y
= ZIY XY. (30)

3 Rank 3

Now we start proving our main classification theorem.
We first treat the case of rank 3, where the Hamiltonian is expressed as

H =
∑
i

(
Xi+2 Yi+2 Zi+2

)J2
X

J2
Y

J2
Z

Xi

Yi

Zi

+
∑
i

(
Xi+1 Yi+1 Zi+1

)J1
XX J1

XY J1
XZ

J1
XY J1

Y Y J1
Y Z

J1
XZ J1

Y Z J1
ZZ

Xi

Yi

Zi


+
∑
i

(
hX hY hZ

)Xi

Yi

Zi

 (31)

with nonzero J2
X , J2

Y , and J2
Z , and J1 ̸= O. In this section, we prove that the above Hamiltonian has

no k-local conserved quantity with 4 ≤ k ≤ L/2.

3.1 Restricting possible forms of k-support operators

A commutator of a k-support operator and the Hamiltonian can generate at most k + 2-support
operators. Therefore, we first consider the case that the commutator generates k+2-support operators.
A k + 2-support operator in [Q,H] is generated only by a commutator such that the next-nearest-
neighbor interaction term (XIX, Y IY , and ZIZ) acts on the left end or right end of a k-support
operator. The following two types of commutators serve as examples:

A1 A2 · · · Ak−1 Ak

X I X
A1 A2 · · · Ak−1 ∗ I X

,
A1 A2 · · · Ak−1 Ak

Y I Y
Y I ∗ A2 · · · Ak−1 Ak

. (32)

From this, we find an important restriction on the possible form of operators which may have
nonzero coefficients. First, A1 ̸= A3 and A2 = I are necessary for an operator A to have a nonzero
coefficient. To confirm this fact, we first take A = XY Z · · ·Z as an example of A2 ̸= I. We consider
commutators generating XY Z · · ·Y IX as

X Y Z · · · Z
X I X

X Y Z · · · Y I X
. (33)
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It is easy to confirm that this commutator is the unique commutator generating XY Z · · ·Y IX. In fact,
in order to generate XY Z · · ·Y IX by adding a 3-support operator from left, the 3-support operator
should take the form of XY ∗ as

∗ · · · Y I X
X Y ∗′
X Y Z · · · Y I X

, (34)

while our Hamiltonian (3) does not have a term in the form of XY ∗′. From this, we find

J2
XqXY Z···Z = 0, (35)

which means qXY Z···Z = 0.
We next take A = XIX · · ·Z as an example of A1 = A3. We consider commutators generating

XIX · · ·Y IX as
X I X · · · Z

X I X
X I X · · · Y I X

. (36)

It is easy to confirm that this commutator is the unique commutator generating XIX · · ·Y IX. In
fact, in order to generate XIX · · ·Y IX by adding a 3-support operator from left, the added 3-support
operator should be XIX and the commutator reads

∗ · · · Y I X
X I X
X I X · · · Y I X

, (37)

while no ∗ satisfies the relation |[∗, X]| = X. From this, we find

J2
XqXIX···Z = 0, (38)

which means qXIX···Z = 0. In general, if two leftmost operators are not one ofXI · · · , Y I · · · , or ZI · · · ,
or two rightmost operators are not one of · · · IX, · · · IY , or · · · IZ, then there exists a k + 2-support
operator which is uniquely generated by this operator, implying zero coefficient.

Due to the inversion symmetry, the above arguments also hold for the right end of A. If a k-support
operator A satisfies A1 ̸= A3, Ak−2 ̸= Ak, and A2 = Ak−1 = I, operator A forms a pair with another
k-support operator. For example, k-support operator XIY · · ·ZIX forms a pair with ZIY IY · · ·Y by
considering commutators generating k + 2-support operator ZIY IY · · ·ZIX as

X I Y · · · Z I X
Z I Z
Z I Y I Y · · · Z I X

Z I Y I Y · · · Y
X I X

Z I Y I Y · · · Z I X
, (39)

which leads to a linear relation of coefficients:

−J2
ZqXIY ···ZIX − J2

XqZIY IY ···Y = 0. (40)

This relation suggests that qZIY IY ···Y = 0 directly implies qXIY ···ZIX = 0. In general, if two operators
A and A′ form a pair, then qA′ = 0 directly implies qA = 0.

Considering this procedure repeatedly, we find that a k-support operator A may have a nonzero

coefficient only if it is an extended-doubling-product operator B̃1B̃2B̃3 · · · B̃(k−1)/2 with Bi ̸= Bi+1 for
all i. In addition, all the coefficients of the remaining k-support operators (extended-doubling-product
operators) on odd sites are linearly connected, and this is also true for those on even sites.

We first see why extended-doubling-product operators are special, with which we also confirm the
latter fact; linear connection. We here demonstrate how two extended-doubling-product operators are

connected. For example, X̃Ỹ X̃Z̃ and Ỹ X̃Z̃X̃ forms a pair by

X I X
Y I Y

X I X
Z I Z

X I X

Y I Y
X I X

Z I Z
X I X

X I X

. (41)
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This clearly shows that a pair of two operators are connected by removing an extended-doubling-

operator from left/right and adding an extended-doubling-operator to right/left. For example, (X̃Ỹ X̃Z̃)1
and (Z̃X̃Z̃Ỹ )1 are connected as

(X̃Ỹ X̃Z̃)1 ↔ (Ỹ X̃Z̃X̃)3 ↔ (X̃Z̃X̃Ỹ )5 ↔ (Z̃X̃Ỹ X̃)7 ↔ (X̃Ỹ X̃Ỹ )9

↔ (Ỹ X̃Ỹ X̃)7 ↔ (Z̃Ỹ X̃Ỹ )5 ↔ (X̃Z̃Ỹ X̃)3 ↔ (Z̃X̃Z̃Ỹ )1, (42)

where we explicitly write the position dependence to clarify the parity and displacement of operators.
Hence, any two extended-doubling-product operators on sites with the same parity are connected by
properly removing and adding extended-doubling-operator.

We next see how a k-support operator which is not an extended-doubling-product operator vanishes.
Consider operator XIZIZZY IXIY in the case of k = 11 as an example, which can be expressed as

XIZIZZY IXIY =

X I X
Y I Y

X Z X
Z I Z

Y I Y

. (43)

Here, a “defect” XZX is inserted. This defect lies in the following series of pairs

X I X
Y I Y

X Z X
Z I Z

Y I Y

↔

Y I Y
X Z X

Z I Z
Y I Y

Z I Z

↔

X Z X
Z I Z

Y I Y
Z I Z

Y I Y

. (44)

However, the last operator XZY IXIXIXIY cannot form a pair because the two leftmost operators
are XZ · · · , not in the form of XI · · · :

X Z Y I X I X I X I Y
Z I Z

X Z Y I X I X I X I X I X
,

? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ?
X Z ?
X Z Y I X I X I X I X I X

. (45)

This fact implies

qXZY IXIXIXIY = 0, (46)

and hence the initial operator XIZIZZY IXIY also has zero coefficient:

qXIZIZZY IXIY = 0. (47)

If a k-support operator is not an extended-doubling-product operator, then by removing extended-
doubling-products from the left and adding proper extended-doubling-products to the right repeatedly,
we arrive at an operator which cannot form a pair, resulting in a zero coefficient2.

Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J2
Z ̸= 0 and J1

XX ̸= 0. In a candidate of a k-support conserved
quantity Q, the coefficient of a k-support operator

2 Remark that additional care is required if the defect is in the form of PIP ′ with P, P ′ ∈ {X,Y, Z} and

P ̸= P ′. We explain by taking X̃Ỹ (XIY )X̃Ỹ with the defect XIY as an example. In this case, we first remove

extended doubling operators from right, not left, so that (XIY ) comes to the right end. We then add Z̃ to
the right end. After this, we remove extended doubling operators from the left by adding extended doubling
operators to the right, whose details are not important. The obtained sequence of pairs, for example, is

X̃Ỹ (XIY )X̃Ỹ ↔ Ỹ X̃Ỹ (XIY )X̃ ↔ X̃Ỹ X̃Ỹ (XIY ) ↔ Ỹ X̃Ỹ (XIY )Z̃ ↔ X̃Ỹ (XIY )Z̃Ỹ ↔ Ỹ (XIY )Z̃Ỹ Z̃ ↔ (XIY )Z̃Ỹ Z̃Ỹ ,
(48)

where the last operator (XIY )Z̃Ỹ Z̃Ỹ = XIXI · · · does not form a pair when we add an extended doubling
operator to the right.
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Lemma 1 Consider a Hamiltonian (31) with J2
X , J2

Y , J
2
Z ̸= 0 and J1 ̸= O. In a candidate of a k-

support conserved quantity Q expanded as (2), a k-support operator A ∈ Pk which may have a nonzero
coefficient is an extended-doubling-product operator written as

A =

(k−1)/2∏
i=1

B̃i. (49)

Otherwise, A has zero coefficient.
In addition, the coefficient of A in the form of Eq. (49) is expressed as

qA = c3,k,a · σ(B1, B2, . . . , B(k−1)/2)

(k−1)/2∏
i=1

J2
Bi (50)

with two common constants c3,k,a with a = 0 (even) or a = 1 (odd).

Clearly, a k-support conserved quantity with even k vanishes.

3.2 Restricting possible forms of k − 1-support operators

We next restrict a possible form of k−1-support operator by considering commutators generates k+1-
support operators. If the nearest-neighbor interaction coefficient matrix J1 has no off-diagonal term,
then the required argument becomes completely the same as that presented in Ref. [31]. Therefore, the
remaining case is that some off-diagonal elements have a nonzero coefficient. Recalling the symmetry
of X, Y , and Z, it suffices to treat only the case with J1

Y Z = J1
ZY ̸= 0.

We first notice that only the following two commutators generate a k+1-support operatorXIZI · · · IXZ:

X I X
Y I Y

. . .
Z I Z

Y Z

,

Y I Y
. . .

Z I Z
Y Z

X I X

, (51)

which implies the following relation of coefficients:

−J1
Y ZqX̃Ỹ ···Z̃ − J2

XqỸ ···Z̃(Y Z) = 0. (52)

This relation connects the coefficient of a k-support operator and that of a k − 1-support operator.

We can connect two k − 1-support operators, e.g., Ỹ X̃ · · · Z̃X and X̃ · · · Z̃XỸ , by considering the
following two commutators:

Y I Y
X I X

. . .
Z I Z

Y Z

Y I Y

,

X I X
. . .

Z I Z
Y Z

Y I Y

Y I Y

, (53)

which implies
J2
Y qỸ X̃···Z̃(Y Z) + J2

Y qX̃···Z̃(Y Z)Ỹ = 0. (54)

Using this procedure repeatedly, we find that any k − 1-support operator written as the product of
(k − 3)/2 extended doubling operators and one nearest-neighbor interaction term are connected to

k-support operators. For example, in the case of k = 13, k − 1-support operator X̃Ỹ X̃(Y Z)X̃Z̃ =
XIZIZIZY IY IZ is connected to a k-support operator as

X̃Ỹ X̃(Y Z)X̃Z̃ ↔ Ỹ X̃Ỹ X̃(Y Z)X̃ ↔ X̃Ỹ X̃Ỹ X̃(Y Z) ↔ Ỹ X̃Ỹ X̃Ỹ X̃, (55)
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where the first three operators are k − 1-support operators and the last one is a k-support operator.
We note that if a k− 1-support operator is written as the above form, (k− 3)/2 extended doubling

operators and one nearest-neighbor interaction term are uniquely determined even when all matrix
elements of J1 are nonzero. Extended doubling operators are determined automatically from left or
right since next-nearest interactions are only XIX, Y IY , or ZIZ. Then, the remaining two operators,
which constitute the nearest-neighbor interaction term, are determined.

Importantly, by a similar assertion, a k − 1-support operator not in the above form is shown
to have a zero coefficient. To confirm this fact, we insert extended doubling operators from right
repeatedly and move a non-extended-doubling-operator part to the left end. If this operator is not

written as (P 1P 2)B̃1B̃2 · · · B̃(k−1)/2, then inserting an extended doubling operator from right and
removing (P 1P 2) as Eq. (51), we find that the obtained k-support operator does not take the form of
Eq. (49) (in Lemma 1), which suggests that it has zero coefficient. (See Sec.3.1 in Ref. [31] for detailed
discussion).

We remark that using the above trick two common factors, c3,k,0 and c3,k,1 in Lemma 1, are shown
to take the same value. This fact can be seen by connecting k-support operators on odd sites and those
on even sites by forming pairs as

(X̃Ỹ Z̃)1 ↔ (Ỹ Z̃Y )3 ↔ (Z̃Y X̃)5 ↔ (Y X̃Ỹ )7 ↔ (X̃Ỹ Z̃)8, (56)

where we employ the case of J1
Y Y ̸= 0. Other cases are treated in similar manners.

Lemma 2 Consider a Hamiltonian (31) with J2
X , J2

Y , J
2
Z ̸= 0 and J1 ̸= O. In a candidate of a k-

support conserved quantity Q expanded as (2), two factors c3,k,0 and c3,k,1 in Lemma 1 are the same:

c3,k := c3,k,0 = c3,k,1. (57)

Lemma 3 Consider a Hamiltonian (31) with J2
X , J2

Y , J
2
Z ̸= 0 and J1 ̸= O. In a candidate of a k-

support conserved quantity Q expanded as (2), a k − 1-support operator A ∈ Pk−1 which may have a
nonzero coefficient is expressed as

A = B̃1B̃2 · · · B̃m−1ΨB̃m · · · B̃(k−1)/2−1, (58)

where Ψ = Ψ1Ψ2 ∈ {XX,Y Y,ZZ,XY,XZ, Y X, Y Z,ZX,ZY } is a nearest-neighbor interaction term.
Otherwise, the coefficient is zero: qA = 0.

In addition, the coefficient of A in the form (58) is calculated as

qA = c3,k · σ(B1, B2, . . . , Bm−1, Ψ1)σ(Ψ2, Bm, . . . , B(k−1)/2−1)J1
Ψ

(k−1)/2−1∏
i=1

J2
Bi (59)

with a common constant c3,k to Eq. (50).

3.3 Demonstrating that the remaining k-support operators have zero coefficients

We finally demonstrate that the remaining k-support operator has zero coefficient by considering
commutators generates a k-support operator. We here take the case of J1

Y Z ̸= 0 as an example. Other
cases can be treated similarly.

Following Ref. [31], we introduce the symbol ↑
zy
, representing commutation relations with ZY at

this position. For example, a commutator

Y I Y
Z I Z

Z Y
(60)

is expressed as

Ỹ ↑
zy

Z̃. (61)
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We also introduce the symbol
zy

| , representing the multiplication of ZY at this position. For example,

Y IY Y Z =

Y I Y
Z I Z
Z Y

(62)

is expressed as

Y IY Y Z = Ỹ
zy

| Z̃. (63)

We promise that if
zy

| sits at the right end and an extended-doubling-product is added from the
right, then the left end of this extended-doubling-product acts on the second rightmost site where Z in
zy

| acts. For example, Ỹ
zy

|
←
+ Z̃ means that Z̃ acts on the right end of Ỹ and generates 5-local operator

Y IZY Y :

Ỹ
zy

|
←
+ Z̃ =

Y I Y
Z Y

Z I Z
. (64)

Here we introduced symbols “
←
+” and “

→
+”, which mean that commutators act at the rightmost and

leftmost sites, respectively. Using these symbols, two commutators in Eq. (51) are expressed as

X̃Ỹ · · · Z̃
←
+ (Y Z), X̃

→
+ Ỹ · · · Z̃(Y Z). (65)

We further introduce symbols which represent alternating X̃ and Ỹ defined as

L̃2n := Ỹ X̃ · · · Ỹ X̃︸ ︷︷ ︸
n copies of Ỹ X̃

, (66)

L̃2n+1 := X̃ Ỹ X̃ · · · Ỹ X̃︸ ︷︷ ︸
n copies of Ỹ X̃

, (67)

R̃2n := X̃Ỹ · · · X̃Ỹ︸ ︷︷ ︸
n copies of X̃Ỹ

, (68)

R̃2n+1 := X̃Ỹ · · · X̃Ỹ︸ ︷︷ ︸
n copies of X̃Ỹ

X̃. (69)

Now we construct a sequence of commutators, with which we can demonstrate that one of the
remaining k-support operators has zero coefficient. For the brevity of explanation, we only treat the
case of k ≡ 3 mod 4 . The extension to the case of k ≡ 1 mod 4 is straightforward. We express
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k = 4r + 3 and consider the following sequence:

L̃2r ↑
zy

Z̃ L̃2r
zy

|
←
+ Z̃ Ỹ

→
+ L̃2r−1

zy

| Z̃

L̃2r−1 ↑
zy

Z̃R̃1 L̃2r−1
zy

| Z̃
←
+ X̃ X̃

→
+ L̃2r−2

zy

| Z̃R̃1

L̃2r−2 ↑
zy

Z̃R̃2 L̃2r−2
zy

| Z̃R̃1
←
+ Ỹ Ỹ

→
+ L̃2r−3

zy

| Z̃R̃2

...
...

...

L̃2r−n ↑
zy

Z̃R̃n L̃2r−n
zy

| Z̃R̃n−1 ←+ Ỹ Ỹ
→
+ L̃2r−n−1

zy

| Z̃R̃n

L̃2r−n−1 ↑
zy

Z̃R̃n+1 L̃2r−n−1
zy

| Z̃R̃n
←
+ X̃ X̃

→
+ L̃2r−n−2

zy

| Z̃R̃n+1

...
...

...

L̃2 ↑
zy

Z̃R̃2r−2 L̃2
zy

| Z̃R̃2r−3 ←+ Ỹ Ỹ
→
+ L̃1

zy

| Z̃R̃2r−2

L̃1 ↑
zy

Z̃R̃2r−1 L̃1
zy

| Z̃R̃2r−2 ←+ X̃

(70)

where n is even. The leftmost column has commutators between a k-body operator and 2-body operator
ZY (in the Hamiltonian), the second left column (in the first row) has a commutator between a k− 1-

body operator and 3-body operator Z̃ in the Hamiltonian, and the two right columns show commutators

between a k − 2-body operator and a 3-body operator (X̃ or Ỹ ) in the Hamiltonian.
We put two remarks: First, in each row, commutators of a k-body operator and a 2-body operator

appear only once. To see this point, let us take X̃ ↑
zy

Z̃X̃ as an example, which generates L̃1 ↑
zy

Z̃R̃1 =

XIXY Y IX. With noting that remaining k-support operators take the form (49) stating P 1IP 2I · · ·
(P 1, P 2, . . . ∈ {X,Y, Z}), another candidate of a commutator between a k-body operator and 2-body
operator generating XIXY Y IX is

X I X I ∗ I X
Y ∗

X I X Y Y I X
. (71)

However, this k-support operator does still not satisfy the form of Eq. (49) (in Lemma 1), and thus
this contribution does not exist. Second, the last law generating Y IY ZY · · · has only two elements,

because we cannot obtain this operator by a commutator in the form of Ỹ
→
+ (k− 2-support operator).

Hence, by employing the abbreviation JB̃ :=
∏

i J
2
Bi with B = B̃1B̃2 · · · , the relations obtained

from the odd (n+ 1-th) row except n = 0 read

(−1)rJ1
ZY JL̃2r−nZ̃R̃n · c3,k+J2

Y q
L̃2r−n

zy

| Z̃R̃n−1
+ J2

Y q
L̃2r−n−1

zy

| Z̃R̃n
= 0. (72)

In a similar manner to above, the relation on coefficients obtained from the n + 2-th row (except
n = 2r − 2) reads

(−1)rJ1
ZY JL̃2r−n−1Z̃R̃n+1c

3,k − J2
Xq

L̃2r−n−1
zy

| Z̃R̃n
− J2

Xq
L̃2r−n−2

zy

| Z̃R̃n+1
= 0. (73)

In addition, the last row implies

(−1)rJ1
ZY JL̃2r−1Z̃R̃ · c3,k + J2

Xq
L̃2r−1

zy

| Z̃
= 0. (74)

Noticing that for even n′ and odd n′′

J2
X

J2
Y

JL̃2r−n′ Z̃R̃n′ = JL̃2r−n′′ Z̃R̃n′′ (75)
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is satisfied, we find that the sum of these relations (Eqs. (72) and (73)) from n = 0 to n = 2r− 1 reads

(2r + 1)J1
ZY c

3,k = 0, (76)

which implies that all the coefficients of k-support operators in Q is zero. This completes the proof for
rank 3.

Theorem 2 Consider a Hamiltonian (31) with J2
X , J2

Y , J
2
Z ̸= 0 and J1 ̸= O. This Hamiltonian has

no k-local conserved quantity with 4 ≤ k ≤ L/2.

4 Rank 2

The proof for the case of rank 2 is very similar to the case of rank 3 (See also Refs. [37, 38] for the
proof of rank 2 for nearest-neighbor interaction systems). Without loss of generality, we assume that
J2
X ̸= 0, J2

Y ̸= 0, and J2
Z = 0, with which the Hamiltonian is expressed as

H =
∑
i

(
Xi+2 Yi+2 Zi+2

)J2
X

J2
Y
0

Xi

Yi

Zi

+
∑
i

(
Xi+1 Yi+1 Zi+1

)J1
XX J1

XY J1
XZ

J1
XY J1

Y Y J1
Y Z

J1
XZ J1

Y Z J1
ZZ

Xi

Yi

Zi


+
∑
i

(
hX hY hZ

)Xi

Yi

Zi

 (77)

with J1 ̸= O.
We shall show that this Hamiltonian has no k-local conserved quantity with 4 ≤ k ≤ L/2.

4.1 Restricting possible forms of k-support operators

For a similar reason to the case of rank 3, the analysis of commutators generating k+2-support operators
tells that an operator which may have a nonzero coefficient should take the form of P 1IP 2IP 3I · · ·
with P i ∈ {X,Y, Z}. In the case of rank 2, we can use only two types of extended doubling operators,

X̃ and Ỹ , and thus we should insert these two alternatingly, which leads to four possible k = 2m+ 1
operators which may have nonzero coefficients:

X(IZ)m−1IX, X(IZ)m−1IY, Y (IZ)m−1IX, Y (IZ)m−1IY. (78)

Other k-support operators are shown to have zero coefficient by a similar argument to Sec. 3.1. Here,
(IZ)m−1 means m− 1 copies of IZ.

Remark that, unlike the case of rank 3, two of the above four operators in Eq. (78) are not extended-

doubling-product operators, i.e., operators not expressed by an alternating product of X̃ and Ỹ . More
precisely, X(IZ)m−1IY and Y (IZ)m−1IX are not extended-doubling-product operators for odd m,
and X(IZ)m−1IX and Y (IZ)m−1IY are not extended-doubling-product operators for even m. Note
that a similar situation is seen in nearest-neighbor interaction Hamiltonians [37,38].

We here briefly explain why non-extended-doubling-product operators are not excluded at this
stage. As explained in footnote 2, if the defect takes the form of PIP ′ with P ̸= P ′, we need to put
a proper extended doubling operator to its right so that when the defect PIP ′ is at the left end, the
operator is PIPI · · · . In the case of PIP ′ = XIY , the extended doubling operator to the right of

XIY should be Z̃ in order to derive inconsistency. The necessity of Z̃ is also confirmed by observing

that if XIY sits in the alternating X̃ and Ỹ , there is ambiguity on the position of XIY . For example,
9-support operator XIZIZIZIX is expressed as

X I Y
X I X

Y I Y
X I X

=

X I X
Y I X

Y I Y
X I X

=

X I X
Y I Y

X I Y
X I X

=

X I X
Y I Y

X I X
Y I X

. (79)
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This ambiguity prohibits to move the defect to one end. However, we only have Z̃ and Ỹ in the rank
2 Hamiltonian (77), which leads to the fact that we cannot derive inconsistency.

We note that we divide all k-support operators into the following eight sets

1. A set G1
ab which consists of (X(IZ)m−1IY )4n+b and (Y (IZ)m−1IX)4n+2a+b with n ∈ N

2. A set G2
ab which consists of (X(IZ)m−1IX)4n+b and (Y (IZ)m−1IY )4n+2a+b with n ∈ N

with a ∈ {0, 1} and b ∈ {0, 1}. Operators in the same set Gn
ab are linearly connected. More precisely,

we find the following:

Lemma 4 Consider a Hamiltonian (77) with J2
X , J2

Y ̸= 0 and J1 ̸= O. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k-support operator A ∈ Pk may have a nonzero coefficient only if A is one of
Eq. (78).

In addition, their coefficients are linearly connected as

q(X(IZ)m−1IY )4a+b
= −q(Y (IZ)m−1IX)4a+2+b

, (80)

q(X(IZ)m−1IX)4a+b
=

J2
X

J2
Y

q(Y (IZ)m−1IY )4a+2+b
. (81)

Under the present analysis, coefficients of operators in G1 and those in G2 are not linearly connected,
while those in Gn

0b and Gn
1b with the same n and b are linearly connected if L ≡ 2 mod 4, and those in

Gn
ab with different a and b with the same n are linearly connected if L is odd.

4.2 Restricting possible forms of k − 1-support operators

We next consider commutators generating k + 1-support operators. A similar argument to Sec. 3.2
suggests that a candidate of k − 1-support operators with nonzero coefficient takes the form of

W 1 I Z · · · I W 2

P 1 P 2

W 3 I Z · · · I W 4
, (82)

where W 1, . . . ,W 4 ∈ {X,Y } and P 1, P 2 ∈ {X,Y, Z} such that J1
P 1P 2 ̸= 0. For any P 1 and P 2, we can

choose proper W 2 and W 3 such that P 1 ̸= W 2 and P 2 ̸= W 3, which guarantees that operators in the
above form indeed exist.

Lemma 5 Consider a Hamiltonian (77) with J2
X , J2

Y ̸= 0 and J1 ̸= O. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k − 1-support operator A ∈ Pk−1 may have a nonzero coefficient only if A is
expressed in the form of Eq. (82).

Owing to the symmetry of X and Y and the condition J1 ̸= O, we can divide possible Hamiltonians
into two cases; J1

XP ̸= 0 with some P ∈ {X,Y, Z}, and J1
ZP ̸= 0 with some P ∈ {X,Y, Z}. In the

following, we treat these two cases separately and show the absence of local conserved quantities in
both cases.

4.3 Case with J1
ZP ̸= 0 with some P

4.3.1 Stronger linear relations on k-support and k − 1-support operators

In the case with J1
ZP ̸= 0, we notice that non-extended-doubling-product operators (i.e., X(IZ)m−1IY

and Y (IZ)m−1IX for odd m and X(IZ)m−1IX and Y (IZ)m−1IY for even m) have zero coefficients.
Below, we demonstrate this fact by employing examples. Its extension to general cases is redundant
but straightforward.
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We consider the case with J1
ZX ̸= 0 and show that the coefficient of non-extended-doubling-product

operator XIZIX is zero. We first observe that XIZIX forms a pair with Y IY X as3

X I Z I X
Z X

X I Z I Y X

Y I Y X
X I X
X I Z I Y X

. (84)

However, since k + 1-support operator Y IY ZIY is generated only by Y IY X as

Y I Y X
Y I Y

Y I Y Z I Y
, (85)

we conclude that qY IY X = qXIZIX = 0. In general, by adding ZP to the right and moving the operator
to the right, we can obtain a contradiction.

In addition, we demonstrate that all the remaining coefficients (i.e., G2
ab for odd m and G1

ab for even
m) are linearly connected regardless of a and b. To see this fact, we again take an example of m = 2.
Its extension to general cases is straightforward.

We consider (XIZIY )i. This operator forms a sequence of pairs as

(XIZIY )i ↔ (Y IZX)i+2 ↔ (XZIY )i+4 ↔ (Y IZIX)i+5 ↔ (XIZIY )i+3. (86)

Since 3 is a generator of the additive group with modulo 4, we conclude that all coefficients are linearly
connected as G1

00 ↔ G1
11 ↔ G1

10 ↔ G1
01 ↔ G1

00 regardless of their position. Similar arguments hold
for general k (general m). Hence, in the following we drop a subscript of operators representing its
position.

Lemma 6 Consider a Hamiltonian (77) with J2
X , J2

Y ̸= 0, J1 ̸= O, and J1
ZP = 0 with some P . In

a candidate of a k-support conserved quantity Q, a k-support operator A ∈ Pk may have a nonzero
coefficient only if A ∈ G2 for odd m and A ∈ G1 for even m.

In addition, coefficients are linearly connected as

qX(IZ)m−1IX =
J2
X

J2
Y

qY (IZ)m−1IY (87)

for odd m, and

qX(IZ)m−1IY = −qY (IZ)m−1IX (88)

for even m.

4.3.2 Demonstrating that the remaining k-support operators have zero coefficients

Thanks to Lemma 6, to prove the absence of k-local conserved quantity for a Hamiltonian (77) with
J1
ZP = 0 with some P it suffices to show that one remaining coefficient is zero. Below we treat the case

with even m. The case with odd m is treated similarly.

3 Here we need not consider the contribution of

X I Z I Z
X X

X I Z I Y X
, (83)

since the k-support operator XIZIZ has already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma 4.
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We employ the same symbols as Sec. 3.3. Notice that Y (IZ)m−1IX = L̃m andX(IZ)m−1IY = R̃m.
Now we consider the following sequence of sets of commutators:

L̃m−1
zp

|
←
+ X̃ X̃

→
+ L̃m−2

zp

| R̃1

L̃m−2
zp

| R̃1
←
+ Ỹ Ỹ

→
+ L̃m−3

zp

| R̃2

...
...

L̃m−n
zp

| R̃n−1 ←+ Ỹ Ỹ
→
+ L̃m−n−1

zp

| R̃n

L̃m−n−1
zp

| R̃n
←
+ X̃ X̃

→
+ L̃m−n−2

zp

| R̃n+1

...
...

L̃1
zp

| R̃m−2 ←+ X̃ X̃
→
+

zp

| R̃m−1

↑
zp

R̃m
zp

| R̃m−1 ←+ Ỹ

(89)

with even n. Here
zp

| and ↑
zp

are defined in a similar manner to
zy

| and ↑
zy
, respectively. Then, the

first row implies
−J2

Xq
L̃m−1

zp

|
− J2

Xq
L̃m−2

zp

| R̃1
= 0, (90)

and the n-th and n+ 1-th row (except for the first and the last row) imply

J2
Y q

L̃m−n
zp

| R̃n−1
+ J2

Y q
L̃m−n−1

zp

| R̃n
= 0 (91)

−J2
Xq

L̃m−n−1
zp

| R̃n
− J2

Xq
L̃m−n−2

zp

| R̃n+1
= 0, (92)

and the last row implies
−J1

ZP qR̃m + J2
Y q zp

| R̃m−1
= 0. (93)

Summing Eq. (91) divided by J2
Y and Eq. (92) divided by J2

X from n = 1 to m, we arrive at

−q
L̃m−1

zp

|
− J1

ZP

J2
Y

qR̃m = 0. (94)

Finally, we recall that R̃m = Ỹ X̃ · · · Ỹ X̃ and L̃m−1
zp

| = X̃Ỹ · · · X̃(ZP ) form a pair, which implies

−J1
ZP qR̃m + J2

Y q
L̃m−1

zp

|
= 0. (95)

Plugging Eq. (95) into Eq. (94), we obtain

−2J1
ZP qR̃m = 0, (96)

which implies qR̃m = 0, leading to the absence of local conserved quantities.

4.4 Case with J1
ZP = 0 for all P and J1

XW ̸= 0 with some W

4.4.1 Remarks on the difference from the case of J1
ZP ̸= 0

The remaining case what we have to treat is that J1
ZX = J1

ZY = J1
ZZ = 0, and one of the remaining

nearest-neighbor interaction coefficients, J1
XX , J1

XY , and J1
Y Y , takes a nonzero value. In this case, we

cannot exclude the presence of non-extended-doubling-product operators with nonzero coefficients at
this stage.

In addition, unlike the cases of rank 3 and rank 2 with J1
ZP ̸= 0, some remaining k − 1-support

operators are not connected to a single k-support operator but multiple k-support operators. An
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example is a 6-support operator X̃Ỹ (XX) = XIZIZX, which is connected to two 7-support operators
Y IZIZIY and Y IZIZIX as

Y I Z I Z I Y
X X

Y I Z I Z I Z X

Y I Z I Z I X
Y X

Y I Z I Z I Z X

X I Z I Z X
Y I Y

Y I Z I Z I Z X
. (97)

In the following analysis, we prove the absence of k-local conserved quantity with avoiding k−1-support
operators with the above ambiguity.

4.4.2 Demonstrating that the remaining k-support operators have zero coefficients

We first show that all the extended-doubling-product operators have zero coefficients. To present our

proof, we introduce a symbol Õ defined in a similar manner to R̃:

Õ2n := Ỹ X̃ · · · Ỹ X̃︸ ︷︷ ︸
n copies of Ỹ X̃

, (98)

Õ2n+1 := Ỹ X̃ · · · Ỹ X̃︸ ︷︷ ︸
n copies of Ỹ X̃

Ỹ . (99)

Using this symbol, we construct a sequence of sets of commutators for k = 2m+ 1 with odd m ≥ 3 as

L̃m−1 ↑
xw

Õ1 Ỹ
→
+ L̃m−2

xw

| Õ1

L̃m−2 ↑
xw

Õ2 L̃m−2
xw

| Õ
←
+ X̃ X̃

→
+ L̃m−3

xw

| Õ2

...
...

...

L̃m−n ↑
xw

Õn L̃m−n
xw

| Õn−1 ←+ Ỹ Ỹ
→
+ L̃m−n−1

xw

| Õn

L̃m−n−1 ↑
xw

Õn+1 L̃m−n−1
xw

| Õn
←
+ X̃ X̃

→
+ L̃m−n−2

xw

| Õn+1

...
...

...

L̃1 ↑
xw

Õm−1 L̃1
xw

| Õm−2 ←+ X̃ X̃
→
+

xw

| Õm−1

↑
xw

Õm
xw

| Õm−1 ←+ X̃

(100)

where n is odd. The first line reads4

Yi I Z (IZ)m−2 I Z I Y
X W

Y I Z (IZ)m−2 I Y W Y

Xi+2 (IZ)m−2 I Y W Y
Y I Y
Y I Z (IZ)m−2 I Y W Y

. (102)

The n-th and n+ 1-th line read

Yi+2n−2 I Z (IZ)m−n−1 I Z I (ZI)n−2 Z I Y
X W

Y I Z (IZ)m−n−1 I Y W (ZI)n−2 Z I Y

Xi+2n (IZ)m−n−1 I Y W (ZI)n−2 Z I Y
Y I Y
Y I Z (IZ)m−n−1 I Y W (ZI)n−2 Z I Y

Yi+2n−2 I Z (IZ)m−n−1 I Y W (ZI)n−2 X
Y I Y

Y I Z (IZ)m−n−1 I Y W (ZI)n−2 Z I Y
(103)

4 Here we need not consider the contribution from the commutator

Yi I Z (IZ)m−2 I Y ∗
∗′ Y

Y I Z (IZ)m−2 I Y W Y
, (101)

since this k − 1-support operator expressed in terms of a generalized doubling-product operator is · · · X̃(Z∗),
while all the term in the form of Z∗ has zero coefficient in our Hamiltonian.
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and

Xi+2n I Z (IZ)m−n−2 I Z I (ZI)n−1 Z I X
X W

X I Z (IZ)m−n−2 I Y W (ZI)n−1 Z I X

Yi+2n+2 (IZ)m−n−2 I Y W (ZI)n−1 Z I X
X I X
X I Z (IZ)m−n−2 I Y W (ZI)n−1 Z I X

Xi+2n I Z (IZ)m−n−2 I Y W (ZI)n−2 Y
X I X

X I Z (IZ)m−n−2 I Y W (ZI)n−1 Z I X
. (104)

The second last line reads

Xi+2m−4 I Z I (ZI)m−2 Z I X
X W

X I Y W (ZI)m−2 Z I X

Zi+2m−2 W (ZI)m−2 Z I X
X I X
X I Y W (ZI)m−2 Z I X

Xi+2m−4 I Y W (ZI)m−2 Y
X I X

X I Y W (ZI)m−2 Z I X
. (105)

The last line reads5

Yi+2m−2 I (ZI)m−1 Z I X
X W
Z W (ZI)m−1 Z I X

Zi+2m−2 W (ZI)m−1 Y
X I X

Z W (ZI)m−1 Z I X
. (107)

Below we drop the subscript representing positions for brevity. The first line of Eq. (100) (i.e.,
Eq. (102)) yields

J1
XW qL̃m−1Õ1 + J2

Y q
L̃m−2

xw

| Õ1
= 0. (108)

The n-th and n+ 1-th lines of Eq. (100) (i.e., Eqs. (103) and (104)) yield

J1
XW qL̃m−nÕn + J2

Y q
L̃m−n

xw

| Õn−1
+ J2

Y q
L̃m−n−1

xw

| Õn
=0, (109)

J1
XW qL̃m−n−1Õn+1 − J2

Xq
L̃m−n−1

xw

| Õn
− J2

Xq
L̃m−n−2

xw

| Õn+1
=0. (110)

The second last line of Eq. (100) (i.e., Eq. (105)) yields

J1
XW qL̃1Õm−1 − J2

Xq
L̃1

xw

| Õm−2
+ J2

Xq xw

| Õm−1
= 0. (111)

The last line of Eq. (100) (i.e., Eq. (107)) yields

−J1
XW qÕm + J2

Xq xw

| Õm−1
= 0. (112)

We recall that Lemma 4 suggests

qL̃m−n−1Õn+1 =
J2
X

J2
Y

qL̃m−nÕn = qL̃m−n+1Õn−1 . (113)

Now we add odd lines of Eq. (100) (including the first line) with multiplying 1/J2
Y , even lines of

Eq. (100) except for the last line with multiplying 1/J2
X , and the last line with multiplying −1/J2

X ,
which results in

m
J1
XW

J2
Y

qL̃m−1Õ1 = 0. (114)

5 Here there is no contribution from
∗ (ZI)m−1 Z I X

Z ∗′
Z W (ZI)m−1 Z I X

, (106)

since our Hamiltonian does not have terms in the form of Z∗′.
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Since the above relation means that L̃m−1Õ1 has zero coefficient, we conclude that an extended-
doubling-product operator has zero coefficient for any odd m. A similar argument holds for even m.

We next treat non-extended-doubling-product operators (i.e., X(IZ)m−1IY and Y (IZ)m−1IX for
odd m and X(IZ)m−1IX and Y (IZ)m−1IY for even m) and show their coefficients zero. To this end,
we demonstrate it for odd m by employing the following sequence of sets of commutators, which is
very similar to Eqs. (102) to (107).

We first consider commutators generating k-support operator Y (IZ)m−1IY WX as6

Yi I Z (IZ)m−2 I Z I X
X W

Y I Z (IZ)m−2 I Y W X

Xi+2 (IZ)m−2 I Y W X
Y I Y
Y I Z (IZ)m−2 I Y W X

, (116)

which leads to
J1
XW qY (IZ)mIX + J2

Y qX(IZ)m−2IYWX = 0. (117)

We next consider commutators generating k-support operator Y (IZ)m−nIY W (ZI)n−1X and those
generating k-support operator X(IZ)m−n−1IY W (ZI)nY as

Yi+2n−2 I Z (IZ)m−n−1 I Z I (ZI)n−2 Z I X
X W

Y I Z (IZ)m−n−1 I Y W (ZI)n−2 Z I X

Xi+2n (IZ)m−n−1 I Y W (ZI)n−2 Z I X
Y I Y
Y I Z (IZ)m−n−1 I Y W (ZI)n−2 Z I X

Yi+2n−2 I Z (IZ)m−n−1 I Y W (ZI)n−2 Y
X I X

Y I Z (IZ)m−n−1 I Y W (ZI)n−2 Z I X
(118)

and

Xi+2n I Z (IZ)m−n−2 I Z I (ZI)n−1 Z I Y
X W

X I Z (IZ)m−n−2 I Y W (ZI)n−1 Z I Y

Yi+2n+2 (IZ)m−n−2 I Y W (ZI)n−1 Z I Y
X I X
X I Z (IZ)m−n−2 I Y W (ZI)n−1 Z I Y

Xi+2n I Z (IZ)m−n−2 I Y W (ZI)n−1 X
Y I Y

X I Z (IZ)m−n−2 I Y W (ZI)n−1 Z I Y
, (119)

which lead to

J1
XW qY (IZ)mIX + J2

Y qX(IZ)m−n−1IYW (ZI)n−1X − J2
XqY (IZ)m−nIYW (ZI)n−2Y =0, (120)

J1
XW qX(IZ)mIY − J2

XqY (IZ)m−n−2IYW (ZI)nY + J2
Y qX(IZ)m−n−1IYW (ZI)n−1X =0. (121)

We also consider commutators generating k-support operator XIYW (ZI)m−1Y as

Xi+2m−4 I Z I (ZI)m−2 Z I Y
X W

X I Y W (ZI)m−2 Z I Y

Zi+2m−2 W (ZI)m−2 Z I Y
X I X
X I Y W (ZI)m−2 Z I Y

Xi+2m−4 I Y W (ZI)m−2 X
Y I Y

X I Y W (ZI)m−2 Z I Y
, (122)

which leads to
J1
XW qX(IZ)mIY + J2

XqZW (ZI)m−1Y + J2
Y qXIYW (ZI)m−2X = 0. (123)

6 Here we do not consider the contribution of

Yi I Z (IZ)m−2 I Y ∗
∗′ X

Y I Z (IZ)m−2 I Y W X
(115)

for the following reason. Since W ∈ {X,Y }, one of ∗ or ∗′ is Z, while both ZX and · · · IY Z needs a term ZP
in the Hamiltonian (For the latter, see also footnote 4)
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We finally consider commutators generating k-support operator ZW (ZI)mX as7

Yi+2m−2 I (ZI)m−1 Z I X
X W
Z W (ZI)m−1 Z I X

Zi+2m−2 W (ZI)m−1 Y
X I X

Z W (ZI)m−1 Z I X
, (125)

which leads to
−J1

XW qY I(ZI)mX − J2
Y qZW (ZI)m−1Y = 0. (126)

The difference from Eqs. (102)-(107) is that the right ends of X and Y are flipped.
Recall that Lemma 4 suggests

qY (IZ)mIX = −qX(IZ)mIY . (127)

Noting the above relation ,we add Eqs.(117), (123), (126), Eq. (121) with n = 2t + 1 from t = 0 to
t = (m − 3)/2, and Eq. (120) with n = 2t from t = 1 to t = (m − 1)/2 with multiplying −1, which
results in

mJ1
XW qY (IZ)mIX = 0. (128)

Since the above relation means that Y (IZ)mIX has zero coefficient, we conclude that a remaining
non-extended-doubling-product operator has zero coefficient for any odd m. A similar argument holds
for even m, which completes the proof for rank 2.

Theorem 3 Consider a Hamiltonian (77) with J2
X , J2

Y ̸= 0 and J1 ̸= O. This Hamiltonian has no
k-local conserved quantity with 4 ≤ k ≤ L/2.

5 Rank 1: general preliminary analysis

We shall treat the case of rank 1, where only J2
Z is nonzero and J2

X = J2
Y = 0. In this case, we can

further diagonalize the X and Y submatrix of J1 (i.e.,

(
J1
XX J1

XY

J1
XY J1

Y Y

)
), with which the Hamiltonian is

expressed as

H =
∑
i

(
Xi+2 Yi+2 Zi+2

)0
0
J2
Z

Xi

Yi

Zi

+
∑
i

(
Xi+1 Yi+1 Zi+1

)J1
XX 0 J1

XZ

0 J1
Y Y J1

Y Z

J1
XZ J1

Y Z J1
ZZ

Xi

Yi

Zi


+
∑
i

(
hX hY hZ

)Xi

Yi

Zi

 (129)

with nonzero J2
Z and J1 ̸= O.

We divide the rank 1 case by whether one of J1
XX or J1

Y Y is nonzero or both of them are zero. In
the latter case, by applying a proper orthogonal matrix in the XY space we can set J1

Y Z = 0. Then
we further divide the cases by whether J1

XZ is nonzero or zero. In summary, by using the symmetry of
X and Y , all cases are reduced to one of the following three cases:

A. J1
XX ̸= 0 (J1

Y Y , J
1
XZ , J

1
Y Z , J

1
ZZ can be both zero or nonzero).

B. J1
XX = J1

Y Y = 0.
1. J1

XZ ̸= 0 and J1
Y Z = 0 (J1

ZZ can be both zero or nonzero).
2. J1

XZ = J1
Y Z = 0 and J1

ZZ ̸= 0.

We treat these three cases one by one with different proof ideas. In the following, we first present
a general statement which holds for all of these three cases and then treat them separately. Our
conclusion is that all models in case A and case B2 are non-integrable, while some models in case B1
are integrable, and the remaining models in case B1 are non-integrable.

7 We here need not consider the contribution of

∗ (ZI)m−1 Z I X
Z ∗′
Z W (ZI)m−1 Z I X

, (124)

since the Hamiltonian does not have a term in the form of Z∗′.
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5.1 Some restrictions on k-support and k − 1-support operators

We first notice that a k-support operator where both ends are X or Y , has zero coefficient. This fact
is confirmed by observing the fact that

W · · · W ′

Z I Z
W · · · W ′c I Z

(130)

is the only commutator generating a k+2-support operator W · · ·W ′cIZ. Here, W,W ′ ∈ {X,Y }, and
W ′

c
is an observable in {X,Y } which is not W ′.

In a similar manner, a k-support operator where one end is X or Y , and the other end is ZP
(P ∈ {X,Y, Z} also has zero coefficient. This fact is confirmed by observing the fact that

Z P · · · W
Z I Z

Z P · · · W c I Z
(131)

is the only commutator generating a k + 2-support operator ZP · · ·W cIZ.

Lemma 7 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with nonzero J2
Z . In a candidate of a k-support conserved

quantity Q, a k-support operator which takes the form of W · · ·W ′ (W,W ′ ∈ {X,Y }), ZP · · ·W
(P ∈ {X,Y, Z}) or W · · ·PZ, has zero coefficient.

The remaining operators which may have nonzero coefficients take the form of ZI · · ·W (and its
reflection) or Z · · ·Z.

Using a similar assertion, we find that some k − 1-support operators also have zero coefficients.
Consider a k−1-support operator in the form of W · · · IW ′ with W,W ′ ∈ {X,Y }. Then, k+1-support
operator ZIW c · · · IW ′ is generated only by the following commutator:

W · · · I W ′

Z I Z
Z I W c · · · I W ′

, (132)

which directly implies qW ···IW ′ = 0.

Lemma 8 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with nonzero J2
Z . In a candidate of a k-support conserved

quantity Q, a k − 1-support operator in the form of W · · · IW ′ or WI · · ·W ′ (W,W ′ ∈ {X,Y }) has
zero coefficient.

6 Rank 1: Case with J1
XX ̸= 0 (Case A)

To treat case A, we divide k-support operators in Q into those in the form of Z · · ·W (and its reflection)
and those in the form of Z · · ·Z. We treat Z · · ·W (and its reflection) in Sec. 6.1 and Z · · ·Z in Sec. 6.2.
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6.1 Analysis of Z · · ·W

6.1.1 Restricting possible forms of some k-support operators

First, we further investigate a k-support operator ZI · · ·W by analyzing commutators generating k+1-
support operators. We consider commutators generating k + 1-support operator XY I · · ·W as8

Z I · · · ∗ W
X X
X Y I · · · ∗ W

X Y I · · · ∗′
W W

X Y I · · · ∗ W
. (134)

In order to make the k-support operator XY I · · · ∗′ in Eq. (133) with a nonzero coefficient, ∗′
should be Z, and Lemma 7 suggests that the operator should take the form of XY I · · · IZ. Thus, we
find that ZI · · ·W may have a nonzero coefficient only if it takes the form of ZI · · ·W cW . In this case,
ZI · · ·W cW forms a pair as

ZI · · ·W cW ↔ XY I · · · IZ. (135)

(If J1
Y Y = 0, then we have a further constraint that W should be X.)
Now we consider commutators generating k + 2-support operator ZIY Y I · · · IZ as

X Y I · · · ∗ I Z
Z I Z
Z I Y Y I · · · ∗ I Z

Z I Y Y I · · · ∗′
Z I Z

Z I Y Y I · · · ∗ I Z
. (136)

The second commutator exists only if ∗′ is X or Y . This relation implies that our initial operator
ZI · · ·W may have a nonzero coefficient only if it takes the form of ZI · · ·W ′IW cW . In this case, we
have a sequence of pairs:

ZI · · ·W ′IW cW ↔ XY I · · ·W ′IZ ↔ ZIY Y I · · ·W ′c. (137)

Considering this procedure repeatedly, we arrive at the fact that a k-support operator in the

form of ZI · · ·W with nonzero coefficient should be expressed as Z̃W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·Wm−1
Z̃W

m
, where

W 1,W 2 . . . ,Wm ∈ {X,Y } if J1
Y Y ̸= 0, and W 1,W 2 . . . ,Wm = X if J1

Y Y = 0. As a direct consequence,
a k-support operator in the form of ZI · · ·W may have a nonzero coefficient only if k ≡ 1 mod 3.

Lemma 9 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J2
Z ̸= 0 and J1

XX ̸= 0. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k-support operator in the form of A = Z · · ·W may have a nonzero coefficient
only if A is expressed as

A = Z̃W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·Wm−1
Z̃W

m
, (138)

with k = 3m + 1 and W 1,W 2 . . . ,Wm ∈ {X,Y }. If J1
Y Y = 0, then W 1,W 2 . . . ,Wm = X holds. In

addition, their coefficients are linearly connected as

qA = c1,k,aXX−ZW · σ(Z,Wm)(−1)m−1(J2
Z)

m
m∏
j=1

J1
W jW j (139)

with a common factor c1,k,a, where a ∈ {0, 1, 2} represents the sector of the spatial position of this
operator in terms of modulo 3.

Similarly, in a candidate of a k-support conserved quantity Q, a k-support operator in the form of
A = W · · ·Z may have a nonzero coefficient only if A is expressed as

A = W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·Wm−1
Z̃W

m
Z̃, (140)

8 Here we need not take into account the following commutator

X Y I · · · ∗′′
Z W

X Y I · · · ∗ W
, (133)

since ∗′′ should take X or Y , and a k-support operator in this form has already been shown to have zero
coefficient in Lemma 7.
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with k = 3m + 1 and W 1,W 2 . . . ,Wm ∈ {X,Y }. If J1
Y Y = 0, then W 1,W 2 . . . ,Wm = X holds. In

addition, their coefficients are linearly connected as

qA = c1,k,aXX−ZW · σ(W 1, Z)(−1)m−1(J2
Z)

m
m∏
j=1

J1
W jW j (141)

with the same common factor c1,k,a.

We here clarify the meaning of the sector a ∈ {0, 1, 2}. Consider (Z̃XZ̃X)1 as an example. This
operator is connected as

(Z̃XZ̃X)1 ↔ (XZ̃XZ̃)3 ↔ (Z̃XZ̃X)4 ↔ (XZ̃XZ̃)6 ↔ (Z̃XZ̃X)7 · · · , (142)

where only (Z̃XZ̃X)i with i ≡ 1 mod 3 and (XZ̃XZ̃)i with i ≡ 0 mod 3 appears. Thus, (Z̃WZ̃W )i
with i ≡ 1 mod 3 and (WZ̃WZ̃)i with i ≡ 0 mod 3 share the same coefficient c1,k,aXX−ZW , while others
do not share this coefficient. Similar arguments hold for the other two sectors. In this subsection, we as-

sign the coefficient c1,k,aXX−ZW to (Z̃W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·Wm−1
Z̃W

m
)3n+a and (W

1
Z̃W

2 · · ·Wm−1
Z̃W

m
Z̃)3n+a+2.

If the system size L is not a multiple of 3, then these three coefficients automatically coincide by
using the periodic boundary condition. We shall show in Sec. 6.1.3 that these three coefficients coincide
even if k is a multiple of 3, while it requires some additional elaborated arguments.

6.1.2 Restricting possible forms of some k − 1-support operators

In a similar manner to Lemma 9, coefficients of some k-support operators where both ends are Z,

Z · · ·Z, are also determined. Take a k-support operator expressed as A = Z̃W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·Wm−1
Z̃(XZ)

as an example. Considering commutators generating XZ̃W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·Wm−1
Z̃(XZ), we find

J1
XXq

Z̃W
1···Wm−1

Z̃(XZ)
+ J1

XZqXZ̃W
1···Wm−1

Z̃
= 0. (143)

Since q
XZ̃W

1···Wm−1
Z̃
has already been computed in Eq. (141), we conclude

q
Z̃W

1···Wm−1
Z̃(XZ)

= c1,k,aXX−ZW · σ(Z,X)(−1)m−1(J2
Z)

mJ1
XZ

m−1∏
j=1

J1
W jW j . (144)

In this line, A = Z̃W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·Wm−1
Z̃(Y Z) and its reflection can also be computed.

We can also show that a k-support operator in the form of ZI · · · IWZ but not expressed as

Z̃W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·Wm−1
Z̃(W cZ) has zero coefficient. This fact can be shown by considering commutators

generating k + 1-support operator XY I · · · IWZ as9

Z I · · · I W Z
X X
X Y I · · · I W Z

X Y I · · · I Z
W c Z

X Y I · · · I W Z
. (146)

By assumption, the latter k-support operator XY I · · · IZ is not in the form of Eqs. (138) or (140),
implying qXY I···IZ = 0. Since qZI···IWZ is linearly connected to qXY I···IZ , we conclude that qZI···IWZ

is also zero.

9 Here we need not consider
X Y I · · · I W c

Z Z
X Y I · · · I W Z

, (145)

since k-support operator XY I · · · IW c has already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma 7.
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Lemma 10 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J2
Z ̸= 0 and J1

XX ̸= 0. In a candidate of a k-support

conserved quantity Q, the coefficient of a k-support operator in the form of A = Z̃W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·Wm−1
Z̃(WmZ)

(W i ∈ {X,Y }) is computed as

q
Z̃W

1
Z̃W

2···Wm−1
Z̃(WmZ)

= c1,kXX−ZW · σ(Z,Wm)(−1)m(J2
Z)

mJ1
WmZ

m−1∏
j=1

J1
W jW j . (147)

The coefficient of its reflection is computed similarly (with multiplying −1).
In addition, if a k-support operator is in the form of ZI · · · IWZ (W ∈ {X,Y }) but not expressed

as Z̃W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·Wm−1
Z̃(W cZ) (or its reflection), then this operator has zero coefficient in Q.

We further specify some of the coefficients of k − 1-support operators. Let

Ψ = Ψ1Ψ2 ∈ N := {XX,Y Y,ZZ,XZ, Y Z,ZX,ZY,ZZ} (148)

be nearest-neighbor interaction terms in the Hamiltonian (129) in consideration. Here, for Ψ = ZY as
an example we express Ψ1 = Z and Ψ2 = Y . Using this symbol, we consider a k − 1-support operator
given by

A = W
1
Z̃W

2
Z̃ · · ·W l

Z̃Ψ1Ψ2Z̃W
l+1

Z̃ · · · Z̃W
m−1

, (149)

where Ψ1, Ψ2 ∈ N follows the same rule as the doubling-product operators, i.e., the support of Ψ2 is
one-site shift of that of Ψ1, and Ψ1

1 ̸= Z, Ψ1
2 ̸= Ψ2

1 , and Ψ2
2 ̸= Z. An example is

XZ̃(XZ)Y Z̃X =

X X
Z I Z

X Z
Y Y

Z I Z
X X

X Y I Y X X I Y X

. (150)

Remark that different sequences Ψ1Ψ2 and Ψ ′
1
Ψ ′

2
may produce the same operator. This happens

in the cases of10

X X
Z X

X Y X

X Z
X X

X Y X
(152)

and
Y Y

Z Y
Y X Y

Y Z
Y Y

Y X Y
. (153)

We confirm by an exhaustive search that no other 3-support operator has this type of multiple expres-
sion.

We claim that k − 1-support operators in the form of Eq. (149) except for (Ψ1, Ψ2) = (XX,XZ)
and (Y Y, Y Z) is connected to k-support operators in the form of Eq. (138), which implies that the
coefficients of these k − 1-support operators are also given by equations similar to Eq. (139). For

example, XZ̃(XZ)Y Z̃X with k = 10 has a sequence of pairs as

XZ̃(XZ)Y Z̃X ↔ Z̃XZ̃(XZ)Y Z̃ ↔ XZ̃XZ̃(XZ)Y ↔ Z̃XZ̃XZ̃(XZ), (154)

where the last k-support operator has already been examined in Lemma 10.

10 If we remove the condition Ψ1
1 ̸= Z and Ψ2

2 ̸= Z, we further have examples as

X X
Z Z

X Y Z

X Z
X Z

X Y Z
. (151)
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We examine pairs in this sequence. The first pair comes from the analysis of commutators generating

k + 1-support operator Z̃XZ̃(XZ)Y Z̃X = ZIY Y IY XXIY X as

X Y I Y X X I Y X
Z I Z
Z I Y Y I Y X X I Y X

Z I Y Y I Y X X I Z
X X

Z I Y Y I Y X X I Y X
. (155)

Here we do not consider the contribution of

Z I Y Y I Y X X I X
Z X

Z I Y Y I Y X X I Y X
, (156)

since the k-support operator is in the form of Z · · ·W while it does not satisfy Eq. (138), implying zero

coefficient. Similar arguments hold when removing/adding W and adding/removing Z̃, including the
second pair in this sequence.

The last pair comes from the analysis of commutators generating k+1-support operator Z̃XZ̃XZ̃(XZ)Y =
ZIY Y IY Y IY XY as

X Y I Y Y I Y X Y
Z I Z
Z I X Y I Y Y I Y X Y

Z I X Y I Y Y I Y Z
Y Y

Z I X Y I Y Y I Y X Y
. (157)

Here we do not consider the contribution of

Z I X Y I Y Y I Y Y
Z Y

Z I X Y I Y Y I Y X Y
(158)

since the k-support operator is in the form of Z · · ·W while it does not satisfy Eq. (138), implying zero
coefficient. Similar arguments hold for general k− 1-support operators in the form of Eq. (149) except
for (Ψ1, Ψ2) = (XX,ZX) and (Y Y,ZY ).

We next treat the remaining case (Ψ1, Ψ2) = (XX,XZ) and (Y Y, Y Z). We shall show that an
operator in the form of Eq. (149) with (Ψ1, Ψ2) = (XX,ZX) or (Y Y,ZY ) has zero coefficient. We

demonstrate this fact by the minimum example; X̃Z̃X(ZX) = X̃Z̃(XZ)X = XY IY Y X with k = 7.
To analyze it, we consider commutators generating ZIY Y IY Y X as

X Y I Y Y X
Z I Z
Z I Y Y I Y Y X

Z I Y Y I Y Z
X X

Z I Y Y I Y Y X

Z I Y Y I Y X
Z X

Z I Y Y I Y Y X
, (159)

which leads to

−J2
ZqXY IY Y X + J1

XXqZIY Y IY Z − J1
XZqZIY Y IY X = 0. (160)

Both qZIY Y IY Z and qZIY Y IY X have already been computed in Eq. (139) and Eq. (147) as

qZIY Y IY Z = c1,7,aXX−ZW (J2
Z)

2J1
XXJ1

XZ , (161)

qZIY Y IY X = c1,7,aXX−ZW (J2
Z)

2(J1
XX)2. (162)

By plugging these two expressions into Eq. (160), the second term of Eq. (160), J1
XXqZIY Y IY Z , and

the third term of Eq. (160), −J1
XZqZIY Y IY X cancel, and Eq. (160) turns out to be

−J2
ZqXY IY Y X = 0. (163)

Similar arguments hold for other cases with (Ψ1, Ψ2) = (XX,XZ) and (Y Y, Y Z). Thus we have the
following theorem.
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Lemma 11 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J2
Z ̸= 0 and J1

XX ̸= 0. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, the coefficient of a k − 1-support operator in the form of

A = W
1
Z̃W

2
Z̃ · · ·W l

Z̃Ψ1Ψ2Z̃W
l+1

Z̃ · · · Z̃W
m−1

(164)

(which is the same as Eq. (149)) except for (Ψ1, Ψ2) = (XX,XZ) and (Y Y, Y Z) is computed as

qA = c1,k,aXX−ZW ·σ(W 1, Z)σ(Z, Ψ1
1 )σ(Ψ

1
2 , Ψ

2
1 )σ(Ψ

2
2 , Z)σ(Z,Wm−1)(−1)m−2(J2

Z)
m−1J1

Ψ1J1
Ψ2

m−1∏
j=1

J1
W jW j .

(165)
In addition, a k − 1-support operator in the form of Eq. (149) with (Ψ1, Ψ2) = (XX,ZX) or

(Y Y,ZY ) has zero coefficient.

We further show that a k − 1-support operator in the form of WI · · ·Z but not expressed as

(WIZ)W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·Wm−1
Z̃ have zero coefficient. To demonstrate this, we first consider commutators

generating k-support operator WI · · ·Y X as11

W I · · · Z
X X

W I · · · Y X

W I · · · X
Z X

W I · · · Y X
. (167)

However, k + 1-support operator WI · · ·Y IZ is generated only by the following commutator

W I · · · X
Z I Z

W I · · · Y I Z
, (168)

which implies qWI···X = 0 and hence qWI···Z is also zero.

Lemma 12 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J2
Z ̸= 0 and J1

XX ̸= 0. In a candidate of k-support con-

served quantity Q, a k−1-support operator in the form of WI · · ·Z but not expressed as (WIZ)W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·Wm−1
Z̃

have zero coefficient.

6.1.3 Commonness of coefficients

We next show that the three coefficients, c1,k,0XX−ZW , c1,k,1XX−ZW , and c1,k,2XX−ZW are the same. We demon-

strate it by dividing Hamiltonians into two cases: (i) one of J1
Y Y or J1

Y Z is nonzero, and (ii) both of
J1
Y Y and J1

Y Z are zero.
We first treat the former case (i): one of J1

Y Y or J1
Y Z is nonzero. In this case, using Lemma 11,

we can connect operators in different sectors. For example, in the case with J1
Y Y ̸= 0, (Z̃XZ̃X)1 is

connected to other sectors as

(Z̃XZ̃X)1 ↔ (XZ̃XY )3 ↔ (Z̃XY Z̃)4 ↔ (XY Z̃X)6 ↔ (Y Z̃XZ̃)7 ↔ (Z̃XZ̃X)8, (169)

where the sector with 1 mod 3 and that with 8 ≡ 2 mod 3 is connected, implying c1,k,1XX−ZW =

c1,k,2XX−ZW . Performing this connecting process again, we have c1,k,1XX−ZW = c1,k,2XX−ZW = c1,k,0XX−ZW . Obvi-

ously, this connecting process works for general k and the case of J1
Y Z ̸= 0.

11 Here we used the fact that we need not consider the contribution of

Z I · · · Y X
W c

W I · · · Y X
(166)

for the following reason. This k-support operator ZI · · ·Y X may have nonzero coefficient only when it is

expressed as Z̃W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·Wm−1
Z̃X. However, this means that the k − 1-support operator WI · · ·Z in con-

sideration is expressed as (WIZ)W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·Wm−1
Z̃, which contradicts the assumption.
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We next treat the latter case (ii): both J1
Y Y and J1

Y Z are zero. In this case, we connect operators

in different sectors using a different idea from above. We take (XZ̃)1 = (XY IZ)1 with k = 4 as an
example. We first consider commutators generating (XZXZ)1 as12

X1 Y I Z
X X

X Z X Z

Y2 X Z
X X
X Z X Z

, (171)

where we put subscripts in the first Pauli operators to clarify the position of operators.
To treat the latter operator (Y XZ)2, we consider commutators generating (Y Y ZZ)2 as13

Y2 X Z
Z I Z

Y Y Z Z

X2 Y I Z
Z I Z
Y Y Z Z

. (173)

Here we need not consider contributions from

Y Y Y
X Z

Y Y Z Z
, (174)

since Y Y Y is shown to have a zero coefficient, which is shown by the fact that ZIXY Y is generated
only by

Y Y Y
Z I Z
Z I X Y Y

. (175)

Summarizing Eqs. (171) and (173), we find a sequence of pairs as

(XY IZ)1 ↔ (Y XZ)2 ↔ (XY IZ)2, (176)

which clearly shows the connection between different sectors. Similar arguments hold for general k,
which leads to the commonness of coefficients.

Lemma 13 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J2
Z ̸= 0 and J1

XX ̸= 0. Three coefficients, c1,k,0XX−ZW ,

c1,k,1XX−ZW , and c1,k,2XX−ZW , appearing in Lemma 9 are equal, which we simply denote by c1,kXX−ZW :

c1,kXX−ZW := c1,k,0XX−ZW = c1,k,1XX−ZW = c1,k,2XX−ZW . (177)

In the following, we express the results in Lemma 9, Lemma 10, and Lemma 11 simply with

c1,kXX−ZW .

12 Here we need not consider the contribution of

X Z Y
Z Z

X Z X Z
, (170)

since XY Z is shown to have a zero coefficient as follows: We first notice that XZY satisfies the form (149)
by setting Ψ1 = XX and Ψ2 = Y Y . As shown in Lemma 11, the coefficient of qXZY is specified as qXZY =
c1,4,aXX−ZWJ1

XXJ1
Y Y , while we set J1

Y Y = 0, implying qXZY = 0.
13 Here we need not consider contributions from

Y X I Z
Z Z

Y Y Z Z

Y Z I Z
X Z

Y Y Z Z
(172)

since these 4-support operators have already been shown to have zero coefficients in Lemma 9.
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6.1.4 Demonstration with the case of k = 4

Before going to the general analysis, we demonstrate our proof in the simplest case, k = 4. Thanks to
Lemma 9 (and Lemma 13), it suffices to show qZIY X = 0.

We first observe that ZXZX is generated by the following five commutators14:

Z I Y X
X X

Z X Z X

Z X I Z
Z Y

Z X Z X

Z X Y
X X

Z X Z X

Z Z X
Z Y
Z X Z X

Y Z X
Z Z
Z X Z X

. (179)

Here we need not take into account the following commutator

Z X Z Z
Y

Z X Z X
(180)

because ZXZY X is generated by

Z X Z Z
X X

Z X Z Y X

Z X Z X
Z X

Z X Z Y X

Z Z Y X
Z Y

Z X Z Y X
, (181)

while both ZXZX and ZZY X are not in the form of Eqs. (138) or (140) and thus have zero coefficients.
Then, Eq. (179) leads to the relation

−J1
XXqZIY X − J1

Y ZqZXIZ − J1
XXqZXY − J1

Y ZqZZX + J1
ZZqY ZX = 0. (182)

The 4-support operator ZXIZ satisfies the condition of Lemma 10, and thus we already have the
expression of qZXIZ as

qZXIZ = c1,4ZW−XXJ1
Y ZJ

2
Z . (183)

Thus, below we connect the latter three coefficients of 3-support operators, ZXY , ZZX, and Y ZX,
to those of 4-support operators in the form of Eqs. (138) or (140).

The latter three 3-support operators, ZXY , ZZX, and Y ZX, are connected to 4-support operators
by considering generation of ZXXIZ, ZZY IZ, and Y ZY IZ as15

Z X Y
Z I Z

Z X X I Z

X Y I Z
Z I Z
Z X X I Z

Z X I Z
Z Y
Z X X I Z

Y X I Z
Z Z
Z X X I Z

, (185)

Z Z X
Z I Z

Z Z Y I Z

Z X I Z
Z I Z
Z Z Y I Z

X Y I Z
Z Y
Z Z Y I Z

, (186)

Y Z X
Z I Z

Y Z Y I Z

X Y I Z
Y Y
Y Z Y I Z

. (187)

14 Here we do not consider following commutators

Z Z I X
Y Z

Z X Z X

Z Y I X
Z Z

Z X Z X

Z X I Y
Z Z

Z X Z X
, (178)

since these 4-support operators do not satisfy the condition in Lemma 9 and thus have zero coefficients.
15 Here we need not consider the contribution of

Y Y I Z
Z X
Z Z Y I Z

, (184)

since the 4-support operator Y Y IZ does not satisfy the form of Eqs. (138) nor (140).
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They lead to the following relations of coefficients:

J2
ZqZXY + J2

ZqXY IZ − J1
Y ZqZXIZ + J1

ZZqY XIZ = 0, (188)

−J2
ZqZZX − J2

ZqZXIZ + J1
Y ZqXY IZ = 0, (189)

−J2
ZqY ZX + J1

Y Y qXY IZ = 0, (190)

or equivalently

qZXY =− qXY IZ +
J1
Y Z

J2
Z

qZXIZ − J1
ZZ

J2
Z

qY XIZ , (191)

qZZX =qZXIZ − J1
Y Z

J2
Z

qXY IZ , (192)

qY ZX =
J1
Y Y

J2
Z

qXY IZ . (193)

Thus, using these three relations we can erase all the coefficients of 3-support operators.
Plugging Eqs. (191), (192), (193), and (183) into Eq. (182) and employing Eqs. (139) and (141),

we arrive at
−2(J1

XX)2J2
Zc

1,4
ZW−XX = 0. (194)

Since we assumed J2
Z ̸= 0 and J1

XX ̸= 0, we arrive at the desired result: c1,4ZW−XX = 0.

6.1.5 Demonstrating that the remaining k-support operators have zero coefficients

Now we treat k-support operators in the form of Z · · ·W with general k = 3m+1. Owing to Lemma 9
(and Lemma 13), for the proof of the absence of k-local conserved quantity in the form of Z · · ·W it

suffices to demonstrate that the coefficient of (Z̃X)m = Z(IY Y )m−1IY X is zero.
We first observe

Z I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y I Y X
X X

Z I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y X Z X

Z I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y X Y
X X

Z I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y X Z X

X (Y IY )m−2 Y X Z X
Z I Z
Z I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y X Z X

Z I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y X I Z
Z Y

Z I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y X Z X
, (195)

which leads to

−J1
XXqZ(IY Y )m−1IY X − J1

XXqZ(IY Y )m−1XY − J2
ZqX(Y IY )m−2Y XZX − J1

Y ZqZ(IY Y )m−1XIZ = 0. (196)

Below we compute the latter three coefficients, Z(IY Y )m−1XY ,X(Y IY )m−2Y XZX, and Z(IY Y )m−1XIZ,
one by one.

Coefficient of Z(IY Y )m−1XIZ

We first examine the last k-support operator Z(IY Y )m−1XIZ. This operator forms a pair as16

Z I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y X I Z
X X
X Y I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y X I Z

X Y I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y Y
Z I Z

X Y I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y X I Z
. (198)

16 Here we need not consider the contribution of

X I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y X I Z
X Z
X Y I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y X I Z

, (197)

since this k-support operator has already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma 9. In the following, we
use similar assertions.
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The latter k − 1-support operator also forms a pair as

X Y I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y Y
Z I Z
Z I Y Y I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y Y

Z I Y Y I Y (Y IY )m−2 X
Z Y

Z I Y Y I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y Y
. (199)

Notice that the last operator ZIY (Y IY )m−1X is in the form of Eq. (138), and thus its coefficient has
already been computed in Eq. (139). These two pairs of commutators lead to

J1
XXqZ(IY Y )m−1XIZ − J1

Y ZqZIY (Y IY )m−1X = 0. (200)

Coefficient of X(Y IY )m−2Y XZX

To compute the coefficient of k− 2-support operator X(Y IY )m−2Y XZX, we shall move an irreg-
ular term Y XZ in it from right to left. We here provide general relations connecting k − 2-support
operators XY (IY Y )m−n−2XZ(Y IY )nX and XY (IY Y )m−n−3XZ(Y IY )n+1X by considering com-
mutators generating k-support operator XY (IY Y )m−n−2XZ(Y IY )nY IZ and k-support operator
Z(IY Y )m−n−2XZ(Y IY )n+1X as17

X Y (IY Y )m−n−2 X Z (Y IY )n X
Z I Z

X Y (IY Y )m−n−2 X Z (Y IY )n Y I Z

Z (IY Y )m−n−2 X Z (Y IY )n Y I Z
X X
X Y (IY Y )m−n−2 X Z (Y IY )n Y I Z

X Y (IY Y )m−n−2 I Y (Y IY )n Y I Z
X X

X Y (IY Y )m−n−2 X Z (Y IY )n Y I Z
(202)

and

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−n−3 X Z (Y IY )n Y I Z
X X

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−n−3 X Z (Y IY )n Y I Y X

X Y (IY Y )m−n−3 X Z (Y IY )n Y I Y X
Z I Z
Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−n−3 X Z (Y IY )n Y I Y X

,

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−n−3 I Y (Y IY )n Y I Y X
X X

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−n−3 X Z (Y IY )n Y I Y X
(203)

where X(Y IY )m−2Y XZX meets the case of n = 0. These two sets of commutators lead to

−J2
ZqXY (IY Y )m−n−2XZ(Y IY )nX + J1

XXqZ(IY Y )m−n−2XZ(Y IY )nY IZ − J1
XXqX(Y IY )m−1Y IZ = 0, (204)

J1
XXqZ(IY Y )m−n−2XZ(Y IY )nY IZ − J2

ZqXY (IY Y )m−n−3XZ(Y IY )n+1X − J1
XXqZ(IY Y )m−1IY X = 0. (205)

Subtracting the upper line from the lower line, we obtain

J2
ZqXY (IY Y )m−n−2XZ(Y IY )nX − J2

ZqXY (IY Y )m−n−3XZ(Y IY )n+1X − 2J1
XXqZ(IY Y )m−1IY X = 0. (206)

Here we used qZ(IY Y )m−1IY X = −qX(Y IY )m−1Y IZ , which follows from Lemma 9.

17 Here we need not consider the contribution of

X (IY Y )m−n−2 X Z (Y IY )n Y I Z
X Z
X Y (IY Y )m−n−2 X Z (Y IY )n Y I Z

Z Y (IY Y )m−n−2 X Z (Y IY )n Y I Z
Y
X Y (IY Y )m−n−2 X Z (Y IY )n Y I Z

(201)

for the following reason. The latter k-support operator ZY (IY Y )m−n−2XZ(Y IY )nY IZ has already been
shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma 10. The former k−1-support operator X(IY Y )m−n−2XZ(Y IY )nY IZ
has also already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma 12.
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Observe that Eq. (206) holds from n = 0 to n = m− 3, but the case with n = m− 2 requires some
modification. In this case, Eq. (202) (and thus Eq. (204)) holds as it is. On the other hand, Eq. (203)
is modified as18

Z X Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Z
X X

Z X Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Y X

Z Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Y X
Z Y
Z X Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Y X

,

Y Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Y X
Z Z
Z X Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Y X

Z I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y I Y X
X X

Z X Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Y X
, (208)

which leads to

J1
XXqZXZ(Y IY )m−2Y IZ − J1

Y ZqZZ(Y IY )m−1X + J1
ZZqY Z(Y IY )m−1X − J1

XXqZIY (Y IY )m−1X = 0. (209)

The first k − 1 operator ZXZ(Y IY )m−2Y IZ is what we want to connect. The last k-support op-
erator is in the form of Eq. (138). Thus, we shall treat the remaining two k − 1-support operators,
ZZ(Y IY )m−1X and Y Z(Y IY )m−1X.

The former k − 1-support operator in Eq. (209), Y Z(Y IY )m−1X, is connected to a k-support
operator as

Y Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Y X
Z I Z

Y Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Y Y I Z

X (Y IY )m−2 Y I Y Y I Z
Y Y
Y Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Y Y I Z

, (210)

which leads to
−J2

ZqY Z(Y IY )m−1X + J1
Y Y qX(Y IY )m−1Y IZ = 0. (211)

This k-support operator X(Y IY )m−1Y IZ is in the form of Eq. (140), and thus its coefficient has
already been computed in Eq. (141).

We next treat the latter k − 1-support operator in Eq. (209), ZZ(Y IY )m−2Y IY X. We consider a
k + 1-support operator ZZ(Y IY )m−1Y IZ, which is generated by19

Z Z Y I Y (Y IY )m−2 X
Z I Z

Z Z Y I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y I Z

X Y I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y I Z
Z Y
Z Z Y I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y I Z

Z X I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y I Z
Z I Z
Z Z Y I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y I Z

,

(213)
which leads to

−J2
ZqZZ(Y IY )m−1X + J1

Y ZqX(Y IY )m−1Y IZ − J2
ZqZXIY (Y IY )m−2Y IZ = 0. (214)

In these two k-support operators, the first one, X(Y IY )m−2Y IZ takes the form of Eq. (140), and
thus its coefficient is explicitly written down in Eq. (141). The second one, ZXIY (Y IY )m−2Y IZ, is
treated in Lemma 10, and its coefficient has already been computed.

Plugging Eqs. (211) and (214) into Eq. (209) and employing Lemma 9 and Lemma 10, we have

J1
XXqZXZ(Y IY )m−2Y IZ +

(
−J1

Y Y J
1
ZZ + (J1

Y Z)
2

J2
Z

+
(J1

Y Z)
2

J1
XX

− J1
XX

)
qZIY (Y IY )m−1X = 0. (215)

18 Here we need not consider the contribution of

Z X Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I X
Z X

Z X Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Y X
, (207)

since this k − 1-support operator has already been shown to have a zero coefficient in Lemma 12.
19 Here we need not consider the contribution of

Y Y I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y I Z
Z X
Z Z Y I Y (Y IY )m−2 Y I Z

(212)

because this k-support operator does not take the form of Eqs. (138) or (140).
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Now we combine our findings. Summing Eq. (206) from n = 0 to n = m − 3 and Eq. (215), and
subtracting Eq. (204) with n = m− 2, we finally have

J2
ZqXY (IY Y )m−2XZX +

(
−J1

Y Y J
1
ZZ + (J1

Y Z)
2

J2
Z

+
(J1

Y Z)
2

J1
XX

− (2m− 2)J1
XX

)
qZIY (Y IY )m−1X = 0. (216)

Coefficient of Z(IY Y )m−1XY

We finally treat the remaining k− 1-support operator in Eq. (196); Z(IY Y )m−1XY . First, consid-
ering commutators generating k + 1-support operator Z(IY Y )m−1XXIZ, we have

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−2X Y
Z I Z

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−2X X I Z

X Y (IY Y )m−2X X I Z
Z I Z
Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−2X X I Z

, (217)

which leads to
J2
ZqZ(IY Y )m−1XY − J2

ZqXY (IY Y )m−2XXIZ = 0. (218)

In addition, considering commutators generating k-support operatorXY (IY Y )m−n−2XX(IY Y )nIY X,
we have20

X Y (IY Y )m−n−2X X (IY Y )n I Z
X X

X Y (IY Y )m−n−2X X (IY Y )n I Y X

Z (IY Y )m−n−2X X (IY Y )n I Y X
X X
X Y (IY Y )m−n−2X X (IY Y )n I Y X

, (220)

which leads to

J1
XXqXY (IY Y )m−n−2XX(IY Y )nIZ + J1

XXqZ(IY Y )m−n−2XX(IY Y )nIY X = 0. (221)

Moreover, we consider commutators generating k+1-support operator Z(IY Y )m−n−2XX(IY Y )n+1IZ,
which is a counterpart of Eq. (217), and obtain

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−n−3X X (IY Y )n I Y X
Z I Z

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−n−3X X (IY Y )n I Y Y I Z

X Y (IY Y )m−n−3X X (IY Y )n I Y Y I Z
Z I Z
Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−n−3X X (IY Y )n I Y Y I Z

,

(222)
which leads to

−J2
ZqZ(IY Y )m−n−2XX(IY Y )nIY X − J2

ZqXY (IY Y )m−n−3XX(IY Y )n+1IZ = 0. (223)

Combining Eqs. (221) and (223), we find

qXY (IY Y )m−n−2XX(IY Y )nIZ = −qZ(IY Y )m−n−2XX(IY Y )nIY X = qXY (IY Y )m−n−3XX(IY Y )n+1IZ . (224)

Applying this relation repeatedly, we can connect XY (IY Y )m−2XXIZ to XYXX(IY Y )m−2IZ.
We finally consider commutators generating k + 1-support operator ZXX(IY Y )m−1IY X as

Z X X (IY Y )m−2 I Y X
Z I Z

Z X X (IY Y )m−2 I Y Y I Z

X Y (IY Y )m−2 I Y Y I Z
Z I Z
Z X X (IY Y )m−2 I Y Y I Z

Z X (IY Y )m−2 I Y Y I Z
Z Y
Z X X (IY Y )m−2 I Y Y I Z

Y X (IY Y )m−2 I Y Y I Z
Z Z
Z X X (IY Y )m−2 I Y Y I Z

, (225)

20 Here, we need not consider contributions from commutators of a k-support operator and a term in the
Hamiltonian, since XY (IY Y )m−n−2XX(IY Y )nIY X cannot be obtained by applying at most 3-support op-
erators to a k-support operator in the form of Eqs. (138) or (140). We also need not consider the contribution
of

X Y (IY Y )m−n−2X X (IY Y )n I X
Z X

X Y (IY Y )m−n−2X X (IY Y )n I Y X

X (IY Y )m−n−2X X (IY Y )n I Y X
X Z
X Y (IY Y )m−n−2X X (IY Y )n I Y X

, (219)

because a k− 1-support operator in the form of W · · · IW ′ with W,W ′ ∈ {X,Y } has zero coefficient as shown
in Lemma 8.
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which leads to

−J2
ZqZXX(IY Y )m−2IY X + J2

ZqXY (IY Y )m−1IZ − J1
Y ZqZX(IY Y )m−1IZ + J1

ZZqY X(IY Y )m−1IZ = 0. (226)

This relation is a counterpart of Eq. (223) in the case of n = m− 2. The coefficients of these three k-
support operators, qXY (IY Y )m−1IZ , qZX(IY Y )m−1IZ , and qY X(IY Y )m−1IZ , have already been computed
in Lemma 9 and Lemma 10. Plugging these expressions into Eq. (226), we find

−J2
ZqZXX(IY Y )m−2IY X +

(
J2
Z +

(J1
Y Z)

2

J1
XX

− J1
ZZJ

1
Y Y

J1
XX

)
qXY (IY Y )m−1IZ = 0. (227)

We shall summarize our observations. Using Eq. (224) repeatedly and plugging it into Eq. (227),
we arrive at

−J2
ZqZ(IY Y )m−2XY +

(
J2
Z +

(J1
Y Z)

2

J1
XX

− J1
ZZJ

1
Y Y

J1
XX

)
qXY (IY Y )m−1IZ = 0. (228)

Now we combine our findings. Plugging Eqs. (228), (216), and (200) into Eq. (196), we arrive at

− J1
XXqZ(IY Y )m−1IY X − J1

XX

J2
Z

(
J2
Z +

(J1
Y Z)

2

J1
XX

− J1
ZZJ

1
Y Y

J1
XX

)
qXY (IY Y )m−1IZ

+

(
−J1

Y Y J
1
ZZ + (J1

Y Z)
2

J2
Z

+
(J1

Y Z)
2

J1
XX

− (2m− 2)J1
XX

)
qZIY (Y IY )m−1X − (J1

Y Z)
2

J1
XX

qZIY (Y IY )m−1X

=− (2m− 2)J1
XXqZIY (Y IY )m−1X = 0. (229)

Since we have m ≥ 2 in our treatment and J1
XX ̸= 0 is satisfied by assumption, we arrive at the desired

result qZIY (Y IY )m−1X = 0, or equivalently, c1,kXX−ZW = 0. This implies that all k-support operators in
the form of Z · · ·W with W ∈ {X,Y } have zero coefficients.

Lemma 14 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J2
Z ̸= 0 and J1

XX ̸= 0. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, the coefficient of a k-support operator one of whose end is not Z has zero
coefficient.

6.2 Analysis of Z · · ·Z

6.2.1 Restricting possible forms of k-support operators

In a similar manner to the case of Z · · ·W (W ∈ {X,Y }), we first specify the form of a k-support
operator Z · · ·Z with nonzero coefficient.

We first examine the case that a k-support operator is in the form of Z · · ·PZ with P ∈ {X,Y, Z}.
In this case, we consider commutators generating WW c · · ·PZ as

Z · · · ∗ P Z
W W
W W c · · · ∗ P Z

W · · · ∗ P Z
W Z
W W c · · · ∗ P Z

W W c · · · ∗ ∗′′
∗′′′ Z

W W c · · · ∗ P Z

W W c · · · ∗ P
Z I Z

W W c · · · ∗ P Z
. (230)

However, Lemma 14 tells that the latter three k-support operators have zero coefficients, and hence
Z · · ·PZ also has a zero coefficient.

Lemma 15 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J2
Z ̸= 0 and J1

XX ̸= 0. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k-support operator A may have a nonzero coefficient only if A takes the form
of ZI · · · IZ.
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Next, similarly to the case of Z · · ·W , we consider commutators generating WW c · · · IZ as21

Z · · · ∗ I Z
W W
W W c · · · ∗ I Z

W W c · · · W ′
Z I Z

W W c · · · ∗ I Z
. (232)

To examine the k − 1-support operator WW c · · ·W ′, we consider commutators generating k + 1-
support operator ZIW cW c · · ·W ′ as 22

W W c · · · ∗ W ′

Z I Z
Z I W c W c · · · ∗ W ′

Z I W c W c · · · Z
W ′ W ′

Z I W c W c · · · W ′c W ′
. (234)

Through these two pairs, we obtain a connection between two k-support operators in the form of
ZI · · · IZ. Using this connection repeatedly, we arrive at the following result, which is a counterpart
of Lemma 9:

Lemma 16 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J2
Z ̸= 0 and J1

XX ̸= 0. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k-support operator may have nonzero coefficient only if A is expressed as

A = Z̃W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·Wm−1
Z̃W

m
Z̃, (235)

with k = 3m+ 3 and W 1,W 2 . . . ,Wm ∈ {X,Y }. In addition, if J1
Y Y = 0, then W 1,W 2 . . . ,Wm = X

holds.
The coefficients are linearly connected as

qA = c1,k,aXX−ZZ · (−1)m(J2
Z)

m−1
m∏
j=1

J1
W jW j (236)

with a constant c1,k,aXX−ZZ , where a ∈ {0, 1, 2} is the label of sectors.

6.2.2 Restricting possible forms of some k − 1-support operators

A similar assertion to the above restricts a possible form of k − 1-support operators where both ends
are not Z (i.e., W · · ·W ′ with W,W ′ ∈ {X,Y }). Let us consider commutators generating k+1-support
operator ZIW c · · ·W ′ as

W · · · ∗ W ′

Z I Z
Z I W c · · · W ′c W ′

Z I W c · · · Z
W ′ W ′

Z I W c · · · W ′c W ′
. (237)

The latter k-support operator should satisfy Eq. (235) (in Lemma 16), and thus its coefficient is
expressed as Eq. (236). From this fact, we conclude the following lemma:

21 Here we need not consider the commutator

W · · · ∗ I Z
W Z
W W c · · · ∗ I Z

(231)

because Lemma 14 tells that this k-support operator has a zero coefficient.
22 Here we need not consider the commutator

Z I W c W c · · · W ′

Z W ′

Z I W c W c · · · W ′
c
W ′

(233)

because Lemma 14 tells that this k-support operators have zero coefficient.
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Lemma 17 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J2
Z ̸= 0 and J1

XX ̸= 0. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k − 1-support operator A both of whose ends are not Z may have nonzero
coefficient only if A is expressed as

A = W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·Wm−1
Z̃W

m
Z̃W

m+1
(238)

with k = 3m + 3 and W 1,W 2 . . . ,Wm+1 ∈ {X,Y }. Otherwise, a k − 1-support operator has a zero
coefficient.

The coefficient of a k − 1-support operator in the form of Eq. (238) is calculated as

qA = c1,k,aXX−ZZ · σ(W 1, Z)σ(Z,Wm+1)(−1)m−1(J2
Z)

m
m+1∏
j=1

J1
W jW j . (239)

A similar argument suggests the following slight generalization:

Lemma 18 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J2
Z ̸= 0 and J1

XX ̸= 0. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k − 1-support operator A expressed as

A = Ψ1Z̃W
2 · · ·Wm−1

Z̃W
m
Z̃Ψ2 (240)

with k = 3m+ 3, W 2 . . . ,Wm ∈ {X,Y } and Ψ1, Ψ2 ∈ {XX,Y Y,ZZ,XZ, Y Z,ZX,ZY } has its coeffi-
cient calculated as

qA = c1,k,aXX−ZZ · σ(Ψ1
2 , Z)σ(Z, Ψ2

1 )(−1)m−1(J2
Z)

mJ1
Ψ1J1

Ψ2

m∏
j=2

J1
W jW j . (241)

If one or two ends of a k− 1-support operator A is Z, the treatment becomes slightly complicated.
We here consider A in the form of ZI · · ·W (W ∈ {X,Y }) and ZI · · ·P ′Z (P ′ ∈ {X,Y, Z}). In the

following, we alternatingly add X and Z̃ to the left end so that a k− 1-support operator A is reduced

to the known k-support operator Z̃XZ̃X · · · . The following arguments confirm that this procedure
indeed works.

In both cases of ZI · · ·W and ZI · · ·P ′Z, we consider the following commutators23:

Z I · · · P ′ P
X X
X Y I · · · P ′ P

X Y I · · · ∗
∗ P

X Y I · · · P ′ P

X Y I · · · ∗ P ′

P I P
X Y I · · · ∗ P ′ P

. (244)

We remark that the latter two commutators might not be unique. In this case We shall treat this
ambiguity later.

The important fact in this relation is that the operator XY I · · · in the latter two commutators is
always k−1-support, not k−2-support. Therefore, by considering commutators generating k+1-support
operator ZIY Y I · · · ∗ as

X Y I · · · ∗
Z I Z
Z I Y Y I · · · ∗

, (245)

23 Here we need not consider the contribution of

X I · · · P ′ P
X Z
X Y I · · · P ′ P

(242)

for the following reason. If P = X or Y , k − 1-support operator XI · · ·P ′P has already been shown to have
zero coefficient in Lemma 8. If P = Z, XI · · ·P ′Z forms a pair with k-support operator ZIY I · · · as

X I · · · P ′ Z
Z I Z
Z I Y I · · · P ′ Z

Z I Y I · · · ∗
∗′ Z

Z I Y I · · · P ′ Z
, (243)

while this k-support operator ZIY I · · · does not satisfy the form in Lemma 16, implying zero coefficient.
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we find that k − 1-support operator XY I · · · ∗ takes two possible forms of the right end.
One possible form of the right end is · · · IZ. In this case, k− 1-support operator XY I · · · IZ forms

a pair as
X Y I · · · W c I Z

Z I Z
Z I Y Y I · · · W c I Z

Z I Y Y I · · · W
Z I Z

Z I Y Y I · · · W c I Z
. (246)

The newly obtained k−1-support operator ZIY Y I · · ·W again satisfies the first form of our supposition
ZI · · ·W (W ∈ {X,Y }), and thus we can repeatedly apply this treatment. However, since the length
of this operator is not a multiple of 3, we cannot apply this treatment eternally, and at some point,
we move to the next, second case.

Another possible form of the right end is · · · IWP (W ∈ {X,Y }, P ∈ {X,Y, Z}). In this case,
k − 1-support operator XY I · · · IWP forms a pair as

X Y I · · · I W P
Z I Z
Z I Y Y I · · · I W P

Z I Y Y I · · · I Z
W c P

Z I Y Y I · · · I W P
. (247)

Since the operator ZIY Y I · · · IZ in the latter commutator is a k-support operator, this should take the
form of Eq. (235), whose coefficient has already been calculated. Using this expression, the coefficient
of the original k − 1-support operator A is also determined.

Now we examine the remaining task; the non-uniqueness of Eq. (244). The non-uniqueness appears
in the second case (XY I · · · IWP ) in the above treatment24. We first present some examples for k = 6.
The “pair” of 5-support operator ZIY Y Z bifurcates into the following three operators as

Z I Y Y Z
X X
X Y I Y Y Z

X Y I Y Z
X Z

X Y I Y Y Z

X Y I Y X
Z Z

X Y I Y Y Z

X Y I X Y
Z I Z

X Y I Y Y Z
. (248)

We note that all these three 5-support operators may have nonzero coefficients at present, and these
coefficients have already been computed in Lemma 17 and Lemma 18. This non-uniqueness comes from
the structure that ZIY Y Z is expressed as

ZIY Y Z =
Z I Z

X Y Z , (249)

and XY Z is obtained by the following three products

X Z
X Z

X Y Z

X X
Z Z

X Y Z

Y Y
Z I Z

X Y Z
. (250)

For this reason, ZIY Y Z is expressed by products of operators in the Hamiltonian not uniquely but in
three different ways. Correspondingly, the coefficient qZIY Y Z is calculated as

qZIY Y Z = c1,6XX−ZZ

(
J2
ZJ

1
XZJ

1
XZ − J2

ZJ
1
XXJ1

ZZ + J2
ZJ

1
Y Y J

2
Z

)
, (251)

where we used Lemma 17 and Lemma 18 to the coefficients of compute 5-support operators. In general,
if an operator has a bifurcation of pairs, then its coefficient is given by the sum of products of interaction
coefficients.

In a similar manner to above, the coefficient of k − 1-support operator A in the form of ZI · · ·W
(W ∈ {X,Y }) and ZI · · ·PZ (P ∈ {X,Y, Z}) can be computed. To compute the coefficient efficiently,
we introduce a symbol representing three Pauli matrices T := P 1P 2P 3 (P i ∈ {X,Y, Z}). A k − 1-
support operator A in the form of ZI · · ·W (W ∈ {X,Y }) or ZI · · ·P ′Z (P ′ ∈ {X,Y, Z}) may have
a nonzero coefficient only if it is expressed as

A = Z̃W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·W l
Z̃T Z̃W

l+1 · · ·Wm−2
Z̃Ψ (252)

24 In the former case, the end is always · · · IZ, and thus the second commutator is uniquely determined.
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with k = 3m+ 3, where W i ∈ {X,Y } and Ψ ∈ {XX,Y Y,ZZ,XZ, Y Z,ZX,ZY,ZZ}, or

A = Z̃W
1
Z̃W

2 · · · Z̃W
m−1

Z̃T. (253)

Whether one of the ends of T is Z or not determines whether a bifurcation occurs or not. We first
consider the case that both ends of T are X or Y . This case has already been analyzed in Lemma 11
in a slightly different appearance. What we have shown in this lemma is as follows: (1) If T is neither
XYX nor Y XY , then T does not have a bifurcation. (2) If T is XYX or Y XY , then this k−1-support
operator has zero coefficient.

We next consider the case that one of the ends of T is Z. We first notice that one of the ends of T
can be Z only in Eq. (253), and the left end of T is X or Y . This is because otherwise T is sandwiched

by Z̃, and thus both ends of T cannot be Z.
Thus, possible form of T in this case is XXZ, XY Z, XZZ, Y XZ, Y Y Z, and Y ZZ. In these 6

operators, XY Z and Y XZ are obtained by three products. The case of XY Z is seen in Eq. (250), and
Y XZ is obtained as

Y Z
Y Z

Y X Z

Y Y
Z Z

Y X Z

X X
Z I Z

Y X Z
. (254)

n the remaining 4 operators, XZZ and Y ZZ are obtained by two products as

X X
Y Z

X Z Z

Y Z
Z I Z

X Z Z
(255)

and

Y Y
X Z

Y Z Z

X Z
Z I Z

Y Z Z
, (256)

and the remaining operators, XXZ and Y Y Z, are obtained by a single product as

X Z
Y Z

X X Z
(257)

and

Y Z
X Z

Y Y Z
, (258)

respectively.
Here, we denote by (Ψ, Φ) ∈ S(T ) the set of two operators yielding T . For example, S(Y XZ)

consists of (Ψ, Φ) = (Y Z, Y Z), (Y Y,ZZ), (XX,ZIZ). In addition, we introduce the sign σ′Z(Ψ, Φ)
defined as follows: If Φ ̸= ZIZ, then Φ is a nearest-neighbor interaction term Φ1Φ2, and we simply
define σ′Z(Ψ, Φ) as

σ′Z(Ψ, Φ) := σ(Ψ2, Φ1). (259)

On the other hand, if Φ = ZIZ, we define σ′Z(Ψ, Φ) as

σ′Z(Ψ, Φ) := σ(|Z · Ψ1| , Z). (260)

Using this symbol, the coefficient of a k − 1-support operator in the form of ZI · · ·W (W ∈ {X,Y })
and ZI · · ·PZ (P ∈ {X,Y, Z}) can be expressed as follows:
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Lemma 19 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J2
Z ̸= 0 and J1

XX ̸= 0. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k−1-support operator A in the form of ZI · · ·W (W ∈ {X,Y }) and ZI · · ·PZ
(P ∈ {X,Y, Z}) may have a nonzero coefficient only if A is expressed as

A = Z̃W
1
Z̃W

2 · · ·W l
Z̃T Z̃W

l+1 · · ·Wm−2
Z̃Ψ (261)

with k = 3m+ 3, where W i ∈ {X,Y }, Ψ ∈ {XX,Y Y,ZZ,XZ, Y Z,ZX,ZY,ZZ}, and T = T1T2T3 =
W 1P 2P 3 with W 1 ∈ {X,Y } and P 2, P 3 ∈ {X,Y, Z}, or

A = Z̃W
1
Z̃W

2 · · · Z̃W
m−1

Z̃T. (262)

In both cases, T ̸= XYX, Y XY holds. In addition, P 3 is also X or Y in the case of Eq. (261).
In the case of Eq. (261), S(T ) has a single element (Ψ1, Ψ2), and the coefficient of A is computed

as

qA = c1,kXX−ZZ · (−1)m−2σ(Z, Ψ1)σ(T )(J
2
Z)

mJ1
Ψ1J1

Ψ2J1
Ψ

m−2∏
i=1

J1

W
l (263)

with

σ(T ) = σ(Z, Ψ1
1 )σ(Ψ

1
2 , Ψ

2
1 )σ(Ψ

2
2 , Z). (264)

In the case of Eq. (262), the coefficient of A is computed as

qA = c1,kXX−ZZ · (−1)m−2(J2
Z)

m
m−1∏
i=1

J1

W
l

 ∑
(Ψ,Φ)∈S(T )

σ(Z, Ψ1)σ′(Ψ, Φ)J1
ΨJΦ

 , (265)

where σ′(Ψ, Φ) is defined as Eqs. (259) and (260).
The case of a k − 1-support operator A in the form of W · · · IZ (W ∈ {X,Y }) and ZP · · · IZ

(P ∈ {X,Y, Z}) is treated in a similar manner.

6.2.3 Commonness of coefficients

We shall show that the three coefficients in Lemma 16, c1,k,0XX−ZZ , c
1,k,1
XX−ZZ , and c1,k,2XX−ZZ , are equal.

The essence of our proof idea is the same as Sec. 6.1.3. We again divide Hamiltonians into two cases:
(i) one of J1

Y Y or J1
Y Z is nonzero, and (ii) both of J1

Y Y and J1
Y Z are zero.

We first treat the case (i): one of J1
Y Y or J1

Y Z is nonzero. In this case, Lemma 19 plays a similar
role to Lemma 11 and we can connect operators in different sectors. For example, in the case with

J1
Y Y ̸= 0, (Z̃XZ̃)1 is connected to other sectors as

(Z̃XZ̃)1 ↔ (XZ̃X)3 ↔ (Z̃XY )4 ↔ (XY Z̃)6 ↔ (Y Z̃X)7 ↔ (Z̃XZ̃)8, (266)

where the sector with 1 mod 3 and that with 2 mod 3 is connected, implying c1,k,1XX−ZZ = c1,k,2XX−ZZ .

Performing this connecting process again, we have c1,k,1XX−ZZ = c1,k,2XX−ZZ = c1,k,0XX−ZZ . Obviously, this

connecting process works for general k and the case of J1
Y Z ̸= 0.

We next treat the case (ii): both of J1
Y Y and J1

Y Z are zero. We explain our idea by taking (Z̃XZ̃)1 =
(ZIY Y IZ)1 with k = 6 as an example. We first consider commutators generating (ZIY Y XY )1 as

Z1 I Y Y I Z
X X

Z I Y Y X Y

X3 Y X Y
Z I Z
Z I Y Y X Y

. (267)
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We next consider commutators generating k-support operator (XYXXIZ)3 as25

X3 Y X Y
Z I Z

X Y X X I Z

Z4 X X I Z
X X
X Y X X I Z

(269)

We finally consider commutators generating (ZXXIY X)4 as26

Z4 X X I Z
X X

Z X X I Y X

X5 Y I Y X
Z I Z
Z X X I Y X

. (271)

Noting that (XY IY X)5 is connected to (ZIY Y IZ)6, we find a sequence of pairs as

(ZIY Y XY )1 ↔ (XYXXIZ)3 ↔ (ZXXIY X)4 ↔ (XY IY X)5 ↔ (ZIY Y IZ)6, (272)

which clearly shows the connection between different sectors. Similar arguments hold for general k,
which leads to the commonness of coefficients.

Lemma 20 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J2
Z ̸= 0 and J1

XX ̸= 0. Three coefficients, c1,k,0XX−ZZ ,

c1,k,1XX−ZZ , and c1,k,2XX−ZZ , appearing in Lemma 16 are equal, which we simply denote by c1,kXX−ZZ :

c1,kXX−ZZ := c1,k,0XX−ZZ = c1,k,1XX−ZZ = c1,k,2XX−ZZ . (273)

In the following, we express the results in Lemma 16, Lemma 17, Lemma 18, and Lemma 19 simply

with c1,kXX−ZZ .

6.2.4 Demonstration with the case of k = 6

Before going to the general analysis on commutators generating k-support operators, we demonstrate
our proof by employing the simplest case, k = 6, as an example. Our goal is to show c1,6XX−ZZ = 0.

To this end, we first consider commutators generating ZIY Y XY as

Z I Y Y I Z
X X

Z I Y Y X Y

X Y X Y
Z I Z
Z I Y Y X Y

Z I Y Y Z
Y Y

Z I Y Y X Y

Z I Y Y Y
Z Y

Z I Y Y X Y
, (274)

which leads to

J1
XXqZIY Y IZ − J2

ZqXYXY − J1
Y Y qZIY Y Z + J1

Y ZqZIY Y Y = 0. (275)

25 Here we need not consider the contribution from

X X X I Z
X Z
X Y X X I Z

, (268)

since this k − 1-support operator XXXIZ satisfies the form of Lemma 19, and this lemma implies that the
coefficient of this operator is proportional to J1

XZJ
1
Y Y J2

Z , which is zero in our setup.
26 Here we need not consider the contribution from

Y X I Y X
Z Z
Z X X I Y X

, (270)

since this k − 1-support operator XXXIZ satisfies the form of Lemma 19, and this lemma implies that the
coefficient of this operator is proportional to J1

XXJ1
Y Y J2

Z , which is zero in our setup.
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The coefficients of ZIY Y Z and ZIY Y Y have already been computed in Lemma 19. To compute the
remaining coefficient qXYXY , we consider commutators generating XYXZX as27

X Y X Y
X X

X Y X Z X

Z X Z X
X X
X Y X Z X

X X Z X
X Z
X Y X Z X

Z I X Z X
Y Y
X Y X Z X

X Y X I Z
Z Y

X Y X Z X

X Y I Y X
X X

X Y X Z X
,

(278)
which leads to

−J1
XXqXYXY + J1

XXqZXZX − J1
XZqXY ZX − J1

Y Y qZIXZX − J1
Y ZqXYXIZ − J1

XXqXY IY X = 0. (279)

The coefficients of ZIXZX and XYXIZ (the fourth and fifth terms in Eq. (279)) are computed in
Lemma 19, and that of XY IY X is computed in Lemma 17.

To evaluate the remaining coefficients in Eq. (279), those of ZXZX and XXZX, we further
consider the commutators generating ZXZY IZ and XXZY IZ as

Z X Z X
Z I Z

Z X Z Y I Z

Z I Y Y I Z
X X

Z X Z Y I Z

Z Z Y I Z
Z Y
Z X Z Y I Z

Y Z Y I Z
Z Z
Z X Z Y I Z

(280)

and
X X Z X

Z I Z
X X Z Y I Z

Y Z Y I Z
X Z
X X Z Y I Z

, (281)

which lead to
−J2

ZqZXZX − J1
XXqZIY Y IZ − J1

Y ZqZZY IZ + J1
ZZqY ZY IZ = 0 (282)

and
−J2

ZqXXZX + J1
XZqY ZY IZ = 0, (283)

respectively. Note that the coefficients of ZIY Y IZ, ZZY IZ, Y ZY IZ, and Y ZY IZ have already been
computed in Lemma 16 and Lemma 19.

Combining Eqs. (275), (279), (282), and (283), and using Lemma 16, Lemma 17, and Lemma 19,
we obtain

c1,6XX−ZZ

[
−3(J1

XX)2 + (J1
Y Y )

2 − (J1
Y Z)

2
]
(J2

Z)
2 = 0. (284)

Here, if J1
Y Y = 0, then the sum inside the square bracket is strictly negative (since J1

XX ̸= 0 by
assumption), implying that it is not zero. Recalling J2

Z ̸= 0 by assumption, we arrive at the desired

result c1,6XX−ZZ = 0. Thus, it suffices to treat the case with J1
Y Y ̸= 0.

In the case with J1
Y Y ̸= 0, we can follow the same argument as above by exchanging X and Y . The

obtained relation is
c1,6XX−ZZ

[
−3(J1

Y Y )
2 + (J1

XX)2 − (J1
XZ)

2
]
(J2

Z)
2 = 0. (285)

Summing Eqs. (284) and (285), we finally have

c1,6XX−ZZ

[
−2(J1

Y Y )
2 − 2(J1

XX)2 − (J1
Y Z)

2 − (J1
XZ)

2
]
(J2

Z)
2 = 0. (286)

Now the sum inside the square bracket is strictly negative, and thus is nonzero, which directly implies
the desired result c1,6XX−ZZ = 0.

27 Here, we need not consider contributions from commutators with a 6-support operator and a 2-support
operator as

X Y X Z Y Z
Z Z

X Y X Z X
, (276)

since we know that XYXZY Z has a zero coefficient and therefore we need not consider this contribution. In
general, all 6-support operators which can generate XYXZX by these commutators have already been shown
to have zero coefficients.
We also need not consider contributions from commutators with a 5-support operator and a 1-support operator
as

X Y X Z Z
Y

X Y X Z X
(277)

for a similar reason as above. In general, all 5-support operators which can generate XYXZX by these
commutators have already been shown to have zero coefficients.
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6.2.5 Demonstrating that the remaining k-support operators have zero coefficients

We now treat the case of general k = 3m. Our goal is to show the coefficient of Z(IY Y )m−1IZ zero.
We first consider commutators generating k-support operator Z(IY Y )m−1XY as

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−2 I Z
X X

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−2 X Y

X Y (IY Y )m−2 X Y
Z I Z
Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−2 X Y

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−2 Z
Y Y

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−2 X Y

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−2 Y
Z Y

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−2 X Y
, (287)

which leads to

J1
XXqZ(IY Y )m−1IZ − J2

ZqXY (IY Y )m−2XY − J1
Y Y qZ(IY Y )m−1Z + J1

Y ZqZ(IY Y )m−1Y = 0. (288)

Here, the coefficients of k − 1-support operators Z(IY Y )m−1Z and Z(IY Y )m−1Y have already been
computed in Lemma 19.

To treat the remaining k − 2-support operator XY (IY Y )m−2XY in Eq. (288), we consider com-
mutators generating k − 1-support operator XY (IY Y )m−2XZX as28

X Y (IY Y )m−2 X Y
X X

X Y (IY Y )m−2 X Z X

Z (IY Y )m−2 X Z X
X X
X Y (IY Y )m−2 X Z X

X Y (IY Y )m−2 X I Z
Z Y

X Y (IY Y )m−2 X Z X

X Y (IY Y )m−2 I Y Z
X X

X Y (IY Y )m−2 X Z X
, (291)

which leads to

−J1
XXqXY (IY Y )m−2XY + J1

XXqZ(IY Y )m−2XZX − J1
Y ZqXY (IY Y )m−2XIZ − J1

XXqXY (IY Y )m−2IY X = 0.
(292)

Here, the coefficients of k − 1-support operators XY (IY Y )m−2XIZ and XY (IY Y )m−2IY X have
already been computed in Lemma 19.

To treat the remaining k − 2-support operator Z(IY Y )m−2XZX in Eq. (292), we consider a
more generalized setup that commutators generate k-support operator Z(IY Y )m−2−nXZ(Y IY )nY IZ
expressed as

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−3−n X Z (Y IY )n X
Z I Z

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−3−n X Z (Y IY )n Y I Z

X Y (IY Y )m−3−n X Z (Y IY )n Y I Z
Z I Z
Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−3−n X Z (Y IY )n Y I Z

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−3−n I Y (Y IY )n Y I Z
X X

Z I Y Y (IY Y )m−3−n X Z (Y IY )n Y I Z
, (293)

28 Here we need not consider the contribution of

X (IY Y )m−2 X Z X
X Z
X Y (IY Y )m−2 X Z X

, (289)

for the following reason. This k− 2-support operator X(IY Y )m−2XZX forms a pair with k-support operator
Z(IY Y )m−2XZY IZ as

X (IY Y )m−2 X Z X
Z I Z

X (IY Y )m−2 X Z Y I Z

Z (IY Y )m−2 X Z Y I Z
Y
X (IY Y )m−2 X Z Y I Z

, (290)

while the latter k-support operator Z(IY Y )m−2XZY IZ does not satisfy the form of Lemma 16 and thus has
zero coefficient.
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which leads to

−J2
ZqZ(IY Y )m−2−nXZ(Y IY )nX − J2

ZqXY (IY Y )m−3−nXZ(Y IY )nY IZ − J1
XXqZ(IY Y )m−1IZ = 0. (294)

Recall that qZ(IY Y )m−1IZ is what we want to show to be zero.

In addition to this, to treat the coefficient of XY (IY Y )m−3−nXZ(Y IY )nY IZ, we further consider
commutators generating k − 1-support operator XY (IY Y )m−3−nXZY (IY Y )nIY X as29

X Y (IY Y )m−3−n X Z Y (IY Y )nI Z
X X

X Y (IY Y )m−3−n X Z Y (IY Y )nI Y X

Z (IY Y )m−3−n X Z Y (IY Y )nI Y X
X X
X Y (IY Y )m−3−n X Z Y (IY Y )nI Y X

X Y (IY Y )m−3−n I Y Y (IY Y )nI Y X
X X

X Y (IY Y )m−3−n X Z Y (IY Y )nI Y X
, (296)

which leads to

J1
XXqXY (IY Y )m−3−nXZ(Y IY )nY IZ + J1

XXqZ(IY Y )m−3−nXZ(Y IY )n+1X − J1
XXqX(Y IY )m−1X = 0. (297)

Here, the coefficient of k − 1-operator X(Y IY )m−1X has already been computed in Lemma 17.

Combining Eqs. (294) and (297), we find

qZ(IY Y )m−2−nXZ(Y IY )nX−qZ(IY Y )m−3−nXZ(Y IY )n+1X+
J1
XX

J2
Z

qZ(IY Y )m−1IZ+qX(Y IY )m−1X = 0. (298)

This relation clearly shows the connection between the coefficients of

Z(IY Y )m−2−nXZ(Y IY )nX ↔ Z(IY Y )m−3−nXZ(Y IY )n+1X, (299)

i.e., n ↔ n + 1. Notice that Eq. (298) holds from n = 0 to n = m − 4, which connects the coef-
ficients of Z(IY Y )m−2XZX and Z(IY Y )XZ(Y IY )m−3X. At n = m − 3, Eq. (294) holds as it is,
while Eq. (297) requires the following modification: Commutators generating k − 1-support operator

29 Here we need not consider the contribution of commutators of a k-support operator and a 2-support
operator, since the remaining k-support operator takes the form of ZI · · · IZ (shown in Lemma 16, and thus
commutation with a 2-support operator cannot generate k − 1-support operator.
We also need not consider the contribution of commutators of a k − 1-support operator and a 2-support
operator or 1-support operator except for the presented one for the following reason. The remaining k − 1-
support operator which may have a nonzero coefficient takes the form of Lemma 18 or Lemma 19 if one of the
ends is not Z. However, no further k− 1-support operator in the above forms does not generate k− 1-support
operator XY (IY Y )m−3−nXZY (IY Y )nIY X.
Moreover, we need not consider the contribution of commutators as

X Y (IY Y )m−3−n X Z Y (IY Y )nI X
Z X

X Y (IY Y )m−3−n X Z Y (IY Y )nI Y X

X (IY Y )m−3−n X Z Y (IY Y )nI Y X
X Z
X Y (IY Y )m−3−n X Z Y (IY Y )nI Y X

, (295)

since these k − 2-support operators are shown to have zero coefficients in a similar manner to footnote 28.
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XYXZ(Y IY )m−2X are30

X Y X Z Y (IY Y )m−3I Z
X X

X Y X Z Y (IY Y )m−3I Y X

Z X Z Y (IY Y )m−3I Y X
X X
X Y X Z Y (IY Y )m−3I Y X

X Y I Y Y (IY Y )m−3I Y X
X X

X Y X Z Y (IY Y )m−3I Y X

Z I X Z Y (IY Y )m−3I Y X
Y Y
X Y X Z Y (IY Y )m−3I Y X

X X Z Y (IY Y )m−3I Y X
X Z
X Y X Z Y (IY Y )m−3I Y X

, (302)

which leads to

J1
XXqXYXZY (IY Y )m−3IZ + J1

XXqZXZY (IY Y )m−3IY X − J1
XXqX(Y IY )m−1X

−J1
Y Y qZIXZ(Y IY )m−2X − J1

XZqXXZ(Y IY )m−2X = 0. (303)

The coefficients of k − 1-support operators X(Y IY )m−1X and ZIXZ(Y IY )m−2X have already been
computed by Lemma 17 and Lemma 19, respectively. The remaining coefficients of k − 2-support
operators, ZXZY (IY Y )m−3IY X and XXZ(Y IY )m−2X, are computed by considering commutators
generating k-support operators ZXZ(Y IY )m−2Y IZ and XXZ(Y IY )m−2Y IZ as

Z X Z (Y IY )m−2 X
Z I Z

Z X Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Z

Z I Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Z
X X

Z X Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Z

Z Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Z
Z Y
Z X Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Z

Y Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Z
Z Z
Z X Z (Y IY )m−2 Y I Z

(304)

and
X X Z(Y IY )m−2 X

Z I Z
X X Z(Y IY )m−2 Y I Z

Y Z(Y IY )m−2 Y I Z
X Z
X X Z(Y IY )m−2 Y I Z

, (305)

which lead to

−J2
ZqZXZ(Y IY )m−2X − J1

XXqZ(IY Y )m−1IZ − J1
Y ZqZZ(Y IY )m−2Y IZ + J1

ZZqY Z(Y IY )m−2Y IZ = 0 (306)

and
−J2

ZqXXZ(Y IY )m−2X + J1
XZqY Z(Y IY )m−2Y IZ = 0, (307)

respectively. Here, the coefficients of k − 1-support operators ZZ(Y IY )m−2Y IZ, Y Z(Y IY )m−2Y IZ,
and Y Z(Y IY )m−2Y IZ have already been computed in Lemma 19, and the coefficient of k-support
operator Z(IY Y )m−1IZ is what we aim to evaluate through this analysis.

30 Here we need not consider the contribution of

X Y X Z Y (IY Y )m−3I X
Z X

X Y X Z Y (IY Y )m−3I Y X
, (300)

since this k− 2-support operator XYXZY (IY Y )m−3IX is shown to have zero coefficient in a similar manner
to footnote 28.
We also need not consider the contributions of

Y I X Z Y (IY Y )m−3I Y X
Z Y
X Y X Z Y (IY Y )m−3I Y X

X Y I Z Y (IY Y )m−3I Y X
Z X

X Y X Z Y (IY Y )m−3I Y X
, (301)

since these k − 1-support operators have already been shown to have zero coefficients in Lemma 17.
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Summing Eq. (298) from n = 0 to n = m − 4, and plugging Eqs. (288), (292), (303), (306), and
(307), we finally obtain

c1,kXX−ZZ

[
−(2m− 1)(J1

XX)2 + (J1
Y Y )

2 − (J1
Y Z)

2
]
(J2

Z)
m(J1

XX)m−2 = 0. (308)

If J1
Y Y = 0, then the sum in the square bracket is nonzero (strictly negative), and we conclude

c1,kXX−ZZ = 0. If J1
Y Y ̸= 0, we replace the role of X and Y in our whole argument, which yields

c1,kXX−ZZ

[
−(2m− 1)(J1

Y Y )
2 + (J1

XX)2 − (J1
XZ)

2
]
(J2

Z)
m(J1

XX)m−2 = 0. (309)

Since the sum of Eqs. (308) and (309) is

c1,kXX−ZZ

[
−(2m− 2)(J1

XX)2 − (2m− 2)(J1
Y Y )

2 − (J1
Y Z)

2 − (J1
Y Z)

2
]
(J2

Z)
m(J1

XX)m−2 = 0. (310)

The sum in the square bracket is nonzero (strictly negative) and J1
XX and J2

Z are assumed to be

nonzero, we arrive at the desired result c1,kXX−ZZ = 0. In summary, we obtain c1,kXX−ZZ = 0 regardless

of the value of J1
Y Y , which completes the proof for case A.

Theorem 4 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J2
Z ̸= 0 and J1

XX ̸= 0. This Hamiltonian has no
k-local conserved quantity with 4 ≤ k ≤ L/2.

7 Rank 1: Case with J1
XX = J1

Y Y = 0 and J1
XZ ̸= 0 (Case B1)

We next consider case B1, where our Hamiltonian in consideration is Eq. (129) with J1
XX = J1

Y Y = 0
and at least one of J1

XZ or J1
Y Z is nonzero. In this case, by applying a proper local spin rotation in

the XY subspace, without loss of generality we suppose J1
XZ ̸= 0 and J1

Y Z = 0. The Hamiltonian
considered in this section is expressed as

H =
∑
i

(
Xi+2 Yi+2 Zi+2

)0
0
J2
Z

Xi

Yi

Zi

+
∑
i

(
Xi+1 Yi+1 Zi+1

) 0 0 J1
XZ

0 0 0
J1
XZ 0 J1

ZZ

Xi

Yi

Zi


+
∑
i

(
hX hY hZ

)Xi

Yi

Zi

 , (311)

where J2
Z and J1

XZ take nonzero values, and J1
ZZ and hP (P ∈ {X,Y, Z}) can take both zero or nonzero

values.

7.1 Restricting possible forms of k-local conserved quantity

7.1.1 Preliminary treatment

Thanks to Lemma 7, in a candidate of k-local conserved quantity Q, a k-support operator which may
have a nonzero coefficient takes the form of ZI · · ·W (and its reflection) and Z · · ·Z.

We first show that the former ZI · · ·W should accompany a zero coefficient. This fact is easily
demonstrated by considering commutators generating k + 1-support operator ZY I · · ·W as follows.

In the case of W = Y , this operator is generated only by

Z I · · · Y
Z X
Z Y I · · · Y

X I · · · Y
Z Z
Z Y I · · · Y

. (312)

However, Lemma 7 shows that XI · · ·Y has zero coefficient, which directly implies qZI···Y = 0.
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In the case of W = X, this operator is generated by

Z I · · · ∗ X
Z X
Z Y I · · · ∗ X

X I · · · ∗ X
Z Z
Z Y I · · · ∗ X

Z Y I · · · W
Z X

Z Y I · · · W c X
. (313)

However, Lemma 7 shows that both XI · · · ∗X and ZY I · · ·W have zero coefficients, which directly
implies qZI···X = 0.

Lemma 21 Consider a Hamiltonian (311) with nonzero J2
Z and J1

XZ . In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k-support operator in the form of Z · · ·W or W · · ·Z (W ∈ {X,Y }) has zero
coefficient.

7.1.2 Analysis of k-support operator Z · · ·Z

Thus, we move to specify the possible form of k-support operator Z · · ·Z with a nonzero coefficient in
detail. To this end, we consider three types of operators, a k-support operator in the form of Z · · ·Z,
a k − 1-support operator in the form of Z · · ·Y , and a k − 1-support operator in the form of Z · · ·X,
with classifying by the second rightmost operator, and demonstrate that we can repeatedly add ZX
to left and remove some terms from right. This procedure implies that any operator is reduced to an
operator in the form of ZY Y Y Y Y · · · .

Case of Z · · ·XZ
We first show that a k-support operator in the form of Z · · ·XZ has a zero coefficient. This can be

easily shown to have a zero coefficient by considering commutators generating k + 1-support operator
ZY · · ·XZ as

Z · · · X Z
Z X
Z Y · · · X Z

Y W · · · X Z
Z I Z
Z Y · · · · · · X Z

Z Y · · · Y
Z Z

Z Y · · · X Z

Z Y · · ·W Y
Z I Z

Z Y · · · · · · X Z
, (314)

while the latter three operators have already been shown to have zero coefficients by Lemma 21. This
fact means that Z · · ·XZ also has a zero coefficient.

Lemma 22 Consider a Hamiltonian (311) with nonzero J2
Z and J1

XZ . In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k-support operator in the form of Z · · ·XZ or ZX · · ·Z has zero coefficient.

Case of Z · · ·Y Z
We next consider the case of Z · · ·Y Z. In this case, by considering commutators generating k + 1-

support operator ZY · · ·Y Z as31

Z · · · Y Z
Z X
Z Y · · · Y Z

Z Y · · · Z
X Z

Z Y · · · Y Z
, (316)

we find that Z · · ·Y Z forms a pair with k-support operator ZY · · ·Z. We can continue the procedure
by applying the analysis on k-support operator Z · · ·Z.

Case of Z · · ·ZZ

31 Here, we need not consider
Y · · · Y Z

Z I Z
Z Y · · · Y Z

Z Y · · · X
Z Z

Z Y · · · Y Z
(315)

since k-support operators Y · · ·Y Z and ZY · · ·X have already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma 7.



48

We next consider the case of Z · · ·ZZ by considering commutators generating k+1-support operator
ZY · · ·ZZ as32

Z · · · ∗ Z Z
Z X
Z Y · · · ∗ Z Z

Z Y · · · W c Z
Z I Z

Z Y · · · W Z Z
. (318)

This relation implies that ∗ should be X or Y (∗ = W c ∈ {X,Y }), and Z · · ·WZZ and ZY · · ·W cZ
form a pair. We notice that the above W should be X for a nonzero coefficient for the following reason:
If W = Y , Lemma 22 suggests that ZY · · ·XZ has zero coefficient, implying that Z · · ·Y ZZ also has
zero coefficient.

Lemma 23 Consider a Hamiltonian (311) with nonzero J2
Z and J1

XZ . In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k-support operator in the form of Z · · ·Y ZZ or ZZY · · ·Z has zero coefficient.

If W = X, the operator Z · · ·XZZ is connected to a k-support operator in the form of ZY · · ·Y Z,
from which we can continue the procedure.

Case of Z · · · IZ
We finally consider the case of Z · · · IZ. Obviously, the third rightmost operator should be X or Y .
We first treat Z · · ·XIZ. We consider commutators generating k+1-support operator ZY · · ·XIZ

as
Z · · · X I Z

Z X
Z Y · · · X I Z

Z Y · · · Y
Z I Z

Z Y · · · X I Z
, (319)

which leads to
J1
XZqZ···XIZ + J2

ZqZY ···Y = 0. (320)

In this case, k-support operator Z · · ·XIZ is connected to k − 1-support operator ZY · · ·Y . This
operator takes the form of Z · · ·Y , and thus the procedure continues.

We next treat Z · · ·Y IZ. We consider commutators generating k+1-support operator ZY · · ·Y IZ
as

Z · · · Y I Z
Z X
Z Y · · · Y I Z

Z Y · · · X
Z I Z

Z Y · · · Y I Z
, (321)

which leads to
J1
XZqZ···Y IZ − J2

ZqZY ···X = 0. (322)

In this case, k-support operator Z · · ·Y IZ is connected to k − 1-support operator ZY · · ·X. This
operator takes the form of Z · · ·X, and thus the procedure continues.

7.1.3 Analysis of k − 1-support operator Z · · ·Y

Case of Z . . .XY
For our later use, we first show that a k− 1-support operator in the form of W · · ·Y (W ∈ {X,Y })

(and its reflection) has zero coefficient. This fact is confirmed by considering commutators generating
k + 1-support operator ZIW c · · ·Y as

W · · · Y
Z I Z
Z I W c · · · Y

, (323)

which implies qW ···Y = 0.

32 Here we need not consider the contribution of

Z Y · · · ∗ Y
X Z

Z Y · · · W Z Z
, (317)

since this k-support operator ZY · · · ∗ Y have already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma 21.
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Lemma 24 Consider a Hamiltonian (311) with nonzero J2
Z and J1

XZ . In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k − 1-support operator in the form of W · · ·Y or Y · · ·W (W ∈ {X,Y }) has
zero coefficient.

Using this, we shall also show that a k−1-support operator in the form of Z · · ·XY (and Y X · · ·Z)
has zero coefficients. This fact can be confirmed by considering commutators generating k-support
operator ZY · · ·XY as

Z · · · X Y
Z X
Z Y · · · X Y

X · · · X Y
Z Z
Z Y · · · X Y

Y ∗ · · · X Y
Z I Z
Z Y ∗′ · · · X Y

Z Y · · · X Z
X

Z Y · · · X Y
. (324)

However, Lemma 24 tells that two middle k − 1-support operators X · · ·XY Y ∗ · · ·XY have zero
coefficients, and Lemma 22 tells that the latter k-support operator ZY · · ·XZ has zero coefficient.
This fact directly implies that k − 1-support operator Z · · ·XY also has a zero coefficient.

Lemma 25 Consider a Hamiltonian (311) with nonzero J2
Z and J1

XZ . In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k−1-support operator in the form of Z · · ·XY or Y X · · ·Z has zero coefficient.

Case of Z · · ·Y Y
To analyze it, we consider commutators generating k-support operator ZY · · ·Y Y as

Z · · · Y Y
Z X
Z Y · · · Y Y

Z Y · · · Y Z
X

Z Y · · · Y Y
, (325)

which leads to

J1
XY qZ···Y Y + hXqZY ···Y Z = 0. (326)

Thus, k − 1-support operator Z · · ·Y Y is connected to k-support operator ZY · · ·Y Z, and thus our
procedure can be continued.

Case of Z · · ·ZY
The case of Z · · ·ZY is a slightly complicated case, since three commutators generate k-support

operator ZY · · ·ZY as33

Z · · · Z Y
Z X
Z Y · · · Z Y

Z Y · · · Z Z
X

Z Y · · · Z Y

Z Y · · · I Z
Z X

Z Y · · · Z Y
. (328)

Owing to Lemma 23, the k-support operator in the second commutator, ZY · · ·ZZ may have nonzero
coefficient only if the right end takes the form of · · ·XZZ. In other words, except for the case of
Z · · ·XZY , we need not consider the middle commutator, implying no bifurcation. Thus, k−1-support
operator Z · · ·Y ZY forms a unique pair with k-support operator ZY · · ·Y IZ, from which we can
continue our procedure.

In the case of Z · · ·XZY , we encounter a bifurcation and this operator is connected to two k-
support operators, ZY · · ·XZZ and ZY · · ·XIZ. Both operators take the form of Z · · ·Z, and thus
we can continue our procedure for both operators.

Case of Z · · · IY
33 Here we need not consider the contributions of

X ∗′ · · · Z Y
Z Z
Z Y ∗′ · · · Z Y

Y ∗ · · · Z Y
Z I Z
Z Y ∗′ · · · Z Y

, (327)

since these k − 1-support operators have already been shown to have zero coefficients in Lemma 24.
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To analyze it, we consider commutators generating k-support operator ZY · · · IY as

Z · · · I Y
Z X
Z Y · · · I Y

Z Y · · · I Z
X

Z Y · · · I Y
, (329)

which leads to
J1
XY qZ···IY + hXqZY ···IZ = 0. (330)

Thus, k − 1-support operator Z · · · IY is connected to k-support operator ZY · · · IZ, and thus our
procedure can be continued.

7.1.4 Analysis of k − 1-support operator Z · · ·X

Case of Z · · ·XX
We first consider Z · · ·XX, which forms a unique pair with k − 1-support operator ZY · · ·Y as

Z · · · X X
Z X
Z Y · · · X X

Z Y · · · Y
Z X

Z Y · · · X X
, (331)

which leads to
J1
XZqZ···XX + J1

XZqZY ···Y = 0. (332)

The connected k−1-support operator is in the form of ZY · · ·Y , and thus our analysis can be continued.

Case of Z · · ·Y X
In this case, we again encounter a bifurcation. We consider commutators generating k-support

operator ZY · · ·Y X as

Z · · · Y X
Z X
Z Y · · · Y X

Z Y · · · X
Z X

Z Y · · · Y X

Z Y · · · Y Z
Y

Z Y · · · Y X
. (333)

The k − 1-support operator ZY · · ·X takes the form of Z · · ·X, from which we can continue our
procedure. The k-support operator ZY · · ·Y Z takes the form of Z · · ·Z, and thus we can also continue
our procedure.

Case of Z · · ·ZX
We notice that k − 1-support operator Z · · ·ZX forms a unique pair with k-support operator

ZY Y · · ·ZZ as34

Z · · · Z X
Z X
Z Y · · · Z X

Z Y · · · Z Z
Y

Z Y · · · Z X
, (336)

which leads to
J1
XZqZ···ZX − hY qZY ···ZZ = 0. (337)

Since k-support operator ZY · · ·ZZ takes the form of Z · · ·Z, we can continue our procedure.

34 Here, we need not consider the contribution of

X · · · A X
Z Z
Z Y · · · A X

(334)

with A = Z, because this k − 1-support operator X · · ·AX forms a pair with k-support operator X · · ·AY IZ
as

X · · · A X
Z I Z

X · · · A Y I Z

X · · · A Y I Z
X Z
X ∗ · · · A Y I Z

, (335)

while X · · ·AY IZ has already been shown to have zero coefficient by Lemma 21.
The same argument holds for A = I.
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Case of Z · · · IX
We notice that k − 1-support operator Z · · · IX forms a unique pair with k-support operator

ZY Y · · · IZ as
Z · · · I X

Z X
Z Y · · · I X

Z Y · · · I Z
Y

Z Y · · · I X
, (338)

which leads to
J1
XZqZ···IX − hY qZY ···IZ = 0. (339)

Since k-support operator ZY · · · IZ takes the form of Z · · ·Z, we can continue our procedure.

7.1.5 Possible form of k-support operator

Through the presented procedure, an operator is connected to another operator, and we continue our
procedure. However, in some cases, this procedure does not provide a new operator but the original
operator itself, and we can get no further information. Before specification of the form of k-support
operator, we here briefly comment on this situation.

One case is k-support operator ZY k−2Z. The procedure for Z · · ·Y Z provides the same operator.
However, by taking the coefficient and sign into account we find that the analysis tells

2J1
XZqZY k−2Z = 0, (340)

implying that ZY k−2Z has zero coefficient.
Another case is k − 1-support operator ZY k−3X. The procedure for Z · · ·X provides the same

k − 1-support operator ZY k−3X and k-support operator ZY k−2Z, whose coefficient is shown to be
zero in the above argument. We, however, notice that ZY k−3X is what we reduce all operators to.
Thus, this circulation is harmless.

Through the above arguments, all the k-support operators are reduced to k − 1-support operator
ZY k−3X, or equivalently, k-support operator ZY k−3IZ, which is obtained by adding ZIZ to the right
end of ZY k−3X and removing ZX from left. Now we provide the expression of coefficients of these
k-support operators.

To treat the bifurcation transparently, we introduce the following symbols which have a similar role
to a doubling operator:

←
Ξ := ZX,

→
Ξ := XZ,

←
Ω :=

Z I Z
Z X ,

→
Ω :=

X Z
Z I Z . (341)

Aligned symbols (operators) represent the product of these operators with proper shift, as doubling-

product operators and extended-doubling-product operators. For example, Z̃
→
ΞY

←
Ω
←
Ξ
←
ΞZ̃ represents the

following operator

Z̃
→
ΞY

←
Ω
←
Ξ
←
ΞZ̃ =

Z I Z
X Z

Y
Z I Z

Z X
Z X

Z X
Z I Z

Z I Y X Z X Y Y I Z

. (342)

The series of arguments presented above suggest that all the removed and added operators are

expressed by a sequence of {Z̃,
←
Ξ,
→
Ξ,
←
Ω,
→
Ω,X, Y } (see also Table. 1). In addition, a possible sequence

should satisfy several conditions.

Definition 3 Consider an operator expressed in the form of · · · Z̃ · · · Z̃, where the second · · · does not
contain Z̃. Then, the sequence between two Z̃ should satisfy the following consistent condition:



52

support operator removed symbol next form

k Z · · ·Y Z
→
Ξ Z · · ·Z (k)

k Z · · ·ZZ
→
Ω Z · · ·Z (k)

k Z · · · IZ Z̃ Z · · ·X (k − 1) or Z · · ·Y (k − 1)

k − 1 Z · · ·Y Y X Z · · ·Z (k)

k − 1 Z · · ·ZY (1)
←
Ω Z · · ·X (k − 1)

k − 1 Z · · ·ZY (2)

←
Ω Z · · ·Y (k − 1)
X Z · · ·ZZ (k)

k − 1 Z · · · IY X Z · · · IZ (k)

k − 1 Z · · ·XX
←
Ξ Z · · ·Y (k − 1)

k − 1 Z · · ·Y X

←
Ξ Z · · ·X (k − 1)
Y Z · · ·Y Z (k)

k − 1 Z · · ·ZX Y Z · · ·ZZ (k)
k − 1 Z · · · IX Y Z · · · IZ (k)

Table 1 We list our procedure for removing operators from the right end in terms of symbols Ξ and Ω. Here,
Z · · ·ZY (1) and Z · · ·ZY (2) represent two possible cases of Z · · ·ZY .

– Between two Z̃’s, a single X or Y appears, which we denote by W .

– Only
→
Ξ and

→
Ω appear between left Z̃ and W , and only

←
Ξ and

←
Ω appear between W and right Z̃.

– Between the left end and the leftmost Z̃, only
←
Ξ and

←
Ω appear. Between the right end and the

rightmost Z̃, only
→
Ξ and

→
Ω appear.

This means that the sequence takes the form of

{
←
Ω,
←
Ξ}∗Z̃{

→
Ω,
→
Ξ}∗W{

←
Ω,
←
Ξ}∗Z̃{

→
Ω,
→
Ξ}∗W · · ·W{

←
Ω,
←
Ξ}∗Z̃{

→
Ω,
→
Ξ}∗, (343)

where {A,B}∗ is a sequence of A and B with arbitrary length. For example,
←
Ω
←
Ξ
←
ΩZ̃Y Z̃

←
Ξ
←
Ξ
←
Ξ
←
Ω
←
ΞX

→
ΩZ̃

satisfies the consistent condition. In contrast,
←
ΞZ̃
→
Ξ
←
ΩZ̃
→
Ξ does not satisfy the consistent condition, since

there is no X or Y between two Z̃. Similarly, Z̃
→
Ξ
←
Ξ
→
ΩX

←
ΩZ̃ does not satisfy the consistent condition,

since there is
←
Ξ between left Z̃ and X.

We note that the expression of operators has some ambiguity owing to the aforementioned bifurca-
tion. For W = Y , the position of Y in the sequence of Ξ’s is not fixed. For example, the three sequences

of symbols, Z̃
←
ΩY

→
Ξ
→
ΞZ̃, Z̃

←
Ω
←
ΞY

→
ΞZ̃, Z̃

←
Ω
←
Ξ
←
ΞY Z̃, represent the same operator:

Z I Z
X Z
Z I Z

Y
Z X

Z X
Z I Z

Z I X Z Y Y Y I Z

Z I Z
X Z
Z I Z

X Z
Y
Z X

Z I Z

Z I X Z Y Y Y I Z

Z I Z
X Z
Z I Z

X Z
X Z

Y
Z I Z

Z I X Z Y Y Y I Z

. (344)

For W = X, the position of X in the sequence of Ω’s is not fixed in a similar manner to above.
In spite of this ambiguity, the product of the interaction coefficients is always the same among

these expressions (e.g., Eq. (344)). In addition, the signs in multiplying these operators are also the

same. This fact can be confirmed by the fact that
←
Ξ

l

Y
→
Ξ

m−l
provides the same products of interaction

coefficients and the same sign regardless of l, and a similar fact holds for
←
Ω

l

X
→
Ω

m−l
.
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Thus, by removing these symbols from right and adding
←
Ξ or

←
Ω (we choose a proper one35) repeat-

edly, we find that a k-support operator which may have a nonzero coefficient is expressed in the form

of a sequence of {Z̃,
←
Ξ,
→
Ξ,
←
Ω,
→
Ω,X, Y } with the consistent condition. We also find that any k-support

operator which may have a nonzero coefficient is connected to36 Z̃
→
Ξ
→
Ξ · · ·

→
Ξ = ZIY Y Y · · ·Y Y Z and

←
Ξ
←
Ξ · · ·

←
ΞZ̃ = ZY Y · · ·Y IZ. Summarizing these observations, we arrive at the following result:

Lemma 26 Consider a Hamiltonian (311) with nonzero J2
Z and J1

XZ . In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k-support operator A may have nonzero coefficient only if A is obtained by a

product of a sequence of {Z̃,
←
Ξ,
→
Ξ,
←
Ω,
→
Ω,X, Y } satisfying the consistent condition (i.e., satisfying the

form of Eq. (343)).

In addition, let M be the number of Z̃ in this sequence, and Wi (1 ≤ i ≤ M − 1) be the unique W

between i-th and i+1-th Z̃. We denote by Ni the total number of
←
Ξ and

→
Ξ (resp.

←
Ω and

→
Ω) touching Wi

in the case of Wi = Y (resp. Wi = X). We express A by a sequential product of Ψj ∈ {Z̃,
←
Ξ,
→
Ξ,
←
Ω,
→
Ω}

and Wi ∈ {X,Y } (1 ≤ i ≤ M − 1). Then, the coefficient of A is computed as

qA = σc1,kXZ

∏
j

JΨj

∏
i

hWi
, (345)

where we defined JZ̃ := J2
Z , JΞ := J1

XZ , and JΩ := J2
ZJ

1
XZ . The sign σ = ±1 is properly chosen.

The value of σ is specified as follows: We first write the sequence of symbols in the column expression
as Eq. (342). We see operators in this expression from top to bottom. Then, all operators except for
the top one have a single overlap site to the product of the above operators. In Eq. (342), for example,
XZ in the second row has overlap on X with the above ZIZ, and ZIZ in the fourth line has overlap on
the first Z with |Z · Y | = X. We multiply σ(above operator, present operator) on all overlaps, which
is the desired σ. For example, the sign of Eq. (342) is computed as

σ = σ(Z,X)σ(Z, Y )σ(|Z · Y | , Z)σ(Z,X)σ(|Z ·X| , Z)σ(X,Z)σ(X,Z) = +1. (346)

In the derivation of Lemma 26, we have not shown that the coefficient c1,kXZ are the same for
all operators (i.e., the coefficient might be position-dependent). The commonness of coefficients is
confirmed in the next subsection.

7.2 Commonness of coefficients

We here demonstrate the commonness of coefficients. If one of hX or hY is nonzero, then the coefficient

c1,kXZ does not separate into sectors since we can add and remove Z̃ and choose the position of Z̃ properly
with the help of a single X or Y . An example is

(Z̃
→
Ξ

m

)1 ↔ · · · ↔ (
←
Ξ

l

Z̃
→
Ξ

m−l
)L−l+1 ↔ (

←
Ξ

l−1
Z̃
→
Ξ

m−l
X)L−l+2 ↔ (

←
Ξ

l−2
Z̃
→
Ξ

m−l
XZ̃)L−l+2 ↔ · · ·

· · · ↔ (Z̃
→
Ξ

m−l
XZ̃

→
Ξ

l−2
)1 ↔ (

→
Ξ

m−l
XZ̃

→
Ξ

l−1
)3 ↔ · · · ↔ (XZ̃

→
Ξ

m−1
)m−l+3 ↔ (Z̃

→
Ξ

m

)m−l+3. (347)

35 Note that if we add only
←
Ξ to the left, then in some cases we cannot derive a contradiction although it

should have a zero coefficient. An example is
←
Ξ
←
Ξ · · ·

←
ΞY

→
Ξ
→
Ξ · · ·

→
Ξ = ZY Y · · ·Y Y Z, where removal of

→
Ξ and

addition of
←
Ξ do not change the operator. To clarify the contradiction, we add

←
Ω to the left end, which results

in
←
Ω
←
Ξ · · ·

←
ΞY

→
Ξ
→
Ξ · · ·

→
Ξ ↔ · · · ↔

←
Ω
←
Ω · · ·

←
ΩY

→
Ξ. The last operator

←
Ω
←
Ω · · ·

←
ΩY

→
Ξ = ZZXZX · · ·ZXZXZ does

not form a pair since we cannot remove both XZ and ZIZ from the right end, which means that this operator
has zero coefficient.
36 We note that a sequence which may have a nonzero coefficient should accompany at least a single Z̃ for the

following reason. If there is no Z̃ in A, in our procedure of removing operators from the right, only Z · · ·Y Z
and Z · · ·ZZ appear, implying that A is finally reduced to ZY Y Y · · ·Y Y Z. However, this operator has already
been shown to have a zero coefficient at the beginning of this subsection.
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On the other hand, if both hX and hY are zero, then a k-support operator which may have a

nonzero coefficient contains a single Z̃, and the position of Z̃ cannot move by adding and removing
other operators (Ξ and Ω). In this case, we need to construct a sequence connecting two operators

whose Z̃’s sit on different sites.

We take (
←
Ξ
←
ΞZ̃)1 = (ZY Y IZ)1 with k = 5 as an example. We first consider commutators generating

k + 1-support operator (ZY Y Y IZ)L as 37

Z1 Y Y I Z
Z X
Z Y Y Y I Z

ZL Y Y X
Z I Z

Z Y Y Y I Z
. (349)

We next consider commutators generating k-support operator (ZY Y Y X)L as

ZL Y Y X
Z X

Z Y Y Y X

Z1 Y Y X
Z X
Z Y Y Y X

. (350)

Here we need not consider the contributions of

X Y Y X
Z Z
Z Y Y Y X

Y X Y X
Z I Z
Z Y Y Y X

. (351)

The former k − 1-support operator XY Y X forms a pair with XY Y IZ as

X Y Y X
Z I Z

X Y Y Y I Z

X Y Y I Z
X Z
X Y Y Y I Z

, (352)

while k-support operator XY Y IZ does not satisfy the form of Lemma 26, implying zero coefficient.
The latter k − 1-support operator Y XY X is the unique operator generating k + 1-support operator
Y XY Y IZ as

Y X Y X
Z I Z

Y X Y Y I Z
, (353)

which implies a zero coefficient.
We finally consider commutators generating k + 1-support operator (ZY Y Y IZ)1 as

Z2 Y Y I Z
Z X
Z Y Y Y I Z

Z1 Y Y X
Z I Z

Z Y Y Y I Z
, (354)

which is a one-site shift of Eq. (349).
Combining these relations, we have a sequence of pairs as

(ZY Y IZ)1 ↔ (ZY Y X)L ↔ (ZY Y X)1 ↔ (ZY Y IZ)2, (355)

which clearly shows the one-site shift of the operator ZY Y IZ. Applying this shift process repeatedly,

we can move the position of Z̃ to any place, which confirms the commonness of coefficient c1,kXZ .
Similar arguments as above work for general k, leading to the following lemma.

Lemma 27 Consider a Hamiltonian (311) with nonzero J2
Z and J1

XZ . The coefficient c1,kXZ in Lemma 26
is indeed position independent.

37 Here we do not consider the contribution of

X Y Y I Z
Z Z
Z Y Y Y I Z

, (348)

since this k-support operator does not satisfy the form of Lemma 26.
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7.3 Integrable case: J1
ZZ = hX = hZ = 0

We notice that a Hamiltonian (311) with nonzero is integrable if J1
ZZ = hX = hZ = 0 is satisfied (J2

Z ,
J1
XZ , and hY can take a nonzero value). The Hamiltonian reads

H =
∑
i

[
J2
ZZiZi+2 + J1

XZ(XiZi+1 + ZiXi+1) + hY Yi

]
. (356)

This Hamiltonian can be mapped onto a well-known integrable model, XYZ model, through a modified
Kramers-Wannier transformation [43].

Precisely, we apply the following (nonlocal) transformation, which keeps the rule of the Pauli
products:

Xi → Z1Z2 · · ·Zi−1Zi, (357)

Yi → XiXi+1, (358)

Zi → Z1Z2 · · ·Zi−1YiXi+1. (359)

Under this transformation, the Hamiltonian (356) is mapped onto

H ′ =
∑
i

[
J2
ZZiZi+1 + J1

XZ(YiXi+1 +XiYi+1) + hY XiXi+1

]
. (360)

A proper global spin rotation diagonalizes this Hamiltonian, which reads the XYZ model.

Theorem 5 Consider a Hamiltonian (311). This Hamiltonian is integrable if J1
ZZ = hX = hZ = 0 is

satisfied.

7.4 Demonstrating that the remaining k-support operators have zero coefficients

7.4.1 Case with J1
ZZ ̸= 0

We here consider a Hamiltonian (311) with nonzero J2
Z , J

1
XZ , and J1

ZZ , where all magnetic field terms,
hX , hY , and hZ can take nonzero values. Since all the remaining coefficients employ the common factor

c1,kXZ , it suffices to prove that k-support operator Z̃
→
Ξ · · ·

→
Ξ = ZIY k−3Z has zero coefficient.

We first consider commutators generating k-support operator ZZXY k−4Z as38

Z I Y Y k−5 Y Z
Z Z

Z Z X Y k−5 Y Z

Z Z X Y k−5 Z
X Z

Z Z X Y k−5 Y Z

Z Y Y k−5 Y Z
Z I Z
Z Z X Y k−5 Y Z

, (362)

which leads to

J1
ZZqZIY k−3Z + J1

XZqZZXY k−5Z + J2
ZqZY k−3Z = 0. (363)

38 Here we do not consider the contributions of

Z Z X Y k−5 X Y
Z I Z

Z Z X Y k−6 Y Y Z

Y X Y k−5 Y Z
Z X
Z Z X Y k−5 Y Z

(361)

since these k − 1-support operators have already been shown to have zero coefficients in Lemma 25.
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We first treat the last k − 1-support operator ZY k−3Z, by considering commutators generating
k-support operator ZY k−2Z as 39

Z Y Y k−6 Y Y Z
Z X
Z Y Y Y k−6 Y Y Z

Z Y Y Y k−6 Y Z
X Z

Z Y Y Y k−6 Y Y Z

X Y Y k−6 Y Y Z
Z Z
Z Y Y Y k−6 Y Y Z

Z Y Y Y k−6 Y X
Z Z

Z Y Y Y k−6 Y Y Z
,

(365)
which leads to

2J1
XZqZY k−3Z − J1

ZZqXY k−3Z − J1
ZZqZY k−3X = 0. (366)

Both XY k−3Z and ZY k−3X form a pair with k-support operators ZIY k−3Z and ZY k−3IZ respec-
tively as

X Y k−4 Y Z
Z I Z
Z I Y Y k−4 Y Z

Z I Y Y k−4 Z
X Z

Z I Y Y k−4 Y Z
(367)

and

Z Y Y k−4 X
Z I Z

Z Y Y k−4 Y I Z

Z Y k−4 Y I Z
Z X
Z Y Y k−4 Y I Z

, (368)

which respectively lead to

−J2
ZqXY k−3Z + J1

XZqZIY k−3Z = 0 (369)

and

−J2
ZqZY k−3X + J1

XZqZY k−3IZ = 0. (370)

Since Lemma 26 suggests qZY k−3IZ = (−1)k+1qZIY k−3Z , we find

qZY k−3Z =

{
J1
ZZ

J2
Z
qZIY k−3Z k is odd

0 k is even
. (371)

We next treat the middle k−1-support operator in Eq. (362), ZZXY k−5Z. To this end, we examine
a more general relation. We consider commutators generating k-support operator ZY n+1ZXY k−5−nZ

39 Here we need not consider the contributions of

Y X Y k−5 Y Y Z
Z I Z
Z Y Y Y k−5 Y Y Z

Z Y Y Y k−5 X Y
Z I Z

Z Y Y Y k−5 Y Y Z
, (364)

since these k − 1-support operators have already been shown to have zero coefficients in Lemma 25.
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as40

Z Y n Z X Y k−6−n Y Z
Z X
Z Y Y n Z X Y k−6−n Y Z

Z Y Y n Z X Y k−6−n Z
X Z

Z Y Y n Z X Y k−6−n Y Z

Z Y Y n I Y Y k−6−n Y Z
Z Z

Z Y Y n Z X Y k−6−n Y Z

Z Y Y n Z X Y k−6−n X
Z Z

Z Y Y n Z X Y k−6−n Y Z
, (375)

which leads to

J1
XZqZY nZXY k−5−nZ + J1

XZqZY n+1ZXY k−6−nZ + J1
ZZqZY n+1IY k−4−nZ − J1

ZZqZY n+1ZXY k−6−nX = 0.
(376)

Here, the last k − 1-support operator ZY n+1ZXY k−6−nX forms a pair with k-support operator
ZY nZXY k−5−nIZ as

Z Y Y nZXY k−6−n X
Z I Z

Z Y Y nZXY k−6−n Y I Z

Z Y nZXY k−6−n Y I Z
Z X
Z Y Y nZXY k−6−n Y I Z

, (377)

which leads to
−J2

ZqZY n+1ZXY k−6−nX − J1
XZqZY nZXY k−5−nIZ = 0. (378)

This k-support operator ZY nZXY k−5−nIZ satisfies the form in Lemma 26. Plugging Eq. (378) into
Eq. (376), we have

(−1)n
(
qZY nZXY k−5−nZ + qZY n+1ZXY k−6−nZ +

J1
ZZ

J1
XZ

qZY n+1IY k−4−nZ +
J1
ZZ

J2
Z

qZY nZXY k−5−nIZ

)
= 0.

(379)
This relation holds for 0 ≤ n ≤ k − 6.

For n = k − 5, the k − 1-support operator ZY k−5ZXZ is connected to another k − 1-support
operator as41

Z Y k−5 Z X Z
Z X
Z Y Y k−5 Z X Z

Z Y Y k−5 Z Y
Z Z

Z Y Y k−5 Z X Z

Z Y Y k−5 I Y Z
Z Z

Z Y Y k−5 Z X Z
, (381)

40 Here we need not consider the contribution of

Y X Y n−1 Z X Y k−6−n Y Z
Z I Z
Z Y Y Y n−1 Z X Y k−6−n Y Z

, (372)

since this k − 1-support operator has already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma 25.
We also do not consider the contribution of

X Y n Z X Y k−6−n Y Z
Z Z
Z Y Y n Z X Y k−6−n Y Z

, (373)

since this k− 1-support operator XY nZXY k−5−nZ is shown to have zero coefficient as follows: This operator
forms a pair with k-support operator ZIY n+1ZXY k−6−nZ as

X Y nZXY k−6−n Y Z
Z I Z
Z I Y Y nZXY k−6−n Y Z

Z I Y Y nZXY k−6−n Z
X Z

Z I Y Y nZXY k−6−n Y Z
. (374)

However, this k-support operator ZIY n+1ZXY k−6−nZ does not satisfy the form in Lemma 26 and thus has
zero coefficient.
41 Here we need not consider the contribution of

X Y k−5 Z X Z
Z Z
Z Y Y k−5 Z X Z

(380)

since this k − 1-support operator has already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma 25.
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which leads to

J1
XZqZY k−5ZXZ + J1

ZZqZY k−4ZY + J1
ZZqZY k−4IY Z = 0. (382)

The k − 1-support operator ZY k−4ZY is further connected as42

Z Y k−4 Z Y
Z X
Z Y Y k−4 Z Y

Z Y Y k−4 I Z
Z X

Z Y Y k−4 Z Y
, (385)

which leads to

J1
XZqZY k−4ZY + J1

XZqZY k−3IZ = 0. (386)

Now we combine the obtained relations. From Lemma 26, we notice that

qZY n+1IY k−4−nZ = (−1)n+1qZIY k−3Z (387)

and

qZY nZXY k−5−nIZ = qZZXY k−5IZ . (388)

Summing Eq. (389) from n = 0 to n = k − 6, combining Eqs. (382) and (386), with plugging these
relations, we have

qZZXY k−5Z − (k − 3)
J1
ZZ

J1
XZ

qZIY k−3Z = 0 (389)

for odd k, and

qZZXY k−5Z +
J1
ZZ

J2
Z

qZZXY k−5IZ − (k − 3)
J1
ZZ

J1
XZ

qZIY k−3Z = 0 (390)

for even k. In the case of even k, we further use the following relation suggested by Lemma 26:

qZZXY k−5IZ = − J2
Z

J1
XZ

qZIY k−3Z . (391)

Finally, combining Eqs. (363), (371), with Eq. (389) (odd k) or Eq. (390) (even k), we arrive at

(k − 1)J1
ZZqZIY k−3Z = 0 (392)

regardless of the parity of k. This directly implies that the coefficient of ZIY k−3Z is zero, which is the
desired result.

Theorem 6 Consider a Hamiltonian (311) with nonzero J2
Z , J

1
XZ and J1

ZZ . This Hamiltonian has no
k-local conserved quantity with 4 ≤ k ≤ L/2.

42 Here we need not consider the contributions of

X Y k−4 Z Y
Z Z
Z Y Y k−4 Z Y

Y X Y k−5 Z Y
Z I Z
Z Y Y Y k−5 Z Y

(383)

since these k − 1-support operators have already shown to have zero coefficients in Lemma 24.
We also need not consider the contribution of

Z Y Y k−4 Z Z
X

Z Y Y k−4 Z Y
, (384)

since this k-support operator has already been shown to have a zero coefficient in Lemma 23.
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7.4.2 Case with hX ̸= 0 and J1
ZZ = 0

We next consider the Hamiltonian in case B1 with hX ̸= 0 and J1
ZZ = 0:

H =
∑
i

(
Xi+2 Yi+2 Zi+2

)0
0
J2
Z

Xi

Yi

Zi

+
∑
i

(
Xi+1 Yi+1 Zi+1

) 0 0 J1
XZ

0 0 0
J1
XZ 0 0

Xi

Yi

Zi


+
∑
i

(
hX hY hZ

)Xi

Yi

Zi

 , (393)

where hY and hZ can take both zero and nonzero values. Thanks to Lemma 26, all the remaining

coefficients employ the common factor c1,kXZ , implying that it suffices to prove that k-support operator

Z̃
→
Ξ · · ·

→
Ξ = ZIY k−3Z has zero coefficient.

First we consider commutators generating k-support operator ZIZY k−4Z as43

Z I Y Y k−6 Y Y Z
X

Z I Z Y k−6 Y Y Z

Z I Z Y k−6 Y Z
X Z

Z I Z Y k−6 Y Y Z
, (395)

which leads to

−hXqZIY k−3Z + J1
XZqZIZY k−5Z = 0. (396)

We next consider commutators generating k-support operator ZY n+1IZY k−5−nZ as44

Z Y nI Z Y k−6−n Y Z
Z X
Z Y Y nI Z Y k−6−n Y Z

Z Y Y nI Z Y k−6−n Z
X Z

Z Y Y nI Z Y k−6−n Y Z

Z Y Y nI Y Y k−6−n Y Z
X

Z Y Y nI Z Y k−6−n Y Z
, (398)

which leads to

J1
XZqZY nIZY k−5−nZ + J1

XZqZY n+1IZY k−6−nZ − hXqZY n+1IY k−4−nZ = 0. (399)

This relation holds for 0 ≤ n ≤ k − 6.
For n = k − 5, we consider commutators generating k-support operator ZY k−4IZZ as

Z Y k−5 I Z Z
Z X
Z Y Y k−5 I Z Z

Z Y Y k−5 I Y
X Z

Z Y Y k−5 I Z Z

Z Y Y k−5 I Y Z
X

Z Y Y k−5 I Z Z
, (400)

which leads to

J1
XZqZY k−5IZZ − J1

XZqZY k−4IY − hXqZY k−4IY Z = 0. (401)

43 Here we need not consider the contribution of

Z I Y Y k−6 X Y
Z I Z

Z I Z Y k−6 Y Y Z
, (394)

since this k − 1-support operator has already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma 25.
44 Here we need not consider the contributions of

Y X Y n−1I Z Y k−6−n Y Z
Z I Z
Z Y Y Y n−1I Z Y k−6−n Y Z

Z Y n+1I Z Y k−7−n X Y
Z I Z

Z Y n+1I Z Y k−7−n Y Y Z
, (397)

since these k − 1-support operators have already been shown to have zero coefficients in Lemma 25. Similar
arguments hold for Eqs. (400) and (402).
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Finally, we consider commutators generating k-support operator ZY k−3IY as

Z Y k−4 I Y
Z X
Z Y Y k−4 I Y

Z Y Y k−4 I Z
X

Z Y Y k−4 I Y
, (402)

which leads to
J1
XZqZY k−4IY − hXqZY k−3IZ = 0. (403)

Summing Eq. (399) from n = 0 to n = k − 6 with multiplying (−1)n+1, and plugging Eqs. (396),
(401), and (403), we arrive at

−hX(k − 2)qZIY k−3Z = 0, (404)

where we used Eq. (387). This relation directly implies the desired relation, qZIY k−3Z = 0.
Combining our finding with Theorem 6, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 7 Consider a Hamiltonian (311) with nonzero J2
Z , J

1
XZ . We assume that one of J1

ZZ and
hX is nonzero. Then, this Hamiltonian has no k-local conserved quantity with 4 ≤ k ≤ L/2.

7.4.3 Case with hZ ̸= 0 and J1
ZZ = hX = 0

We finally consider the Hamiltonian in case B1 with hZ ̸= 0 and J1
ZZ = hX = 0:

H =
∑
i

(
Xi+2 Yi+2 Zi+2

)0
0
J2
Z

Xi

Yi

Zi

+
∑
i

(
Xi+1 Yi+1 Zi+1

) 0 0 J1
XZ

0 0 0
J1
XZ 0 0

Xi

Yi

Zi


+
∑
i

(
0 hY hZ

)Xi

Yi

Zi

 , (405)

where hY can take both zero and nonzero values. Thanks to Lemma 26, all the remaining coefficients

employ the common factor c1,kXZ , implying that it suffices to prove that k-support operator Z̃
→
Ξ · · ·

→
Ξ =

ZIY k−3Z has zero coefficient.
First we consider commutators generating k-support operator ZIXY k−4Z as45

Z I Y Y k−5 Y Z
Z

Z I X Y k−5 Y Z

Y Y k−5 Y Z
Z I Z
Z I X Y k−5 Y Z

Z I X Y k−5 Z
X Z

Z I X Y k−5 Y Z
, (407)

which leads to
hZqZIY k−3Z + J2

ZqY k−3Z + J1
XZqZIXY k−5Z = 0. (408)

We first examine the k−2-support operator Y k−3Z, by considering commutators generating k−1-
support operator Y k−2Z as46

Y Y k−5 Y Z
X Z

Y Y k−5 Y Y Z

X Y k−5 Y Y Z
Z
Y Y k−5 Y Y Z

, (413)

45 Here we need not consider the contribution of

Z I X Y k−6 X Y
Z I Z

Z I X Y k−6 Y Y Z
, (406)

since this k − 1-support operator has already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma 25.
46 Here we need not consider the contribution of

Y m X Y k−3−mZ
Z

Y m Y Y k−3−mZ
(409)

with 1 ≤ m ≤ k − 3, since k − 1-support operator Y mXY k−3−mZ forms a pair with k-support operator
ZIXY m−1XY k−3−mZ, which does not satisfy Lemma 26 and thus has zero coefficient.
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which leads to
J1
XZqY k−3Z − hZqXY k−3Z = 0. (414)

The k − 1-support operator XY k−3Z forms a pair with k-support operator ZIY k−3Z as

X Y k−4 Y Z
Z I Z
Z I Y Y k−4 Y Z

Z I Y Y k−4 Z
X Z

Z I Y Y k−4 Y Z
, (415)

which leads to
−J2

ZqXY k−3Z + J1
XZqZIY k−3Z = 0. (416)

Plugging Eq. (416) into Eq. (414), we find

qY k−3Z =
hZ

J2
Z

qZIY k−3Z . (417)

We next treat the k − 1-support operator in Eq. (408), ZIXY k−5Z. To this end, we consider
commutators generating k-support operator ZY n+1IXY k−5−nZ as47

Z Y n I X Y k−6−n Y Z
Z X
Z Y Y n I X Y k−6−n Y Z

Z Y Y n I X Y k−6−n Z
X Z

Z Y Y n I X Y k−6−n Y Z

Z Y Y n I Y Y k−6−n Y Z
Z

Z Y Y n I X Y k−6−n Y Z
, (419)

which leads to

J1
XZqZY nIXY k−5−nZ + J1

XZqZY n+1IXY k−6−nZ + hZqZY n+1IY k−3−nZ = 0. (420)

This relation holds for 0 ≤ n ≤ k − 6.
For n = k − 5, we consider commutators generating k-support operator ZY k−4IXZ as

Z Y k−5 I X Z
Z X
Z Y Y k−5 I X Z

Z Y Y k−5 I Y Z
Z

Z Y Y k−5 I X Z
, (421)

We also need not consider the contribution of

Y k−2 X
Y

Y k−2 Z
, (410)

since k − 1-support operator Y k−2X has already shown to be zero in Lemma 24.
Moreover, we need not consider the contribution of

Y Y k−5 X Y
Z I Z

Y Y k−5 Y Y Z
, (411)

since this k-support operator ZIXY k−5XY is generated only by

Y Y k−5XY
Z I Z
Z I X Y k−5XY

, (412)

implying qZIXY k−5XY = 0. Note that no commutator of k-support operator satisfying the form in Lemma 26
and 1-support operator Y or Z generates ZIXY k−5XY .
47 Here we need not consider the contributions of

Y X Y n−1 I X Y k−6−n Y Z
Z I Z
Z Y Y Y n−1 I X Y k−6−n Y Z

Z Y Y n I X Y k−7−n X Y
Z I Z

Z Y Y n I X Y k−7−n Y Y Z
, (418)

since these k − 1-support operators have already been shown to have zero coefficients in Lemma 25.
A similar argument is employed in Eq. (421).
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which leads to

J1
XZqZY k−5IXZ + hZqZY k−4IY Z = 0. (422)

Summing Eq. (420) with multiplying (−1)n from n = 0 to n = k − 6, and plugging the sum and
Eqs. (417) and (422) into Eq. (408), we arrive at

(k − 2)hZqZIY k−3Z = 0, (423)

where we used Eq. (387). This relation directly implies the desired relation, qZIY k−3Z = 0.

Combining our finding with Theorem 7, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 8 Consider a Hamiltonian (311) with nonzero J2
Z , J

1
XZ . We assume that one of J1

ZZ , hX ,
and hZ is nonzero. Then, this Hamiltonian has no k-local conserved quantity with 4 ≤ k ≤ L/2.

Since a Hamiltonian (311) with J1
ZZ = hX = hZ = 0 has already been shown to be integrable in

Theorem 5, we complete the classification of Hamiltonians in case B1.

8 Rank 1: Case with J1
XX = J1

Y Y = J1
XZ = J1

Y Z = 0 and J1
ZZ ̸= 0 (Case B2)

We finally consider case B2, where all the matrix elements of J1 except for J1
ZZ are zero, and J1

ZZ
is nonzero. In this case, by applying a proper global spin rotation in the XY subspace, we can set
hY = 0. Since the case with hX = 0 is classical and thus integrable, we here suppose hX ̸= 0. The
Hamiltonian considered in this section is expressed as

H =
∑
i

J2
ZZI+2Zi + J1

ZZZi+1Zi + hXXi + hZZi, (424)

where J2
Z , J

1
ZZ , and hX take nonzero values, and hZ can take both zero and nonzero values.

We note that our proof follows a similar strategy to that for the mixed-field Ising chain with
nearest-neighbor interaction (H =

∑
i JZi+1Zi+hXXi+hZZi) [30], though some additional cares are

required in our setup.

We consider a candidate of k-local conserved quantity Q and show that all the coefficients of
k-support operators are zero.

Lemma 7 tells that a k-support operator both of whose ends are not Z (i.e., W · · ·W ′ with W,W ′ ∈
{X,Y }) has zero coefficient. For later use, we here present a similar result that a k−1-support operator
in the form of W · · ·W ′ (W,W ′ ∈ {X,Y }) has zero coefficient. This claim is confirmed by the fact that
k + 1-support operator ZIW c · · ·W ′ is generated only by

W · · · W ′
Z I Z
Z I W c · · · W ′

. (425)

Lemma 28 Consider a Hamiltonian (424) with nonzero J2
Z , J

1
ZZ , and hX . In a candidate of a k-

support conserved quantity Q, a k− 1-support operator in the form of W · · ·W ′ (W,W ′ ∈ {X,Y }) has
zero coefficient.

From Lemma 7, we find that a k-support operator may have a nonzero coefficient only if one of its
ends is Z. We first treat operators in the form of Z · · ·W and W · · ·Z with W ∈ {X,Y } in Sec. 8.1,
and then treat operators in the form of Z · · ·Z in Sec. 8.2.
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8.1 Analysis of W · · ·Z

8.1.1 Restricting possible forms of k-support operators

In the first step, we specify the possible operator form of W · · ·Z (and Z · · ·W ) which may have a
nonzero coefficient.

We first notice that an operatorW · · ·Z with a nonzero coefficient should take the form ofW · · ·W ′IZ
(W ′ ∈ {X,Y }). In other words, W · · ·ZIZ and W · · · IIZ have zero coefficients. This fact can be seen
by considering commutators generating ZIW c · · ·AIZ as

W · · · A I Z
Z I Z
Z I W c · · · A I Z

Z I W c · · · ∗
Z I Z

Z I W c · · · A I Z
. (426)

For the existence of the latter commutator, operator A should be X or Y .
We next consider commutators generating k-support operator Y IW c · · ·W ′c as48

Z I W c · · · W ′c
X
Y I W c · · · W ′c

Y I W c · · · Z
X

Y I W c · · · W ′c
. (428)

For the existence of the latter commutator, W ′ should be X. Notice that the latter k-support operator
Y IW c · · ·Z also takes the form of W · · ·Z, and thus we can apply the above argument repeatedly.
Through this procedure, we specify the possible form of an operator in the form of W · · ·Z:

Lemma 29 Consider a Hamiltonian (424) with nonzero J2
Z , J

1
ZZ , and hX . In a candidate of a k-

support conserved quantity Q, a k-support operator where one of the ends is not Z may have a nonzero
coefficient only if it is Y (IX)mIZ or ZI(XI)mY with k = 2m+ 3.

In addition, these two coefficients are related as qY (IX)mIZ = −qZI(XI)mY .

Note in passing that the remaining operators in Lemma 29 can be expressed as

X
Z I Z

X
Z I Z

X
Z I Z

. . .
Z I Z

X
Z I Z

Y I X I X I · · · · · · · · · I X I Z

Z I Z
X
Z I Z

X
Z I Z

. . .
Z I Z

X
Z I Z

X
Z I X I X I · · · · · · · · · I X I Y

, (429)

which is helpful in understanding procedures in this and the next subsection.
We remark that we do not discuss the commonnness of coefficients of q, since our proof presented

below works as the proof that (Y (IX)mIZ)i and (ZI(XI)mY )i have zero coefficients for all i.

48 Here we need not consider the contribution of

Y I W c · · · W ′

Z
Y I W c · · · W ′

c
, (427)

since the k-support operator Y IW c · · ·W ′ has already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma ??.
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8.1.2 Demonstrating that the remaining k-support operators have zero coefficients

Our remaining task for W · · ·Z is to show that k-support operator Y (IX)mIZ has zero coefficient. To
this end, we first consider commutators generating k + 1-support operator ZX(IX)mIZ as

Y (IX)m−1 I X I Z
Z Z
Z X (IX)m−1 I X I Z

Z X (IX)m−1 I Y
Z I Z

Z X (IX)m−1 I X I Z
, (430)

which leads to
J1
ZZqY (IX)mIZ + J2

ZqZX(IX)m−1IY = 0. (431)

The k−1-support operator ZX(IX)m−1IY is connected to other operators by considering commutators
generating k-support operator ZZY (IX)m−1IY as49

Z X (IX)m−1 I Y
Z I Z
Z Z Y (IX)m−1 I Y

Z Z Y (IX)m−1 I Z
X

Z Z Y (IX)m−1 I Y

Z I X (IX)m−1 I Y
Z Z

Z Z Y (IX)m−1 I Y
, (433)

which leads to
−J2

ZqZX(IX)m−1IY + hXqZZY (IX)m−1IZ + J1
ZZqZ(IX)mIY = 0. (434)

Note that at present we have no information on qZZY (IX)m−1IZ since both ends of this k-support

operator ZZY (IX)m−1IZ are Z and therefore this operator is out of the scope of Lemma 29.
To treat k-support operator ZZY (IX)m−1IZ and similar operators, we further consider commu-

tators generating k-support operator Y (IX)nZY (IX)m−1−nIZ as

Z (IX)n Z Y (IX)m−2−n I X I Z
X
Y (IX)n Z Y (IX)m−2−n I X I Z

Y (IX)n Z Y (IX)m−2−n I Y
Z I Z

Y (IX)n Z Y (IX)m−2−n I X I Z

Y (IX)n I X (IX)m−2−n I X I Z
Z Z

Y (IX)n Z Y (IX)m−2−n I X I Z
, (435)

which leads to

hXqZ(IX)nZY (IX)m−1−nIZ + J2
ZqY (IX)nZY (IX)m−2−nIY − J1

ZZqY (IX)mIZ = 0. (436)

In addition, we consider commutators generating k-support operator Z(IX)n−1ZY (IX)m−2−nIZ as

Y (IX)n Z Y (IX)m−2−n I Y
Z I Z
Z I X (IX)n Z Y (IX)m−2−n I Y

Z I X (IX)n Z Y (IX)m−2−n I Z
X

Z I X (IX)n Z Y (IX)m−2−n I Y

Z I X (IX)n I X (IX)m−2−n I Y
Z Z

Z I X (IX)n Z Y (IX)m−2−n I Y
, (437)

which leads to

J2
ZqY (IX)nZY (IX)m−2−nIY + hXqZ(IX)n+1ZY (IX)m−2−nIZ − J1

ZZqZ(IX)mIY = 0. (438)

49 Note that k-support operators one of whose end is not Z should take the form shown in Lemma 29, and
thus we need not consider, for example, the contributions of

Z Z Y (IX)m−1 I X
Z

Z Z Y (IX)m−1 I Y

Z Z Z (IX)m−1 I Y
X

Z Z Y (IX)m−1 I Y
(432)

and other similar commutators between a k-support operator and a 1-support operator.
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Subtracting Eq. (438) from Eq. (436) with inserting qY (IX)mIZ = −qZI(XI)mY , we find

hXqZ(IX)nZY (IX)m−1−nIZ − hXqZ(IX)n+1ZY (IX)m−2−nIZ − 2J1
ZZqY (IX)mIZ = 0. (439)

This relation holds for 0 ≤ n ≤ m− 2.
For n = m− 1, we consider commutators generating k-support operator Y (IX)m−1ZY IZ as

Z (IX)m−1 Z Y I Z
X
Y (IX)m−1 Z Y I Z

Y (IX)m−1 Z X
Z I Z

Y (IX)m−1 Z Y I Z

Y (IX)m−1 I X I Z
Z Z

Y (IX)m−1 Z Y I Z
, (440)

which leads to
hXqZ(IX)m−1ZY IZ − J2

ZqY (IX)m−1ZX − J1
ZZqY (IX)mIZ = 0. (441)

Finally, we consider commutators generating k-support operator Z(IX)mZX as

Y (IX)m−1 Z X
Z I Z
Z I X (IX)m−1 Z X

Z I X (IX)m−1 I Y
Z Z

Z I X (IX)m−1 Z X
, (442)

which leads to
J2
ZqY (IX)m−1ZX + J1

ZZqZ(IX)mIY = 0. (443)

Summing Eq. (439) from n = 0 to n = m− 2, and plugging Eqs. (431), (434), (441), and (443), we
arrive at

2mJ1
ZZqZ(IX)mIY = 0. (444)

Since J1
ZZ ̸= 0, this relation directly implies qZ(IX)mIY = 0, which is the desired relation.

Lemma 30 Consider a Hamiltonian (424) with nonzero J2
Z , J

1
ZZ , and hX . In a candidate of a k-

support conserved quantity Q, a k-support operator where one of the ends is not Z has a zero coefficient.

8.2 Analysis of Z · · ·Z

The remaining operators with nonzero coefficients take the form of Z · · ·Z. In the following, we shall
show that these operators also have zero coefficients. Our approach is similar to that presented in the
previous subsection for W · · ·Z, though some additional cares are required.

8.2.1 Restricting possible forms of k-support operators

Our first goal is to specify the possible operator form of Z · · ·Z which may have a nonzero coefficient.
To this end, we first consider commutators generating k-support operator Y · · ·Z as50

Z · · · ∗ ∗ Z
X
Y · · · ∗ ∗ Z

Y · · · W
Z I Z

Y · · · ∗ ∗ Z
. (446)

The latter k − 2-support operator Y · · ·W forms a pair with k-support operator ZIX · · ·Z as

Y · · · W
Z I Z
Z I X · · · W

Z I X · · · Z
X

Z I X · · · W
. (447)

For the existence of the latter commutator, W = Y is imposed. The k-support operator ZIX · · ·Z
takes the form of Z · · ·Z, and thus we can apply this argument repeatedly. Through this, we arrive at
the following fact:

50 Here we need not consider the contribution of

Y · · · ∗ W
Z Z

Y · · · ∗ ∗ Z
, (445)

since k − 1-support operator Y · · · ∗ W with W ∈ {X,Y } have already shown to have zero coefficient in
Lemma 28.
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Lemma 31 Consider a Hamiltonian (424) with nonzero J2
Z , J

1
ZZ , and hX . In a candidate of a k-

support conserved quantity Q, a k-support operator has a nonzero coefficient only if the operator is
Z(IX)mIZ with k = 2m+ 3.

Note in passing that the remaining operators in Lemma 31 can be expressed as

Z I Z
X
Z I Z

X
Z I Z

. . .
Z I Z

X
Z I Z

Z I X I X I · · · · · · · · · I X I Z

. (448)

We remark that we do not discuss the commonness of coefficients of q, since our proof presented
below works as the proof that (Z(IX)mIZ)i has zero coefficient for all i.

8.2.2 Restricting possible forms of k − 1-support operators

In this subsection, we shall examine possible forms of some k − 1-support operators.
Since a k − 1-support operator in the form of W · · ·W ′ (W,W ′ ∈ {X,Y }) has already been shown

to have zero coefficient in Lemma 28, we here examine a k− 1-support operator in the form of W · · ·Z
and Z · · ·W (W ∈ {X,Y }). To treat them, we consider commutators generating k+1-support operator
ZIW c · · ·Z, where we have two cases depending on the form of the operator.

First, if a k − 1-support operator takes the form of W · · · IZ, then we have

W · · · W ′ I Z
Z I Z
Z I W c · · · W ′ I Z

Z I W c · · · W ′c
Z I Z

Z I W c · · · W ′ I Z
. (449)

The latter k−1-support operator ZIW c · · ·W ′c forms a pair with another k−1-support operator as51

Z I W c · · · W ′c
X
Y I W c · · · W ′c

Y I W c · · · ∗
∗′

Y I W c · · · W ′c
. (451)

For the existence of the latter commutator, ∗ should be Z due to Lemma 28, which implies ∗′ = X
and W ′

c
= Y (i.e., W ′ = X). Now the latter commutator Y IW c · · ·Z takes the form of W · · ·Z, and

thus we can repeatedly apply this procedure.
Second, if a k − 1-support operator takes the form of W · · ·PZ with P ∈ {X,Y, Z}, then we have

W · · · A P Z
Z I Z
Z I W c · · · A P Z

Z I W c · · · A P c

Z Z
Z I W c · · · A P Z

Z I W c · · · ∗ P
Z I Z

Z I W c · · · A P Z
. (452)

However, we notice that both k-support operators in the latter two commutators cannot be the form
of Z(IX)mIZ from the following observations. In the former one, P c cannot be Z. In the latter one,
∗ cannot be I. Hence, the coefficient of k − 1-support operator W · · ·PZ turns out to be zero.

51 Here we need not consider the contribution of

Y I W c · · · Z W
Z Z

Y I W c · · · I W ′
c

Y I W c · · · I W
Z Z

Y I W c · · · Z W ′
c
, (450)

since these k − 1-support operators have already been shown to have zero coefficients in Lemma 28.
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From this assertion, we find that only the first case, W · · · IZ, is possible, and the first procedure
should be applied ad infinitum. To realize this, the k−1-support operator W · · ·Z should take the form
of XIXI · · ·XIZ. This suggests that k − 1 is odd. On the other hand, we have already clarified that
the remaining k-support operator is Z(IX)mIZ, and thus k should be odd, which is a contradiction.
This fact means that all the k − 1-support operators in the form of W · · ·Z have zero coefficients.

Lemma 32 Consider a Hamiltonian (424) with nonzero J2
Z , J

1
ZZ , and hX . In a candidate of a k-

support conserved quantity Q, a k−1-support operator in the form of W · · ·Z or Z · · ·W (W ∈ {X,Y })
has zero coefficient.

8.2.3 Demonstrating that the remaining k-support operators have zero coefficients

We finally show that k-support operator Z(IX)mIZ has zero coefficient. This completes the proof for
case B2, and thus the proof of our main theorem, Theorem 1, is also accomplished.

We first observe that a k − 2-support operator in the form of W · · ·W ′ (W,W ′ ∈ {X,Y }) may
have a nonzero coefficient only if it takes the form of Y (IX)m−1IY . To see this fact, we consider
commutators generating k-support operator ZIW c · · ·W ′ as

W · · · W ′
Z I Z
Z I W c · · · W ′

Z I W c · · · Z
X

Z I W c · · · W ′
. (453)

Here, to restrict possible commutators, we used the fact that a k-support operator which may have
a nonzero coefficient is only Z(IX)mIZ. For the existence of the latter commutator, W ′ = Y and
W c · · · = (XI)m are imposed.

Lemma 33 Consider a Hamiltonian (424) with nonzero J2
Z , J

1
ZZ , and hX . In a candidate of a k-

support conserved quantity Q, a k−2-support operator in the form of W · · ·W ′ (W,W ′ ∈ {X,Y }) may
have a nonzero coefficient only if this operator takes the form of Y (IX)m−1IY with k = 2m+ 3.

We start with the fact that k-support operator Z(IX)mIZ forms a pair with k−2-support operator
Y (IX)m−1IY as

Z (IX)m−1 I X I Z
X
Y (IX)m−1 I X I Z

Y (IX)m−1 I Y
Z I Z

Y (IX)m−1 I X I Z
, (454)

which leads to

hXqZ(IX)mIZ + J2
ZqY (IX)m−1IY = 0. (455)

We next consider commutators generating k − 2-support operator XZ(XI)m−1Y as

Y I (XI)m−1 Y
Z Z
X Z (XI)m−1 Y

X Z (XI)m−1 Z
X

X Z (XI)m−1 Y
, (456)

which leads to

J1
ZZqY (IX)m−1IY + hXqXZ(XI)m−1Z = 0. (457)

Here we need not consider contributions from operators with longer supports (k− 1-support operators
or k-support operators) as

X Z (XI)m−1 X Z
Z Z

X Z (XI)m−1 Y

X Z (XI)m−1 X I Z
Z I Z

X Z (XI)m−1 Y
, (458)

since these k − 1-support operator and k-support operator have already been shown to have zero
coefficients in Lemma 32 and Lemma 30.
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We then consider commutators generating k-support operators ZIY Z(XI)m−1Z as

X Z (XI)m−2 X I Z
Z I Z
Z I Y Z (XI)m−2 X I Z

Z I Y Z (XI)m−2 Y
Z I Z

Z I Y Z (XI)m−2 X I Z

Z I X I (XI)m−2 X I Z
Z Z

Z I Y Z (XI)m−2 X I Z
(459)

which leads to
−J2

ZqXZ(XI)m−1Z + J2
ZqZIY Z(XI)m−2Y − J1

ZZqZI(XI)mZ = 0. (460)

We further consider commutators generating k−2-support operator Y (IX)nIY Z(XI)m−2−nY as52

Z (IX)n I Y Z (XI)m−2−n Y
X
Y (IX)n I Y Z (XI)m−2−n Y

Y (IX)n I Y Z (XI)m−2−n Z
X

Y (IX)n I Y Z (XI)m−2−n Y

Y (IX)n I X I (XI)m−2−n Y
Z Z

Y (IX)n I Y Z (XI)m−2−n Y
,

(461)
which leads to

hXqZ(IX)nIY Z(XI)m−2−nY + hXqY (IX)nIY Z(XI)m−2−nZ + J1
ZZqY (IX)m−1IY = 0. (462)

In addition, we consider commutators generating k-support operator Z(IX)n+1IY Z(XI)m−2−nZ as

Y (IX)n I Y Z (XI)m−3−n X I Z
Z I Z
Z I X (IX)n I Y Z (XI)m−3−n X I Z

Z I X (IX)n I Y Z (XI)m−3−n Y
Z I Z

Z I X (IX)n I Y Z (XI)m−3−n X I Z

Z I X (IX)n I X I (XI)m−3−n X I Z
Z Z

Z I X (IX)n I Y Z (XI)m−3−n X I Z
, (463)

which leads to

J2
ZqY (IX)nIY Z(XI)m−2−nZ + J2

ZqZ(IX)n+1IY Z(XI)m−3−nY − J1
ZZqZ(IX)mIZ = 0. (464)

Combining Eqs. (462) and (464) with the help of Eq. (455), we find

qZ(IX)nIY Z(XI)m−2−nY − qZ(IX)n+1IY Z(XI)m−3−nY + 2
J1
ZZ

hX
qY (IX)m−1IY = 0. (465)

This relation holds for 0 ≤ n ≤ m− 3.
For n = m−2, Eq. (462) holds as it is, while Eq. (464) should be modified. We consider commutators

generating k-support operator Z(IX)m−1IY ZZ as

Y (IX)m−2 I Y Z Z
Z I Z
Z I X (IX)m−2 I Y Z Z

Z I X (IX)m−2 I X Z
Z I Z

Z I X (IX)m−2 I Y Z Z

Z I X (IX)m−2 I X I Z
Z Z

Z I X (IX)m−2 I Y Z Z
, (466)

which leads to
J2
ZqY (IX)m−2IY ZZ − J2

ZqZ(IX)mZ − J1
ZZqZ(IX)mIZ = 0. (467)

The obtained k−1-support operator Z(IX)mZ forms a pair with k−2-support operator Y (IX)m−1IY
as53

Z I X (IX)m−2 I X Z
X
Y I X (IX)m−2 I X Z

Y I X (IX)m−2 I Y
Z Z

Y I X (IX)m−2 I X Z
, (468)

which leads to
hXqZ(IX)mZ + J1

ZZqY (IX)m−1IY = 0. (469)

52 Here we need not consider contributions from commutators with shrinking the size of support, for the same
reason as Eq. (458).
53 Here we need not consider the shrinking case (i.e., a commutator of k-support operator and 2-support
operator generates k − 1-support operator Z(IX)mZ).
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Summing Eq. (465) from n = 0 to n = m− 3 and plugging Eqs. (455), (457), (460), Eq. (462) with
n = m− 2, and Eqs. (467) and (469), we arrive at

2mJ1
ZZqZ(IX)mIZ = 0. (470)

Since J1
ZZ ̸= 0, we conclude qZ(IX)mIZ = 0, which completes the proof.

Theorem 9 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J2
Z ̸= 0, J1

XX = J1
Y Y = J1

XZ = J1
Y Z = 0, and

J1
ZZ ̸= 0. This Hamiltonian has no k-local conserved quantity with 4 ≤ k ≤ L/2.

9 Discussion

We have classified the integrability and non-integrability of all S = 1/2 chains with shift-invariant
and inversion-symmetric next-nearest-neighbor interaction (i.e., Hamiltonians given by Eq. (1)). We
rigorously establish that there are only two integrable models (a classical model and a Bethe-solvable
model) in this class and all other models are non-integrable. This classification theorem confirms that
there are no missing integrable models waiting to be discovered. In the context of condensed matter
physics, using our result we can safely employ a spin system on the zigzag ladder (except for the above
two models) as a non-integrable system. This theorem also tells that there is no intermediate system
with a finite number of nontrivial local conserved quantities, which solves the Grabowski-Mathieu
conjecture in the affirmative within this class.

Towards a general theory of non-integrability, systems with next-nearest-neighbor interaction pro-
vide many insightful suggestions which are not seen in S = 1/2 spin chains with nearest-neighbor
interaction [37, 38]. First, after step 1 a coefficient of a remaining k-support operator is usually ex-
pressed by a product of interaction coefficients (or a local magnetic field) in the Hamiltonian. This is
true for the nearest-neighbor interaction case [30,37,38]. However, in case B1 of rank 1 (Lemma 26 in
Sec. 7.1.5) the coefficient is expressed by not a single product but a sum of products. We consider that
the nearest-neighbor case is exceptional and a sum of products generally appears in the expression of
a coefficient if off-diagonal interaction coefficients remain nonzero values.

Second, a naive guess from the Grabowski-Mathieu conjecture leads to an anticipation that in
step2 it suffices to examine the absence of 5-local conserved quantities to confirm the non-integrability,
since a 3-local operator on the zigzag ladder is at most 5-support in the one-dimensional spin chain.
However, as seen in the analysis of Z · · ·Z in case A of rank 1 (Sec. 6.2), the minimum candidate
of local conserved quantities has support 6, not 5 or less. Hence, observing only 5-local conserved
quantities is insufficient to demonstrate the non-integrability.

Third, in previous literature the analysis of the minimum candidate of local conserved quantities
turns out to be sufficient, and the case of general k (in step 2) is a straightforward extension of the
minimum nontrivial k, which is consistent with the philosophy of the Grabowski-Mathieu conjecture.
On the other hand, in case B1 of rank 1 (Sec. 7.4.1), although the minimum nontrivial candidate is

k = 4 (e.g., Z̃
→
Ξ = ZIY Z), some contributions appear only for k ≥ 5, and thus observation on k = 4 is

insufficient to examine all possible types of commutators. This discrepancy comes from the fact that

the unit
→
Ω is 3-support and thus the minimum nontrivial candidate with

→
Ω is a 5-support operator

Z̃
→
Ω = ZIXZZ.
Fourth, in previous literature, the finally obtained relation in step 2 from a sequence of sets of

commutators takes the form of “a product of (coefficients explicitly assumed to be nonzero)· (common
coefficient) = 0”. For example, in S = 1/2 XYZ chain with z magnetic field [27], the finally obtained
relation takes the form of hZ(1− JX/JY )c = 0 (besides a constant factor). In this case, we explicitly
assume hZ ̸= 0 and JX ̸= JY (i.e., 1− JX/JY ̸= 0), and hence c = 0 is concluded. On the other hand,
in the analysis of Z · · ·Z in case A of rank 1, the obtained relations (308) and (309) do not take this
form in that we do not assume −(2m− 1)(J1

XX)2 +(J1
Y Y )

2 − (J1
Y Z)

2 ̸= 0. In fact, this quantity can be

zero under the assumption of case A of rank 1. To obtain the desired relation c1,kXX−ZZ = 0, we need
to add two obtained relations (308) and (309) and further resort the fact that the sum of squares with
the same sign is nonzero if one of the squares is nonzero. As far as the author investigated, no proof
without resorting to such a technical trick is discovered.
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