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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 . 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 . Many other approaches to constructing local conserved quantities
including the method of the Boost operator are also intensively studied [6H10] On the other hand,
integrable systems are also known to show several anomalous behaviors, including the absence of
thermalization [11H14], violation of the linear response theory , anomalous transport , and
the Poisson distribution of level statistics 7 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 . 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 , 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 . The non-integrability was first proven in the S = 1/2 XYZ chain with z magnetic
field , which solves the Grabowski-Mathieu conjecture for this model in the affirmative. After



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 [33,134] 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},138]. 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. [37,138], 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. [§] 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. [0 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

L L L
H=3" 3 Rpotolntd. 3 Agotolatd. S hef ()

i=1 o,8e{X,Y,Z} i=1 a,8e{X,Y,Z} i=1 ae{X,Y,Z}

with Jiﬁ = Jga and J;B = Jéa. Here, 0%, 0¥, and 0% 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 0¥, ¢, and 0Z. 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. rigorously. Before going to our main claim, we first remark on a special case of Eq. ,
where integrability and non-integrability have already been fully classified. If one of 3 x 3 interaction



matrices J2 or J! 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. [3738]. Thus, it suffices to treat only the
case that both J? and J! 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 X Y575 is a 3-support operator and X,Y5 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
Zi X,;Yi+1Z;4+9, which we also call a 3-support operator.

We denote by P! a set of sequences of [ operators with A € {X,Y, Z, I} such that the first and the
last operators, A' and A, are one of the Pauli operators (X, Y, or Z), not an identity operator I, while
other operators A% .. A!=1 are one of {X,Y, Z,I}. We express such an operator sequence starting
from site i to site i + 1 — 1 by a shorthand symbol A := AjAZ -+ AL, . Using these symbols, a
candidate of a shift-invariant local conserved quantity up to k-support operators can be expressed as

L

k
Q=2 > > ad @
I=1 Alep! i=

=1

with coefficients ¢4: € R. The sum of A" runs over all possible 9 x 4/=2 sequences in P'. Since the
Pauli matrices and the identity span the space of 2 x 2 Hermitian matrices, the above form covers
all possible shift invariant quantities whose contiguous support of summand is less than or equal to k.

Definition 2 An operator @) in the form is a k-support conserved quantity if (i) @Q is conserved
(i.e., [@,H] = 0), and (ii) one of g4« is nonzero.

Conventionally, a local conserved quantity refers to a k-support conserved quantity with & = 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 with J2 5 = J3, and Jy5 = J3,.
Assume that both J? and J' 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 J%,, J%,, and hz may take nonzero values.
— Bethe solvable: Hamiltonians with only J%,, J%, = J&, 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, H?, 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, J? is diagonalized
X
by applying a proper 3 orthogonal matrix R to a Pauli matrix vector | Y |. Denoting the newly
Z



X' X X
obtained Pauli matrix vector | Y’ | = R| Y | simply by | Y |, any Hamiltonian written in Eq.
A Z Z

is reduced to the following standard form:

L L L
H=Y (J3xXiXipo + J3YiYiso + 5 ZiZia) + Y > Jagotol+> > haot, (3)
i=1 i=1 o,Be{X,Y,Z} i=1 ac{X,Y,Z}

where we abbreviated J% y, J2y, and J%, as J%, J&, and JZ, respectively.

We adopt highly different proof approaches depending on how many elements in J%, JZ, and J2
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 @ and H is an at most k + 2-support
operator, which guarantees the expansion as

k+2 L

QH =Y > > reBi. (4)

I=1 Blep! i=1

Since the left-hand side can be expressed in terms of a linear sum of g4 by inserting Eq. , and the
conservation of ) implies rg: = 0 for any B!, by comparing both sides of Eq. we obtain many
constraints (linear relations) on g4. Our goal is to show that these linear relations do not have solutions
except for g 41 = 0 for all A*_ 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 rgr+z = rgrt1 = 0
(sometimes B is also employed), we show that A* 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 (B! with [ = k and sometimes that with [ = 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., X;Y;11). 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=27 7Z=I, (5)
X Y=-Y X=iz, (6)
Y- Z=-2Y =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

laX| = a|X, [aY]=lalY, |aZ]|=l|a|Z (10)



with a € C. The signless product of Pauli matrices is a product with divestment;

X-Y|= Y- X| =2, (11)
Y -Z|=1Z Y| =X, (12)
|Z - X|=1|X- Z|=Y. (13)
The lost phase factor is given by the sign factor o(A, B) = £1 for A,B € {X,Y,Z} (A # B) so that
A-B=i0(A,B)|A- B|. (14)

A concrete expression is
o(X,Y) = (Y, Z) = o(2,X) =1, (15)
oV, X)=0(Z)Y)=0(X,Z)=—1. (16)

For a product of [ operators A = AJA? | --- AL, |, the divestment is defined as
Al = A1 AZ ] 1AL - (17)
If A" € {X,Y,Z} and A® # A**! are satisfied for all i, its sign factor is defined recursively as
o(AY, A% AN = o(AY, A% o (A% A3, A =0 (AL, A%)o (A%, Ao (A3, ..., AY)
=o(AY, A% (A% A3) - a(ATL AD. (18)
For example, we have o(X,Y, X, Z) = o(X,Y)o (Y, X)o(X,Z) = 1.

We next introduce some concepts to describe commutators. When a commutation relation [A, C| =
¢D holds with a number coefficient ¢, 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 quantity () with k = 4. We take 6-support operator X;1;11Y;10X;130;14Yi45
in [Q, H] as an example. This operator is generated by the following two commutators:

—Xili1YigoZiys, YigaligaYis) = —2Xili 1 Yipo X3l 4Yigs, (19)
—1[ZiyoXiv3livaYiqs, Xiliv1 Xipo] = 2X L1 Yipo XiqgaligaYigs. (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 rxry xry = 0, which comes from [Q, H]= 0, implies the following
relation

—Jyaxrvz + Jxazxiy = 0. (21)

The precise relation of the above is —Jf,q(XIYZ)i + J)Q(q(ZXIy)i+2 = 0. Employing such linear relations,
we specify a possible form of g4 and finally show that they are zero.

To capture these relations intuitively, we visualize commutators in a signless form by a column
ewpressioﬂ similarly to the column addition. For example, two commutation relations and

are visualized as
XI1Y Z ZXI1Y

YIY XIX .
XIYXIY XIYXIY

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 A; := A;A;;1 and A; = A;Aiyo, which we call as doubling
operator and extended doubling operator, respectively. The next-nearest-neighbor interactions in the

! In previous literature, the column expression usually describes commutators without divestment. In this
case, the column expression also contains the sign +.



Hamiltonian are three extended doubling operators, X = X;X;,0 = XIX, Y =YIY, and Z =
Z1Z. The nearest-neighbor interactions in the Hamiltonian contain three doubling operators, X =
XX,Y =YY, and Z = ZZ, and off-diagonal interactions such as X Z.

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

XYX; = |[(XiXit1)(Yig1Yie2) (Xigo Xiys)| = Xi| Xig1 - Yig1||Yige - Xigol | Xivs = XiZit1 Zip2 Xiys.
(22)
and
XYZ; = |(XiXiv2)(YigoYira)(ZivaZivs)| = XiZivoXitaZiss. (23)

We require that doubling operators and extended doubling operators with the same symbol cannot be
next to each other (e.g., XX Z and ZY'Y 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

AA
B B

cc (24)

DD

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 X 7). Keep in mind not to confuse a single horizontal
line, which represents a commutation relation. For example, XZZY Z = XY X 7 is expressed as

XX
YY

XZ2Y7 = XX | (25)
77

XZZYZ

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

AA
BB
c C
. ) (26)
DD
EFE
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
XX
XZ7ZY Z Y )}; X
. XX= 77 - (27)
XZ7Z7YY X

XX
XZZYY X




This type of expression also works for extended-doubling-product operators and generalized doubling-
product operators. For example, operators XYXZ and XY Z read respectively

XIX
~m o~ YIY
XYX7Z = XTI X =XIZIZIYIZ (28)
ZI1Z
and
N XIX
XYZ = YY =XIzXZ. (29)
Z Z

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

zZI1Z7
Z(XZ2)Y = XZ =ZIYXY. (30)

YY
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

T% X; Txx Ixy Jxz\ (X
H= Z i+2 7,+2 Z+2) J12/ Y; +Z i+1 z+1 Z+1) J)lcy JllfY J)1’Z Y;
J% Zi J)1(Z J11/Z Jéz Zi
X;
#2 (hahy hz) | Y (31)

with nonzero J%, JZ, and J%, and J' # 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 (XX, YIY, and ZIZ) acts on the left end or right end of a k-support
operator. The following two types of commutators serve as examples:

Al A2-~- Akfl Ak Al A2~'~ Akfl Ak
XIX, YIY : (32)
ATAZ AT TX YT« A2 AT AR

From this, we find an important restriction on the possible form of operators which may have
nonzero coefficients. First, A’ # A% and A? = 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..-YIX as

XYZ -2
XIX. (33)
XY Z YIX




It is easy to confirm that this commutator is the unique commutator generating XY Z ---Y1X. In fact,
in order to generate XY Z---YIX by adding a 3-support operator from left, the 3-support operator

should take the form of XY * as
x - YITX

XY+ , (34)
XYZ---YITX

while our Hamiltonian does not have a term in the form of XY*'. From this, we find

Jxaxvz..z =0, (35)

which means gxyz...z = 0.
We next take A = XIX ---Z as an example of A' = A%. We consider commutators generating

XIX - YIX as
XIX---Z

XIX. (36)
XIX - YIX

It is easy to confirm that this commutator is the unique commutator generating XIX ---YIX. In
fact, in order to generate XI1X ---YIX by adding a 3-support operator from left, the added 3-support
operator should be XTX and the commutator reads

x - Y IX
XIX : (37)
XIX---YIX
while no * satisfies the relation |[*, X]| = X. From this, we find
JXaxix..z =0, (38)
which means ¢xrx... = 0. In general, if two leftmost operators are not oneof XI--- 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 A" # A3 AF=2 £ A% and A? = A¥~! = I, operator A forms a pair with another
k-support operator. For example, k-support operator XIY --- ZIX forms a pair with ZIYIY ---Y by
considering commutators generating k + 2-support operator ZIYIY --- ZIX as

XIY--ZIX ZIYIY---Y
ZIZ XIX, (39)
ZIYIY--ZIX ZIYIY--- ZIX

which leads to a linear relation of coefficients:

—J3ax1v..zix — Jxqzrviv..y = 0. (40)

This relation suggests that gzryry...y = 0 directly implies gxry...zrx = 0. In general, if two operators
A and A’ form a pair, then g4/ = 0 directly implies g4 = 0.

Considering this procedure repeatedly, we find that a k-support operator A may have a nonzero
coeflicient only if it is an extended-doubling-product operator B'B2B3... Bk=1/2 with Bi £ B! for
all 7. 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, XY XZ and Y XZX forms a pair by

XIX YIY
YIY XIX
XIX zZ172 (41)
Z17Z XIX

XIX XIX
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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, (XY X Z);
and (ZXZY); are connected as

(XYXZ)1 < (YXZX)3 4 (XZXY)5 < (ZXYX)7 ¢ (XY XY)g
& (YXYX)r & (ZYXY)s & (XZY X)3 & (ZXZY )4, (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 XIZIZZYIXIY in the case of k = 11 as an example, which can be expressed as

XTX
YIY
XIZIZZYIXIY = XZX . (43)
7217
YIY

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

XIX YIY X ZX
YIY XZX Z17
XZX o Z127 o YIY L (44)
Z17 YIY 212
YIY Z12 YIY

However, the last operator XZYIXIXIXITY cannot form a pair because the two leftmost operators
are XZ ---, not in the form of XTI ---:

XZYIXIXIXIY 7222222227272
Z17Z, XZ7? : (45)
XZYIXIXIXIXIX XZYIXIXIXIXIX

This fact implies
qxzvixixixry =0, (46)

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

axizizzyixry = 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 coefficien

Consider a Hamiltonian with JZ # 0 and J% - # 0. In a candidate of a k-support conserved
quantity @, 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 XY (XIY)XY with the defect XTY 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 Z 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

XY(XIV)XY < YXY(XIV)X & XYXY(XIY) & YXY(XIY)Z < XY/(XIY)ZY < Y(XIV)ZY Z & (XIY)ZY ZY,
(48)

where the last operator (XIY)ZYZY = 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 B1)) with J%,J2,J% # 0 and J' # O. In a candidate of a k-
support conserved quantity Q expanded as [2)), a k-support operator A € P* which may have a nonzero
coefficient is an extended-doubling-product operator written as

(k—1)/2

II B'. (49)

Otherwise, A has zero coefficient.
In addition, the coefficient of A in the form of Eq. 18 expressed as
(k—1)/2
qa = &P o(B', B?,... BF1/2) II J, (50)

with two common constants 3% 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 J' 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 Jy., = JL, # 0.

We first notice that only the following two commutators generate a k+1-support operator XIZI --- 1 X Z:

XIX YIY
YIY

. , ZI17 (51)
ZI17Z Y Z
YZ XIX

which implies the following relation of coefficients:
— Iy 29577 = Ix5. Zv ) = O- (52)

This relation connects the coefficient of a k-support operator and that of a k — l-support operator.
We can connect two k — 1-support operators, e.g., YX---ZXand X - ZX Y by considering the
following two commutators:

YIY XIX
XIX

| : 2re (53)
Z 17 Y Z
Y Z YIY
YIY YIY

which implies
2 2 _
Ny 5. Zvzy Tz Zyvzy =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, kK — 1-support operator )??)?(YZ)X’Z =
XIZIZIZYITY1Z is connected to a k-support operator as

VI )IZ o VIVI(Y 2R & IVIVI(VZ) & VRV IV R, (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 J! are nonzero. Extended doubling operators are determined automatically from left or
right since next-nearest interactions are only X1X, YIY or ZIZ. Then, the remaining two operators,
which constitute the nearest-neighbor interaction term, are determined.

Importantly, by a similar assertion, a k — l-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'P?)B'B?... B(,~1)/2 then inserting an extended doubling operator from right and
removing (P! P?) as Eq. (51)), we find that the obtained k-support operator does not take the form of
Eq. (in Lemmal]), 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, ¢>#0 and ¢**! in Lemma 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

(XYZ)1 ¢ (YZY)3 ¢ (ZY X)5 5 (YXY )7 5 (XY 2Z)s, (56)
where we employ the case of J{-,- # 0. Other cases are treated in similar manners.

Lemma 2 Consider a Hamiltonian with J%,J¢,J% # 0 and J' # O. In a candidate of a k-
support conserved quantity @ erpanded as , two factors ¢>*0 and 3% in Lemma are the same:

C3,k: = C37k,0 — 63,}{),1. (57)

Lemma 3 Consider a Hamiltonian with J%,J%,J% # 0 and J' # O. In a candidate of a k-
support conserved quantity Q) expanded as , a k — 1-support operator A € P*~1 which may have a
nonzero coefficient is expressed as

A:EIEZ.“Em—lgpgmn_g(k—l)/Q—l’ (58)

where U =W, € {XX,YY,ZZ XY, XZ,YX,YZ,ZX,ZY} is a nearest-neighbor interaction term.
Otherwise, the coefficient is zero: ga = 0.
In addition, the coefficient of A in the form 1s calculated as

(k—1)/2—1
ga=c** 0B, B%,... B wh)e(w?, B™,... BV g T Tk (59)

=1

with a common constant ¢>* to Eq. .

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 Jil/ 4 # 0 as an example. Other
cases can be treated similarly.
Following Ref. [31], we introduce the symbol 1, representing commutation relations with ZY at
zy

this position. For example, a commutator

YIY
Z I Z (60)
zZY
is expressed as N N
Y 1+ Z. (61)
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z

We also introduce the symbol | , representing the multiplication of ZY at this position. For example,
YIY
YIYYZ = Z 12z (62)
zZY

is expressed as

~ RY o
YIYYZ=Y | Z. (63)

zy
We promise that if | sits at the right end and an extended-doubling-product is added from the

rlght then the left end of this extended-doubling-product acts on the second rightmost site where Z in
2y
| acts. For example, Y | + Z means that Z acts on the right end of Y and generates 5-local operator
YIZYY:

- YIY
+7Z= ZY | (64)
Z1Z

— —
Here we introduced symbols “+” and “+”, which mean that commutators act at the rightmost and
leftmost sites, respectively. Using these symbols, two commutators in Eq. are expressed as

We further introduce symbols which represent alternating X and Y defined as

L =YX ---YX, (66)
n copies of YX
Pt ¥ YR VR, (67)
—_—
n copies of YX
R := XY ... XY, (68)
n copies of XY

fentl o~ ¥V XV X (69)

n copies of XY

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:

~ ~ ~ zYy ~ - — 2Y
I+ Z * | %z VAIr1]Z
2y
~ ~~ ~ Y ~ ~ ~ 2Y ~ ~
L2r—1 T ZRl L2r—1 | ZiX XIL2T—2 | ZRl
2y
~ ~ o~ ~ Y ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 2Y  ~
Ir-2 t+ ZR? =2 | ZR Y Y ViIr-3 | ZRe
zy
T2r—n 7 pn T2r—n Zy~~n—1 NI 77 T2r—n—1 n
L 1 ZR L | ZR"'+Y Y +L 7R (70)
~ = ~~ ~ Y~~~ o~ ~ =
L2r7n71 T ZRn+1 L2r7n71 | ZR" + X X+L2r n—2 | ZRnJrl
2y
~ .~~ ~ zy~~. — ~ ~ =~ Z.y,vN
L? t ZR*? L? | ZR* 3 4+Y Y+ L' | ZR*?
2y
~ ~~ ~. Y~ ~
o't ZRe ' | ZRr2 %X
2y

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 Z in the Hamiltonian, and the two right columns show commutators
between a k — 2-body operator and a 3-body operator ()Z' or }7) 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 X 0 ZX asan example, which generates L T ZR! =
zy
XIXYYIX. With noting that remaining k-support operators take the form stating PllPQI e
(P, P?,... € {X,Y, Z}), another candidate of a commutator between a k-body operator and 2-body
operator generating XI XYY IX is
XIXT xI1IX
Y : (71)
XIXYYIX

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

~ =

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

Hence, by employing the abbreviation Jg := ], J 2 with B = B'B?--., the relations obtained
from the odd (n + 1-th) row except n = 0 read

r 7l ~ . 2 .
(=1)"JzyJp2rnzfn - € JFJYqu, - T5E JFJYQZQPW1 2 gin =0. (72)

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

r 7l 2 _
(_1) JZYJ 2r—n— 1ZR"+IC JXqL27 n—1 z‘yNRn o JXqZer'n.fZ Ty2§n+1 =0. (73)

In addition, the last row implies

(—I)TJéYJ 2r—-1Z7 R C3k+JXqL2T 1 |/~:O' (74)

Noticing that for even n’ and odd n”

JXJ

J2 Le2r—n' ZRn' — JE2T—n”Zﬁn” (75)
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is satisfied, we find that the sum of these relations (Egs. and (73)) from n = 0 to n = 2r — 1 reads
(2r +1)J Ly c3F =0, (76)

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

Theorem 2 Consider a Hamiltonian with J%,J%,J% # 0 and J* # 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
J% #0, J2 #0, and JZ = 0, with which the Hamiltonian is expressed as

J% , X; Jxx JXY JXZ X
H= Z 142 z+2 1+2) Jy Y1 +Z 1+1 1+1 z+1) JXY Jyy ‘]YZ Yz
0 Zi XZ JYZ ‘]ZZ Zi
Xi
+ Z (hx hy hz) g (77)

with J # 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'IP2IP3] ..
with P* € {X,Y, Z}. In the case of rank 2, we can use only two types of extended doubling operators
X and Y and thus we should insert these two alternatingly, which leads to four possible kK = 2m + 1
operators which may have nonzero coefficients:

X(IZ)y"'1x, X({IzZ)y"™"'ry, Y{IzZ)"'IX, Y{IZ)"'IY. (78)

Other k-support operators are shown to have zero coefficient by a similar argument to Sec. Here,
(IZ)™~1 means m — 1 copies of 7.
Remark that, unlike the case of rank 3, two of the above four operators in Eq. are not extended-

doubling-product operators, i.e., operators not expressed by an alternating product of X and Y. More
precisely, X(IZ)™ IV and Y(IZ)™ 11X are not extended-doubling-product operators for odd m,
and X(IZ)™"'IX and Y (IZ)™ 1Y 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 Z in order to derive inconsistency. The necessity of Z is also confirmed by observing
that if XTY sits in the alternating X and Y, there is ambiguity on the position of XY . For example,
9-support operator XIZIZIZIX is expressed as

XIY XIX XIX XIX
XTX YIX YIY YIY
vyIiy = yIy = XIY = xrx - (1)
XIX XTIX XIX YIX
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This ambiguity prohibits to move the defect to one end. However, we only have Z and Y in the rank
2 Hamiltonian , 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 G}, which consists of (X (I2)™ 'Y )44 and (Y (I2)™ X )4nt24+6 With n € N
2. A set G2, which consists of (X(IZ)™ ' IX)ansp and (Y(IZ)" ' TY )spi2a+s with n € N

with @ € {0,1} and b € {0,1}. Operators in the same set G7, are linearly connected. More precisely,
we find the following:

Lemma 4 Consider a Hamiltonian with J%,J% #0 and J* # O. In a candidate of a k-support

conserved quantity Q, a k-support operator A € P* may have a nonzero coefficient only if A is one of

FEq. .

In addition, their coefficients are linearly connected as

AUXTZ)™ T )gars — AYTZ)™IX) 4012100 (80)
J2

AUXTZ)"TIX)gars — J%Q(Y(IZ)”l—llY)4a+2+b~ (81)
Y

Under the present analysis, coefficients of operators in G! and those in G2 are not linearly connected,
while those in Gjj, and G7; with the same n and b are linearly connected if L =2 mod 4, and those in
G, with different a and b with the same n are linearly connected if L is odd.

4.2 Restricting possible forms of £ — 1-support operators

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

WiIz...IWw?
pt p? , (82)

W31z.-.-1w#

where W, ..., W* € {X,Y} and P!, P? € {X,Y, Z} such that J}, p, # 0. For any P' and P?, we can
choose proper W2 and W2 such that P! # W? and P? # W3, which guarantees that operators in the
above form indeed exist.

Lemma 5 Consider a Hamiltonian with J%,J% #0 and J' # O. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k — 1-support operator A € P*~1 may have a nonzero coefficient only if A is

expressed in the form of Eq. .

Owing to the symmetry of X and Y and the condition J!' # O, we can divide possible Hamiltonians
into two cases; Jxp # 0 with some P € {X,Y,Z}, and J.p # 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 J}p # 0 with some P
4.8.1 Stronger linear relations on k-support and k — 1-support operators

In the case with J} 5 # 0, we notice that non-extended-doubling-product operators (i.e., X (12)" 1Y
and Y(IZ)™ 11X for odd m and X(I1Z)™IX and Y (IZ)™~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 J - # 0 and show that the coefficient of non-extended-doubling-product
operator XIZIX is zero. We first observe that XIZ1X forms a pair with YIY X a&ﬂ

XIZIX YIYV X
ZX XIX . (84)
XIZIYX XIZIYX

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

YIY X
YIY, (85)
YIY Z1Y

we conclude that gy ry x = gxrzrx = 0. In general, by adding Z P 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., ng for odd m and g;b 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);. This operator forms a sequence of pairs as

(XIZIY); <> (YIZX )igo 3 (XZIY )iys <> (YIZIX)iys > (XIZIY )ii3. (36)

Since 3 is a generator of the additive group with modulo 4, we conclude that all coefficients are linearly
connected as G, < G < Giy, < G& < Gi, 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 with J%,J2 # 0, J' # O, and J}p = 0 with some P. In
a candidate of a k-support conserved quantity Q, a k-support operator A € P* may have a nonzero
coefficient only if A € G2 for odd m and A € G* for even m.

In addition, coefficients are linearly connected as

J2
4dX(1Z)m-11X = J%QY(IZ)W*UY (87)
Y

for odd m, and
dx(1zym—11y = —4Qy(1z)m—1IX (88)

for even m.

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

Thanks to Lemma |§|, to prove the absence of k-local conserved quantity for a Hamiltonian with
J%p = 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
XI1Z1Z

XX, (83)
XTZTY X

since the k-support operator X1ZIZ has already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma
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We employ the same symbols as Sec. Notice that Y (IZ)™*IX = L™ and X(IZ)™"'IY = R™.
Now we consider the following sequence of sets of commutators:

~ 2P o ~ =~ zZp
Lm—l | + X X+ Lm—2 | Rl
~ 2P~ — ~ ~ = ~ L *P
Lm72 | Rl + Y Y + med | R2
~ op_ “ ~ U zp
m—n | Rnfl + Y Y + menfl | R"
zm—n—l TPRn :T_ )Z' )Z' 1 Zm—n—Q Z‘pén-&-l (89)
o ~ s AP
Ll | Rm—2 iX X 7 ‘ Rm—l
~ Zp — ~
TR [RRY
zp
zp zy
with even n. Here | and 1 are defined in a similar manner to | and 1, respectively. Then, the
zZp 2y
first row implies
2 2 _
_Jqum_l i quim—2 e = 0, (90)
and the n-th and n + 1-th row (except for the first and the last row) imply
Jy - Jyq. 2 =0 91
Yqufn | Rn—1 + Yqu7n71 | R™ ( )
7(]2 _ zZp _ 7(]2 ~ Zp __ :O 92
Xqun—nfl I R" Xqufn—Q | Rn+1 ’ ( )
and the last row implies
—Jép(h}m + J32/q Tpﬁmfl =0. (93)
Summing Eq. divided by J2 and Eq. divided by J% from n = 1 to m, we arrive at
Jzp
— p — = = 0. 94
m—1 ‘ J}Q/ qR ( )

~ — e~ ~ S 2SR
Finally, we recall that R =YX ---YX and L™ ! | = XY --- X(ZP) form a pair, which implies

~ Tz + Ve =0, (95)

1
Plugging Eq. into Eq. (94)), we obtain
—2J % pQzm =0, (96)

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

4.4 Case with JLp, = 0 for all P and J%;, # 0 with some W
4.4.1 Remarks on the difference from the case of Jp # 0

The remaining case what we have to treat is that J.y = JL, = JL, = 0, and one of the remaining
nearest-neighbor interaction coefficients, J% y, Jky, and Ji-, 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 J}, # 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 X }N/(X X) = XIZIZX, which is connected to two 7-support operators
YIZIZIY and YIZIZIX as

YIZIZIY YIZIZIX XIZI12X
XX YX YIY (97)

YIZIZIZX YIZIZIZX YIZI1IZIZX

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 O defined in a similar manner to R:

O":=YX---YX, (98)
n copies of YX
G- YR VR T (99)

n copies of YX

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

~ ~ ~ >~ TW

Lm=t 4 O Y+ Lm2 | O
Tw

~ ~ ~ TWw ~ - - TW

m-2 ¢ 07 21 0%X X¥Im=s | 02
Tw

~ ' ~ — xw.,v — ~ ~ =~ ’ TWw

m—n T on m—n | On—1+Y Y+Lm—n—1 | on

. rw — ~ TW . o — Tw (100)
menfl T On+1 menfl | On+X X+men72 | On+1

rw

' 4 Oom1 It | om? e X4 | Oom-t
T 6'm | 6’m—1 :j{*
where n is odd. The first line readd
YiIZ(IZ)m*ZIZ 1Y Xito (IZ)mleYWY
XWwW YI Y (102)

YIZIZ)"?2TY WY YI Z (IZ)"?2IYWY
The n-th and n + 1-th line read

Yigono I Z (IZ)" "Y1 Z I (ZI)"2ZIY Xiyon IZ)" "=V IY W (Z)"2Z1Y
XwW YI Y
Y 1ZIZ)" " TIYW (ZD)"2Z1Y YI Z (Z)™ " YIYW (Z)"2Z1Y
Yigono I Z (IZ)" "L TY W (Z)"2 X
YIY (103)
Y 1ZIZ)" " TIYW (Z)"2Z1Y

4 Here we need not consider the contribution from the commutator
Y; IZ(IZ)m_2 1Y =«
Y, (101)
YTIZ{IZ2)"?IYWY

since this k — 1-support operator expressed in terms of a generalized doubling-product operator is - - - X (Zx),
while all the term in the form of Zx has zero coefficient in our Hamiltonian.
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and

Xipon I Z (IZ)" =21 2 T (Z)"' 21X Yijongo IZ)""=21Y W (ZI)"' Z T X
XwW XI X
X 122" " 2IYW Z)"'ZIX XI Z {2 " 2IYWZ)" 121X
Xipon I Z(IZ)" =2 TY W (ZI)""2 Y
XTX. (104)
X 122" " 2IYW ZD)" 21X

The second last line reads

Xivoma I Z T (ZD™ 221X Zisomas W (Z)™2 21 X
XW X1 X
X IYWEZD)"2ZIX XI Vv W@ ZIX
Xijoma IY W (ZI)" 2 Y
XIX, (105)
X IYWEZ)"2ZIX

The last line read$|

Y;_,_Qm_g I (Z[)mil Z1X Z¢+2m_2 w (ZI)mil Y
X w XIX. (107)
7 W@ZIm T ZIX 7 W Z) T ZTX

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

Fa. (102)) yields

Txwdpm-igr + ¥ ap, s, =0 (108)

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

2 2
J}(qu;mfnan + quim—n :Lllwén—l + quzm—n—l jwén 207 (109)

1 2 2 —
JXqum—n—lan+l - JXqu—n—l ‘Ti“’én - JXqu—n—2 "i“’énJrl =0. (110)

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

1 2 2
JXWquém,—l - JXqu ac|u}5m72 + JXq ac|u}5m71 =0. (111)

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

_J)I(Wq67n + J)2(q 7“}57”71 = 0 (112)
We recall that Lemma [4] suggests
J2
Qim-n-1Gnt1 = ﬁqim_nan = Qfm-n+15n-1- (113)

Now we add odd lines of Eq. (100) (including the first line) with multiplying 1/J2, even lines of
Eq. (100 except for the last line with multiplying 1/J%, and the last line with multiplying —1/J%,
which results in )

m X =0. (114)

J12/ dim-151

5 Here there is no contribution from
x (ZD™ 1t ZI1X
Z , (106)
ZW (ZD)™ ' ZIX

since our Hamiltonian does not have terms in the form of Zx’.
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Since the above relation means that L™ 'O 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)™ 1Y and Y/(IZ)™ 11X for
odd m and X (IZ)™ 1IX and Y(IZ)™ 1Y 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. to .

We first consider commutators generating k-support operator Y (IZ2)™ 1 IYW X aﬂ

Y, 1Z(IZ)" 212 I X Xipo IZ)"2TY W X
XW YI Y , (116)
YIZUZD"Z2IYWX YI Z (I2)"2IYWX

which leads to
J)I(WQY(IZ)’”IX + J%/QX(IZ)’”*UYWX =0. (117)

We next consider commutators generating k-support operator Y (IZ)™ "IYW (ZI)"~*X and those
generating k-support operator X (I2)" "1 IYW (ZI)"Y as

Yigono I Z(IZ)" "Y1 Z I (ZI)"2Z1X Xipon IZ)" =V IY W (ZI)"2ZT X
XwW YI Y
Y 1Z{UZ2" " YIYW ZD)"2ZIX YI Z (2" " IYW Z)" 221X
Yisono I Z (IZ)" =1 1Y W (Z)""2 Y
XTX (118)
Y 1Z{IZ2)" "I IYW (Z)" 221X

and

Xipon I Z(IZ)" 7212 I (ZI)"'Z1Y Yigongo IZ)"21Y W (ZI)" 2 ZI1Y
Xw XI X
X I1Z{I2)" " 2IYW (ZD)"'ZIY X1 Z (2" "2IYW (Z)"'Z1Y
Xijon I Z (IZ)""2TY W (Z)" ' X
YIY, (119)
X 1ZU2)" " 2IYW (Z)" Y Z1Y

which lead to

Jxwayazym1x + Jyax @ zym-n-1ryw(znn-1x — JX Qv (12)ym-n1yw(znn-2y =0, (120)
Jxwaxazymry — JXx v (1zym-n-2rvyw(znmy + Jyaxazym-n-11yw(znn-1x =0. (121)
We also consider commutators generating k-support operator XIYW (ZI1)™~1Y as

Xijoma I Z T (ZD)™22Z1Y Zivomo W (ZI)™2Z 1Y
Xw XI X
X IYW@ZH)"2Z1y XI Y WZD)"2ZIY
Xivoma LY W (ZI)™2 X
YIY, (122)
X IYWZD)"Z2Z1Y

which leads to
Jxwaxzymry + Jxazwznm-1y + Jyaxiywznm-2x = 0. (123)

6 Here we do not consider the contribution of

Y, 1ZIZ)"?1Y x
¥ X (115)
YITIZ{IZ)"?IYWX

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
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We finally consider commutators generating k-support operator ZW (Z1)™X asm

Yivom—z [ (ZD)" N Z1 X Zigomo W (ZD)"1Y
X W XIX, (125)
Z W (ZD™TZTX zZ wWEZN"ZIX

which leads to
—Jxwaviznmx — Jyazwzrym-1y = 0. (126)
The difference from Egs. — is that the right ends of X and Y are flipped.
Recall that Lemma [4| suggests

CIY(IZ)mIX = _QX(IZ)WIY- (127)

Noting the above relatlon We add Eqgs.(117] 7 , , Eq. ( with n = 2t + 1 from t = 0 to
t = (m —3)/2, and Eq. ( with n = 2t from t = 1 to t = ( - 1)/2 with multiplying —1, which
results in

mJ;(qu(IZ)m[X =0. (128)
Since the above relation means that Y (IZ)™IX 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 with J%,J& # 0 and J' # 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 is nonzero and J% = JZ = 0. In this case, we can

1 1

further diagonalize the X and Y submatrix of J! (i.e., (j)f X i)f Y) ), with which the Hamiltonian is
Xy Jyy

expressed as

0 X Tee 0 IR\ (X
17
H= Z i+2 Yito 1+2) 0 Y; +Z(Xi+1 Yit1 Zig1) 0 Jyyv Jyz Y;
JZ Zi i Ixz Jyz Jzz Z;
X;
+Y (hx hy hz) | Y (129)

% 4

with nonzero J% and J! # O.

We divide the rank 1 case by whether one of J%y or Ji 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 Ji-, = 0. Then
we further divide the cases by whether J% , 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. JXX #0 (Jyy, J% 5, J% 5, JL, can be both zero or nonzero).
B. Jyx = Jyy =

1. Jx, #0 and Jy, =0 (J5, can be both zero or nonzero).

2. Jx,=Jy,=0and J,, #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 Bl
are integrable, and the remaining models in case Bl are non-integrable.

7 We here need not consider the contribution of
* (Z1 )m_1 Z1X
Z % (124)
ZW (ZD™ T Z 1 X

since the Hamiltonian does not have a term in the form of Zx'.
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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 17 (130)
W W°IZ

is the only commutator generating a k + 2-support operator W --- W1 Z. Here, W,W' € {X,Y}, and
W' 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

ZP. W
Z 17 (131)
ZP-—-W°IZ

is the only commutator generating a k + 2-support operator ZP---W°I[Z.

Lemma 7 Consider a Hamiltonian (129)) with nonzero J%. 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
(Pe{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¢- .- IW' is generated only by the following commutator:

Z1 7 , (132)
ZIWe. - IW'

which directly implies qw ...y = 0.

Lemma 8 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with nonzero J%. In a candidate of a k-support conserved
quantity Q, a k — 1-support operator in the form of W---IW' or WI--- W' (WW' € {X,Y}) has
zero coefficient.

6 Rank 1: Case with J} 5 # 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.
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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 Z1I - - - W by analyzing commutators generating k4 1-

support operators. We consider commutators generating k£ 4 1-support operator XY 1 ---W asﬂ

ZI--«xW XY #
XX W W . (134)
XY *W XYI- =W

In order to make the k-support operator XYT---%" in Eq. with a nonzero coefficient, *’
should be Z, and Lemma [7] suggests that the operator should take the form of XYT---I1Z. Thus, we
find that ZTI --- W may have a nonzero coefficient only if it takes the form of ZI--- W°W. In this case,
ZI---W°W forms a pair as

ZI--- WW « XY[---1Z. (135)

(If J{-y = 0, then we have a further constraint that W should be X.)
Now we consider commutators generating k + 2-support operator ZIYY[---1Z as

XYI--x1Z ZIYYT-- #
ZI1Z ZI17. (136)
ZIYYIT 12 ZIYYI - *x1Z

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/'ITW<°W. In this case, we
have a sequence of pairs:

ZI--- WIWW < XYI---WIZ < ZIYYI---W'. (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 ZW12W2 .- .qu»Zva’ where
WL W2 .. Wm e {X,Y}if by #0,and W W2... W™ = X if J&,, = 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 J% # 0 and J%  # 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=ZW' Zw .. W Zw", (138)
with k = 3m + 1 and WYL, W?2 ... W™ € {X,Y}. If J{y =0, then WL W2... W™ = X holds. In
addition, their coefficients are linearly connected as

ga = xR oy o (Z WMD" ] Fvsws (139)
j=1

with a common factor %2, 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

=152 ——m—le—m
A=W ZwW .. W" ZwW"Z, (140)
8 Here we need not take into account the following commutator
XY %"
zZ W, (133)
XYT- - «W

since *' should take X or Y, and a k-support operator in this form has already been shown to have zero
coefficient in Lemma
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with k = 3m + 1 and W, W2... W™ € {X,Y}. If J4y = 0, then WHW2... W™ = X holds. In
addition, their coefficients are linearly connected as

qa =¥ oy o WL 2) (=)™ 2" [T Teows (141)

J=1

with the same common factor ¢VF®.

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

(ZXZX)1 < (XZXZ)3 < (ZXZX)s < (XZXZ)g <> (ZXZX)7-- | (142)

where only (ZXZX); with i =1 mod 3 and (XZXZ); with i =0 mod 3 appears. Thus, (ZW ZW);

with 4 =1 mod 3 and (WZWE ); with # =0 mod 3 share the same coefficient c;]}‘i 2w While others

do not share this coefficient. Similar arguments hold for the other two sectors. In this subsection, we as-
. . Se=l5e—2  ——m—1=—m —ls—2 —m—l—m
sign the coefficient ¢y%* 1 to (ZW ZW - W™ ZW " Vansraand (W ZW - W™ ZW" Z)3prara-
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. 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 [J} coefficients of some k-support operators where both ends are Z,
Z .- Z, are also determined. Take a k-support operator expressed as A = W' ZW2 .- -Wm_lZ(XZ)
as an example. Considering commutators generating XZw' Zwe ... Wz (XZ), we find

J;(XqZWl '“WWL—IZ(XZ) + J}(ZQngl “.Wrnflg = O. (143)
Since gzt jpm-1 5 has already been computed in Eq. (141)), we conclude

m—1

,k,a m— m
9w W Z(xz) — C;XfZW -0(Z,X)(=1) I(J%) J)l(z H J&ijr (144)
j=1

In this line, A = ZW ZW~ - -Wm_lé(YZ) 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
ZW'ZW? ... W™ ' Z(W*Z) has zero coefficient. This fact can be shown by considering commutators
generating k 4+ 1-support operator XY T ---IWZ asﬂ

ZI--IWZ XYI---IZ
X X we Z. (146)
XYIT - IWZ XYI--1WZ

By assumption, the latter k-support operator XYT---IZ is not in the form of Egs. (138) or (140,
implying gxvyy...;z = 0. Since gzy...;wz is linearly connected to gxyy...1z, we conclude that qzr..;wz
is also zero.

9 Here we need not consider
XY1I..-1WwW¢
Z Z, (145)
XYI.---1IWZ

since k-support operator XY ---IW¢ has already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma IE
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Lemma 10 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J% # 0 and J% y # 0. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, the coefficient of a k-support operator in the form of A = EWI ZWQ .- ~Wm_1Z(WmZ)
W' e {X,Y}) is computed as

m—1

7k 7 m
GZwizw?. . wmZwmz) = C;XfZW ~o(Z,W™)(-1) 'L(J%)mt]évmz H J{}VJ'WJ" (147)
j=1

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

—m—-17

as ZW ZW" - W Z(WeZ) (or its reflection), then this operator has zero coefficient in Q.
We further specify some of the coefficients of k — 1-support operators. Let
U =00y e N = {XX,YY,22,X2,YZ,ZX,2Y, 22} (148)

be nearest-neighbor interaction terms in the Hamiltonian (129)) in consideration. Here, for ¥ = ZY as
an example we express W' = Z and ¥? =Y. Using this symbol, we consider a k — 1-support operator
given by
—lo2~ i~ 1 o~ ltl s S—m]
A=W ZIW Z--- W Z00“ZW ~Z---ZW , (149)
where W1, W2 ¢ N follows the same rule as the doubling-product operators, i.e., the support of ¥? is
one-site shift of that of ¥, and Wi # Z, W) # W2, and ¥§ # Z. An example is

Z
XZ(XZ)YZX = Y'Y . (150)
Z

XX
XYIYXXIY X

Remark that different sequences ¥'¥? and ¥’ lyr? may produce the same operator. This happens
in the cases o

XX X Z
Z X XX (152)
XY X XY X
and
YY Y Z
7Y YY. (153)

YXY YXY

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 (¢!, ¥?) = (XX, XZ)
and (YY,YZ) 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, X Z(X Z)Y ZX with k = 10 has a sequence of pairs as

XZ(XZ)YZX < ZXZ(XZ)YZ < XZXZ(X2)Y « ZXZXZ(XZ), (154)

where the last k-support operator has already been examined in Lemma [T0]

10 1f we remove the condition ¥ # Z and W3 # Z, we further have examples as

XX Xz
7z 7 X 7. (151)
XYZ XYZ
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We examine pairs in this sequence. The first pair comes from the analysis of commutators generating
k + 1-support operator ZXZ(XZ)YZX = ZIYYIYXXIY X as

XYIYXXIYX ZIYYIYXXIZ
717 XX. (155)
ZIYYIYXXIYX ZIYYIYXXIYX

Here we do not consider the contribution of

ZIYYIYXXIX
7 X, (156)
ZIYYIYXXIY X

since the k-support operator is in the form of Z - .- W while it does not satisfy Eq. , implying zero
coefficient. Similar arguments hold when removing/adding W and adding/removing Z, including the
second pair in this sequence.

The last pair comes from the analysis of commutators generating k-+1-support operator ZX7XZ (X2)Y =
ZIYYIYYIY XY as

XYIYYIYXY ZIXYIYYIYZ
717 YY. (157)
ZIXYIYYIYXY ZIXYIYYIYXY

Here we do not consider the contribution of

ZIXYIYYIYY
% (158)
ZIXYIYYIY XY

since the k-support operator is in the form of Z - - - W while it does not satisfy Eq. , implying zero
coefficient. Similar arguments hold for general k£ — 1-support operators in the form of Eq. except
for (W1,¥?) = (XX,ZX) and (YY, ZY).

We next treat the remaining case (¥, ¥?) = (XX, XZ) and (YY,YZ). We shall show that an
operator in the form of Eq. with (W1, ¥?) = (XX, ZX) or (YY,ZY) has zero coefficient. We
demonstrate this fact by the minimum example; XZX(ZX) = XZ(XZ)X = XYIYY X with k= T7.
To analyze it, we consider commutators generating ZIYYIYY X as

XYIYYX ZIYYIYZ ZIYYIY X
Z17 X X 7 X, (159)
ZIYYIYYX ZIYYIYYX ZIYYIYYX

which leads to

—JZaxvivyx + Jxxazivyvivz — Jxzqzivyivx = 0. (160)

Both qzryvivz and qzryyyx have already been computed in Eq. (139) and Eq. (147) as
azrvyivz = x5 w2 Tix Tk 2, (161)
azryyivx = exxeow (J2)° (Jxx)*. (162)

By plugging these two expressions into Eq. (160]), the second term of Eq. (160), J% xqz1yy vz, and
the third term of Eq. (160), —J% ,qz1yvyrvx cancel, and Eq. (160) turns out to be

—JZaxyivyx = 0. (163)

Similar arguments hold for other cases with (¥!,¥?) = (XX, XZ) and (YY,Y Z). Thus we have the
following theorem.
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Lemma 11 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J% # 0 and J% y # 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 IW'Z. Wzvezw*z...zw" " (164)

(which is the same as Eq. (149)) except for (W1, ¥?) = (XX, XZ) and (YY,Y Z) is computed as

m—1
qa = cﬁél}afZW ’ U(Wl’ Z)U(Zv g/11>0<g/217 WIQ)U(QIQQ’ Z>U(Z7 Wm_l)(_l)m_%‘]%)m_l‘]ulﬂ J%Z H JéVJ'WJ"
j=1
(165)
In addition, a k — 1-support operator in the form of Eq. (149) with (¢1,¥?) = (XX, ZX) or
(YY, ZY) has zero coefficient.

We further show that a k — l-support operator in the form of WI.--Z but not expressed as

_—]1 ~—2 —_m =1~
(WIz )WIZ W’ ... W™ Z have zero coefficient. To demonstrate this, we first consider commutators
generating k-support operator WI---YX aﬂ

X X 7 X. (167)
WI--YX WI - YX

However, k 4 1-support operator W1 ---YIZ is generated only by the following commutator

Z12Z, (168)
Wi - YIZ

which implies gy ...x = 0 and hence g ...z is also zero.

Lemma 12 Consider a Hamiltonian (129)) with J% #0 and J% x # 0. In a candidate of k-support con-

served quantity Q, a k—1-support operator in the form of W1 --- Z but not expressed as (WIZ)W12W2 e

have zero coefficient.

6.1.3 Commonness of coefficients
We next show that the three coefficients, cﬁf’ﬁéo_ W cyi(l_ Zw» and cy;f_ zw are the same. We demon-
strate it by dividing Hamiltonians into two cases: (i) one of Jy or Ji, is nonzero, and (ii) both of
Jyy and Ji-, are zero.

We first treat the former case (i): one of Jiy or Ji, is nonzero. In this case, using Lemma
we can connect operators in different sectors. For example, in the case with Jy # 0, (ZYZY)l is
connected to other sectors as

(ZXZX), & (XZXY)3 ¢ (ZXY Z)y & (XY ZX)s < (YZXZ)7 ¢ (ZXZX)s,  (169)

. . _ . : : 1,k,1 _
where the sector with 1 mod 3 and that with 8 = 2 mod 3 is connected, implying cyy_,u =

1,k,2 Perf . thi t . h 1,k,1 _ 1,k2 _ 1,k0 Obvi
cxy_ gz Performing this connecting process again, we have cy'y_ i = c¥ 5% zw = Cx¥x_zw - Obvi-

ously, this connecting process works for general k and the case of J{.,, # 0.

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

ZI1--YX
we (166)
W - YVX

for the following reason. This k-support operator ZI---Y X may have nonzero coefficient only when it is
expressed as Zwizw?.. w"T ZX. However, this means that the k& — 1-support operator WI---Z in con-
sideration is expressed as (WIZ)W1 7w’ -Wmle, which contradicts the assumption.

w

Z
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We next treat the latter case (ii): both J{,- and J{-, are zero. In this case, we connect operators

in different sectors using a different idea from above. We take (XZ); = (XY1Z); with k = 4 as an
example. We first consider commutators generating (X ZX Z); aﬁ

X\ Y IZ Y, X Z
XX Xx (171)
XZXZ XZX2Z

where we put subscripts in the first Pauli operators to clarify the position of operators.
To treat the latter operator (Y X Z)s, we consider commutators generating (YY ZZ), aﬁ

Y2 X Z XY IZ
Z12Z 2127 . (173)
YYZZ YVYZ2Z

Here we need not consider contributions from

YYY
X Z, (174)
YY Z Z

since YYY is shown to have a zero coeflicient, which is shown by the fact that ZIXYY is generated
only by
YYY
Z17Z . (175)
ZIXYY

Summarizing Eqgs. (171) and (173)), we find a sequence of pairs as
(XYIZ)1 < (YXZ)y < (XYIZ)s, (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 J% # 0 and J%x # 0. Three coefficients, cﬁél}o_zw,

cLkt and k2 appearing in Lemma|9 are equal, which we simply denote by c=* :
XX—-ZW> XX—zw, app g quat, pry YClxx_zw-

1,k 1,k0 1k L 1.k,2 177
Cxx—zw = Cxx-zw = Cxx—zw = Cxx—zw" (177)

In the following, we express the results in Lemma [0} Lemma and Lemma simply with
1k
CXx—zwW"

12 Here we need not consider the contribution of

XZY
7 7, (170)
XZX7Z

since XY Z is shown to have a zero coefficient as follows: We first notice that X ZY satisfies the form (149))
by setting ¢! = XX and ¥? = YY. As shown in Lemma the coefficient of gxzy is specified as qxzy =
A% sw Ik xJvy, while we set Jiy = 0, implying gxzy = 0.

13 Here we need not consider contributions from

YXIZ YZIZ
Z 7 X Z (172)
YYZZ YYZZ

since these 4-support operators have already been shown to have zero coefficients in Lemma@
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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 |§| (and Lemma7 it suffices to show qz;yx = 0.
We first observe that ZX ZX is generated by the following five commutatorﬁ

Z 1Y X ZX1Z ZXY Z 7 X Y ZX
X X ZY XX Y YAVA . (179)
X ZX ZXZX ZX 7ZX ZX7ZX ZX7ZX

Here we need not take into account the following commutator

ZX7ZZ
Y (180)
Z X 7Z X
because ZX ZY X is generated by
ZX7ZZ ZX7ZX ZZY X
X X 7 X ZY ) (181)

ZXZY X ZXZY X ZXZY X

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

~Jxxzivx — Iy zazx12 — JxxUzxy — Jy 20z2x + Jhzqvzx = 0. (182)

The 4-support operator ZXI1Z satisfies the condition of Lemma and thus we already have the
expression of gz xrz as .\
qzx1z :cgw_XXJ)I/ZJ%~ (183)

Thus, below we connect the latter three coefficients of 3-support operators, ZXY, ZZX, and YZX,

to those of 4-support operators in the form of Eqgs. (138]) or (140]).
The latter three 3-support operators, ZXY, ZZ X, and Y ZX, are connected to 4-support operators

by considering generation of ZXX1Z, ZZY1Z, and Y ZY1Z ad"|

ZXY XYIZ ZXI1Z YXIZ
zI1Z 212 zZY 77z , (185)
Z7XX17Z ZXXI1Z ZXXI1Z ZXXI1Z
727X ZX1Z XYIZ
zZ1Z Z21Z zZY , (186)
ZZY1Z Z22Y1Z ZZYI1Z
Y Z X XYIZ
ZI1Z YY . (187)

YZY IZ YZYIZ

14 Here we do not consider following commutators

zZ 7Z 1IX zZY I X ZX1Y
Y Z zZ Z Z 7, (178)
ZXZX ZXZX ZXZX

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

YYIZ
ZX , (184)
ZZYI1Z

since the 4-support operator YY1Z does not satisfy the form of Egs. (138) nor ([140).
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They lead to the following relations of coefficients:

JZazxy +J5axviz — Jyzazx1z + Jpzqvxiz =0, (188)
~J2qzz2x — J3qzx12 + Jy zaxviz =0, (189)
—J3qvzx + Jyyaxyiz =0, (190)
or equivalently
Ty wy
qzxy = —qxviz + 2 1zx1z ~ T3 AvXIzZ, (191)
z z
Iy g
972X =4zX12 =~ XY 125 (192)
z
1
Qyzx =—5-qxviz- (193)
Jz

Thus, using these three relations we can erase all the coefficients of 3-support operators.

Plugging Eqs. (91), (192), (193). and (I33) into Eq. (I82) and employing Eqs. ([39) and (T41),

we arrive at
_2(J)1(X)2J%0231—XX =0. (194)

Since we assumed J% # 0 and J%  # 0, we arrive at the desired result: Clz’év-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 , 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 (ZX)™ = Z(IYY)™ Y X is zero.

We first observe

ZIY(YIY)"2Y IYX ZIYYIY)"2Y XY
XX XX
ZIYYIY)V"2YX ZX ZIYYIY)"2YXZX

X(YIY)"2YXZX ZIYYIY)"2YXIZ
ZIZ 7Y, (195)
ZIY YIY)"2Y X ZX ZI1Y (YIYV)"2Y X ZX

which leads to

—Jxx4z(vyyn-11vx — Jxx4z0vy)yn-1xy — Jax v ivym-2yxzx — Jy z4z(1vyym-1x17z = 0. (196)

Below we compute the latter three coefficients, Z(IYY)" 1 XY, X(YIY)"2YXZX,and Z(IYY )" ' X1Z,
one by one.

Coefficient of Z(IYY )" 1X1Z
We first examine the last k-support operator Z(IYY)™ 1 XI1Z. This operator forms a pair aﬂ

ZIYYIV)"2YXIZ XYIY (YIY)"2YY
X X Z17Z. (198)
XYIYYIY)"2YXI1Z XYIYYIY)V"2YXI1Z

16 Here we need not consider the contribution of

XI1Y (YIY)"?2Y XIZ
X Z : (197)
XYIY(YIVY)"?2YXI1Z

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

XYIY (YIY)"2YY ZIYYIY (YIY)"2X
ZI17 ZY. (199)
ZIYYIY(YIY)" 2YY ZIYYIY(YIY)"2YY

Notice that the last operator ZIY (YIY)™ X 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

Jxxzayyym-1x1z — Jy z9z1v(v1vym-1x = 0. (200)

Coefficient of X (YIYV)"2YXZX

To compute the coefficient of k — 2-support operator X (Y 1Y )™ 2Y X Z X, we shall move an irreg-
ular term Y X Z in it from right to left. We here provide general relations connecting k — 2-support
operators XY (IYY)" "2XZ(YIY)"X and XY (IYY)" " 3XZ(YIY)"™ X by considering com-
mutators generating k-support operator XY (IYY)" " 2XZ(YIY)"YI1Z and k-support operator
ZIYY)" " 2XZ(YTY)" X a7

XY IYY)""2X Z (YIY)" X Z(IYY)" "2 X Z(YIY)"Y I Z
Z17Z XX
XYIYY)" " 2X Z(YIY)"Y1Z XY IYY)""2XZ(YIY)'YIZ
XY (IYY)" "2 1Y (YIV)"YIZ
X X (202)
XY IYY)" " 2X Z (YIY)"Y IZ

and

ZIYY (IYY)" "3 X Z(YIY)"Y I Z XY (YY) "3 X Z{YIY)"YIY X
XX ZI1z ,
ZIYY (IYY)" "3 X Z(YIY"YIY X ZIYY (YY" "3XZ{YIY)"YI1Y X
ZIYY (IYY)" ™3 [ Y (YIY)"YIY X
X X (203)
ZIYY IYY)" " 3X Z YIY)'YIY X

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

_J%QXY(IYY)""—"—2XZ(YIY)"X + J)l(X(JZ(IYY)m—"—2XZ(YIY)”YIZ - J)l(XQX(YIY)m—lYIZ =0, (204)

Jxxz(1yy)ym-—n-2x2(v 1)y 12 — J5AxXY (1vY)ym-n-3x 2(v 1v)yn+1 X — Jx xAz(1vy)ym-11vyx = 0. (205)
Subtracting the upper line from the lower line, we obtain
JHaxy (1yyym-n-2x2(y Iv)n X — J2AXY (1vY)ym-n-sx 2(v vy x — 2Jx xz(rvyym—1rvx = 0. (206)

Here we used qZ(Iyy)m—llyx = 7qX(YIY)m*1YIZ7 which follows from Lemma@

17 Here we need not consider the contribution of

X{IyyY)" "2 XZXYIY)"YIZ ZYIYY)" " 2XZ{XYIY)"YIZ
X Z Y (201)
XY Iy " ZIXZ(YIY)'YIZ XY (IYY)" " ?2XZ{YIY)'YIZ

for the following reason. The latter k-support operator ZY (IYY)™ ""2XZ(YIY)"YIZ has already been

shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma The former k — 1-support operator X (IYY)™ " 2XZ(YIY)"YIZ
has also already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma
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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.ﬁ this case, Eq. (202) (and thus Eq. (204))) holds as it is. On the other hand, Eq. (203])
is modified a;

ZXZ(YIY)"2YIZ ZZ(YIY)"2YIY X
XX ZY ,
ZXZ(YIY)" 2YIY X ZXZYIY)"2YI1Y X

Y Z(YIY)"2YIYX ZI1Y (YIY)"2YIY X
77 X X , (208)
ZXZ(YIY)"2YIYX ZXZYIY)"2YIY X

which leads to
JxxUzxz(v1vym-2v1z — Jy 20220y 1vym—1x + Jpz0v z(v1vym—1x — Jx xQz1v(vrvym—1x = 0. (209)

The first k — 1 operator ZXZ(YIY )™ 2YIZ is what we want to connect. The last k-support op-
erator is in the form of Eq. . Thus, we shall treat the remaining two k — 1-support operators,
ZZ(YIY)" X and YZ(YIY)™ 1X.
The former k — 1-support operator in Eq. (209), YZ(YIY)™ 11X, is connected to a k-support
operator as
Y Z(YIY)" 2YIY X XYIY"2YIYYIZ
Z17Z YY , (210)
YZYIY"2YIYYIZ Y ZYIYV"2YIYYIZ

which leads to

—J3qy z(vivym—1x + Jyyaxyvym-iyiz = 0. (211)
This k-support operator X (YIY)™ 1Y I1Z is in the form of Eq. (140]), and thus its coefficient has
already been computed in Eq. (141]).

We next treat the latter k — l1-support operator in Eq. (209), ZZ(YIY)™ 2YTY X. We consider a
k + 1-support operator ZZ(YIY)™ 1Y 1Z, which is generated byIE

ZZYITY (YIY)" 2 X XYIY(YIY)"2Y Z ZXIY (YIV)"2Y [Z
ZI1Z ZY Z1Z 7
ZZYIY(YIY)V"2Y1Z ZZYIY(YIVV"2YI1Z ZZYIY (YIY)"2Y1Z
(213)

which leads to

_J%QZZ(YIY)W—lX + J11/Z(ZX(YIY)m—1YIZ - J%QZXIY(YIY)T"—?YIZ =0. (214)

In these two k-support operators, the first one, X(YIY)™ 2YIZ takes the form of Eq. (140), and
thus its coefficient is explicitly written down in Eq. (141). The second one, ZXIY (YIY)" *YIZ, is
treated in Lemma and its coefficient has already been computed.

Plugging Egs. (211) and (214]) into Eq. (209) and employing Lemma |§| and Lemma we have
Yy JIyz + (yz)? | (Jyz)®
JZ Tx x

J)l(XQZXZ(YIY)m—QYIZ + ( + - J)l(X> qzryyryym—1x = 0. (215)

18 Here we need not consider the contribution of

ZXZYIY)"2YIX
Z X, (207)
ZXZYIV)"2YIY X

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

YYIY (YIY)"2YITZ
Z X (212)
ZZYIY(YIY)"?YIZ

because this k-support operator does not take the form of Eqgs. (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
—JyyJzz + (Uyz)? | (yz)?

2 T
Iz Jxx

J%QXY(IYY)"HXZX + ( —(2m — Q)J)1<x> qzryyiyym—1x = 0. (216)

Coefficient of Z(IYY)™ 1 XY

We finally treat the remaining k — 1-support operator in Eq. (196); Z(IYY)™ 1 XY. First, consid-
ering commutators generating k + 1-support operator Z(IYY )" ' X XIZ, we have

ZIYY (IYY)"2X Y XY (IYY)" 22X X I Z
Z1Z 717 , (217)
ZIYY (IVY)"2XX1Z ZIYY (IYY)"2XX1Z

which leads to
J%QZ(IYY)WIXY - J%QXY(IYY)"I*2XXIZ =0. (218)
In addition, considering commutators generating k-support operator XY (IYY)" " 2X X (IYY)"IY X,
we havd?]
XY (IYY)""2X X (IYY)" I Z Z (IYY)" " 2X X (IYY)" Y X
XX XX (220)

3

XY (YY) " 2X X (IYY)"IY X XY (YY) " 32X X (IYY)"IY X
which leads to

J)l(XQXY(IYY)""—"—2XX(IYY)"IZ + J}1(XQZ(IYY)’"—”—QXX(IYY)"IYX =0. (221)

Moreover, we consider commutators generating k+1-support operator Z(IYY )™ " 2XX(IYY)" 17,
which is a counterpart of Eq. (217]), and obtain

Z1YY (IYY)’”_"_?’X X{IYy)1vy X XY (IYY)’”_"_?’X X{Iyy)VI1YYIZ
zZ1Z ZI1Z ,
ZI1YY (IYY)’”_"_3X X{IYyy)€1yvyilz Z1YY (IYY)m_"_3X X{Iyy)€1yvyilz
(222)
which leads to
*J%QZ(IYY)MfanXX(IYY)nIYX - J%QXY(IYY)W*"*3XX(IYY)"+1IZ =0. (223)
Combining Eqs. (221]) and (223)), we find
AXy(IYY)m—n—2XX(IYY)"IZ = —4Z(IYyYy)m—n—2XX(IYY)"IYX = dXY(IYY)n—n=3XX(IYY)"+1IZ- (224)

Applying this relation repeatedly, we can connect XY (IYY )" 2XXIZ to XYXX(IYY)"2IZ.
We finally consider commutators generating k + 1-support operator ZX X (IYY)™ 1Y X as

ZXX(IYY)" 2TV X XY (IYY)"2IYYIZ
7172 Z17Z
ZXX (YY" 2IYYI1Z ZXXIYY)"21YYI1Z

ZX(IYY)"2IYYIZ Y XIYY)"2IYYIZ
7Y 7z 7 , (225)
ZXX(IYY)" 2IYY1Z ZXXIYY)"2IYYIZ

20 Here, we need not consider contributions from commutators of a k-support operator and a term in the
Hamiltonian, since XY (IYY)™ " 2XX(IYY)"IY X cannot be obtained by applying at most 3-support op-
erators to a k-support operator in the form of Eqgs. (138 or (140). We also need not consider the contribution
of
XY (YY) "X X IYY)"I X X (IYY)" " 2X X (IYY)"1Y X
Z X X Z (219)

’

XY IYY)" "X XIYY)'IY X XY (IYY)" " XX (IYY)"1Y X

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

_J%QZXX(IYY)”L*UYX + J%QXY(IYY)W*UZ - Jg’ZQZX(IYY)m*lIZ + JéZQYX(IYY)mﬂIZ =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, ¢xy (ryy)ym-11z, 4zx(1yy)m-112, and gy x(1yy)m-11z, have already been computed
in Lemma@ and Lemma Plugging these expressions into Eq. (226)), we find

(Jvz)* _ Jzzdyy

1 1
JXX JXX

_J%QZXX(IYY)M*QIYX + <J% + ) AXy(IYY)m—11Z = 0. (227)

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

> s (Fy2)®  Jzzdyvy
—Jzazuyyym-2xy + ( Jz + 71 ! Ixyayyym—11z = 0. (228)
XX XX

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

Jl Jl 2 Jl Jl
— JxxUz(1yy)y-11v X — 73(2)( (J% + Uzl Jazlvy
Z
n —JyyJpz + (Jyz)? n (Jy2)? (Jy2)?

JZ JL J!
Z XX XX

=—(2m = 2)Jxx4qzrv(yrvym-1x = 0. (229)

1 i AxXy(Iyy)m-11Z
Ixx Txx >

- (2m — 2)J)1(X> dzry(yI1y)ym-1x — AQzry (YIv)m-1x

Since we have m > 2 in our treatment and J y # 0 is satisfied by assumption, we arrive at the desired

result qzry (yryym-1x = 0, or equivalently, ciél;_ 7w = 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 J% # 0 and J% # 0. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity @, 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€¢... PZ as

Z ---xPZ W ... xPZ W We ... x %" Wwe... x P
w w w Z " Z Z 1 Z. (230)
Wwe...«PZ W we...«xPZ WWwe...x P Z WWwe... x PZ

However, Lemma [T4] 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 J% # 0 and J%y # 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---1Z.
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Next, similarly to the case of Z--- W, we consider commutators generating WW¢€...1Z a@

Z o x1Z WWe- W
W W 717, (232)
WWe - x1Z WWe- x 12

To examine the k — 1-support operator WW€... W’ we consider commutators generating k + 1-
support operator ZIWW<®... W' as |§|

W We- s W  ZIWW®... Z
ZI 7 ww’. (234)
ZIW W xW  ZIW WS-~ W W'

Through these two pairs, we obtain a connection between two k-support operators in the form of
ZI---1Z. Using this connection repeatedly, we arrive at the following result, which is a counterpart
of Lemma

Lemma 16 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J% # 0 and J% # 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=ZW' Zw* .. W Zw" Z, (235)

with k =3m+3 and WY, W2 ... W™ € {X,Y}. In addition, if J{-y =0, then W W2... W™ =X
holds.

The coefficients are linearly connected as
m
14 =5z CO™UD™ ] vaws (236)
j=1

with a constant cﬁg&‘lzz, 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+ l-support
operator ZIW<® ... W' as

W .o« W ZIWC... Z
ZI Z w W’ (237)
ZIWe - WW  ZIWe-— W°W

The latter k-support operator should satisfy Eq. (235 (in Lemma , 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 x1Z
W Z (231)
WWe - xI1Z

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

ZIWeWe... W

zZ W (233)
ZIW W - W W

because Lemma [14] tells that this k-support operators have zero coefficient.
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Lemma 17 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J% # 0 and J% y # 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 Zw' .. w" zw"zw" " (238)

with k = 3m + 3 and WL, W2... W™t € {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

m—+1
qa =5 5z oW 2)a(Z W) (=)™ I)™ [] Fvsws- (239)
j=1

A similar argument suggests the following slight generalization:

Lemma 18 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J% # 0 and J% y # 0. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k — 1-support operator A expressed as

A=0ZW . W ZW" Zw? (240)

withk=3m+3, W2.... W™ e {X,Y} and W', W% € {XX,YY,ZZ, XZ,YZ,ZX,ZY} has its coeffi-
cient calculated as

qa =5 4y - oW, 2)0(2,92)(—1)" (T3 I T T Thovws- (241)
j=2

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 Z to the left end so that a k — 1-support operator A is reduced
to the known k-support operator ZXZX ---. The following arguments confirm that this procedure
indeed works.

In both cases of ZI---W and ZI--- P’'Z, we consider the following commutatorﬁ

ZI---PP XYI- x XY %P
XX x« P PIP. (244)
XYI---PP XYI---PP XYI-- xPP

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 ZIYYT---x as

XY T - x
Z 17
Z1YY T - %

; (245)

23 Here we need not consider the contribution of

XI1---PP
X Z

XYI.-.--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 [8l If P = Z, XI--- P'Z forms a pair with k-support operator ZIYI--- as

XI---P Z ZIY I «x
ZIZ ' Z (243)
ZIYIT--- P Z ZIYT--- P Z

while this k-support operator ZIYI--- does not satisfy the form in Lemma implying zero coefficient.
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we find that k — 1-support operator XYI---x takes two possible forms of the right end.
One possible form of the right end is - - - I Z. In this case, k — 1-support operator XY'I ---IZ forms
a pair as
Xyrlr-.-werz ZIYYlI---W
Z 17 zZ 17. (246)
Z1YYl---WelzZ ZI1IYYI---W°IZ

The newly obtained k—1-support operator ZIYY I --- W again satisfies the first form of our supposition
ZI---W (W e {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 ---IW P forms a pair as

XYI - IWP ZIYYI-IZ
ZI1Z we P, (247)
ZIYYIT - IWP ZIYYI - IWP

Since the operator ZIYY I ---IZ in the latter commutator is a k-support operator, this should take the
form of Eq. , whose coefficient has already been calculated. Using this expression, the coefficient
of the original & — 1-support operator A is also determined.

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

ZIYYZ XYIY Z XYIY X XYIXY
X X Xz ZZ Z1IZ. (248)
XYIYYZ XYIYYZ XYIYYZ XYIYYZ

We note that all these three 5-support operators may have nonzero coefficients at present, and these
coefficients have already been computed in Lemma[I7 and Lemma[I8] This non-uniqueness comes from
the structure that ZIYY Z is expressed as

Z17Z

and XY Z is obtained by the following three products

Xz X X Y'Y
X2z Z7Z Z1Z, (250)

XYZ XYZ XYZ

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 gz ;yy z is calculated as

qzivyz = Ci{’?xfzz (J%J)lczjgcz —J3IxxJ5z + J%J%/YJ%) ) (251)

where we used Lemma|[I7]and Lemma[I§]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
(We{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'P2P3 (P! € {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

——m—2

A=ZW ZW .. W zrzw™ ... w" 2w (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 Wi € {X,Y} and ¥ € {XX,YY,ZZ,XZ,YZ,2X,2Y, ZZ}, or

A=ZW'ZW’...Zw" ' ZT. (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
in a slightly different appearance. What we have shown in this lemma is as follows: (1) If T' is neither
XY X nor YXY, then T does not have a bifurcation. (2) If T'is XY X 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. 7 and the left end of T is X or Y. This is because otherwise T is sandwiched
by 2, and thus both ends of T' cannot be Z.

Thus, possible form of 7" in this case is XXZ, XY Z, XZZ, YXZ,YYZ, and YZZ. In these 6
operators, XY Z and Y X Z are obtained by three products. The case of XY Z is seen in Eq. , and
Y X7 is obtained as

Y Z YY XX
Y 7 YAV 7 1 7. (254)

Y X Z Y X Z Y X Z

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

X X Y Z
Y Z Z 17 (255)
X 7Z 7 XzZ7Z
and
YY X Z
X Z Z 17, (256)

Y Z Z Y ZZ

and the remaining operators, X X Z and YY Z, are obtained by a single product as

X 7Z
Y Z (257)
XXZ
and
Y Z
X2z, (258)
YY Z
respectively.

Here, we denote by (¥,®) € S(T) the set of two operators yielding T. For example, S(Y X Z)
consists of (¥, P) = (YZ,YZ), (YY,ZZ), (XX,ZIZ). In addition, we introduce the sign o7, (¥, )
defined as follows: If @ # ZIZ, then @ is a nearest-neighbor interaction term @;®s, and we simply
define o/, (¥, D) as

0y (¥, ®) = o(P2, P1). (259)
On the other hand, if § = ZIZ, we define 0, (¥, P) as

oy (U, ®) = o(|Z - 1|, 7). (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 J% # 0 and J% y # 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

m—2

A=ZW ZW .. Wzrzw™ ... w" 7w (261)

with k = 3m + 3, where Wi € {X,Y}, W € {XX,YY, 22, XZ,YZ,2X,2Y, 22}, and T = TyTyTs =
W1P2P3 with W' € {X,Y} and P2, P3 € {X,Y,Z}, or

A=ZW'ZW*...Zw" ' ZT. (262)

In both cases, T # XY X,Y XY holds. In addition, P? is also X orY in the case of Eq. (261)).
In the case of Eq. (261)), S(T) has a single element (W', W?), and the coefficient of A is computed

as
m—2
4 =K pp ()" 20(Z,00)0(T) (T3 T Tha Ty T T2 (263)
i=1
with
o(T) = o(Z, 0 )o(¥y,¥7)o(V3, Z). (264)
In the case of Eq. (262)), the coefficient of A is computed as
m—1
ga=cx g GO I [ T | DL 020N (@,8) 05 s | (265)
i=1 (¥,®)eS(T)

where o’ (¥, D) is defined as Eqgs. (259)) and (260]).
The case of a k — 1-support operator A in the form of W---IZ (W € {X,Y}) and ZP---1Z
(P e{X,Y,Z}) is treated in a similar manner.

6.2.3 Commonness of coefficients
We shall show that the three coefficients in Lemma ck’ﬁﬁ 279 cy}a 27+ and cy}{ 27+ are equal.
The essence of our proof idea is the same as Sec. We again divide Hamiltonians into two cases:
(i) one of Jy or Jy, is nonzero, and (ii) both of Jy and Ji-, are zero.

We first treat the case (i): one of Ji or J{, is nonzero. In this case, Lemma [19| plays a similar
role to LemNmaN and we can connect operators in different sectors. For example, in the case with
Jiy #0, (ZXZ); is connected to other sectors as

(ZXZ)1 < (XZX)3 ¢ (ZXY )4 < (XY 2)g & (YZX)7 < (ZX Z)s, (266)

where the sector with 1 mod 3 and that with 2 mod 3 is connected, implying cﬁ(};{ g7 = ci(l;{ 77

. . . . 1,k,1 _ Lk2 _ 1,k0 . .
Performing this connecting process again, we have cyy_ ,, = ¢y ,, = Cy¥y_zz- Obviously, this

connecting process works for general k and the case of Ji-, # 0.

We next treat the case (ii): both of J& and J}, are zero. We explain our idea by taking (ZX Z), =
(ZIYY1Z), with k = 6 as an example. We first consider commutators generating (ZIYY XY); as

ZIYY I Z X;Y XY
XX ZzZIZ . (267)
ZIYYXY ZIYYXY
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We next consider commutators generating k-support operator (XY XX17)3 aﬂ

XY XY Z,XXI1Z
ZI17Z XX (269)
XYXXIZ XY XXIZ

We finally consider commutators generating (ZX XITY X ), aﬂ

ZLXXIZ XsYIY X
XX Z2Z1IZ . (271)
ZXXIYX ZXXIYVX

Noting that (XYY X)5 is connected to (ZIYYIZ)g, we find a sequence of pairs as
(ZIYYXY )1 & (XYXXIZ)3  (ZXXIYX)y < (XYIYX)5 < (ZIYY1Z)g, (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 J% # 0 and Jxy # 0. Three coefficients, cﬁél}oizz,

cLkt and k2 appearing in Lemma m are equal, which we simply denote by ci~ :
XX-22> XX—zz, app g quat, Py YCxx_zz-

1,k . 1,ko0 Lk k2 (273
CxXx-2772 "= Cxx-22 = CXxx-22 = °xx-22" )
In the following, we express the results in Lemma [I6] Lemma [I7} Lemma[I8] and Lemma [I9]simply
. 1,k
with ey, 5.

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 c;f;(i 27 =0.
To this end, we first consider commutators generating ZIYY XY as

ZIYY T Z XYXY ZIYYZ ZIYYY
XX ZIZ Y'Y 7Y, (274)
ZIYYXY ZIYYXY ZIYYXY ZIYYXY

which leads to

Jxxqzivyiz — Jyaxyxy — Jyyazivyz + Jy zazrvyy = 0. (275)

25 Here we need not consider the contribution from

XXXIZ
X Z , (268)
XY XXITZ

since this k — 1-support operator X X X IZ satisfies the form of Lemma [I9] and this lemma implies that the
coefficient of this operator is proportional to J¥ ;Ji+ J%, which is zero in our setup.
26 Here we need not consider the contribution from

Y XIY X
A , (270)
ZXXIY X

since this k — 1-support operator X X X1Z satisfies the form of Lemma [I9] and this lemma implies that the
coefficient of this operator is proportional to J x Jiy J%, which is zero in our setup.
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The coefficients of ZIYY Z and ZIYYY have already been computed in Lemma To compute the
remaining coefficient ¢xy xy, we consider commutators generating XY XZX a;

XY XY Z X7ZX XXZX Z I XZX XY XTI Z XY ITYX
X X X X X Z YY Y XX |
XYXZX XY XZX XYXZX XYXZX XYXZX XYXZX
(278)

which leads to

—Jxxaxvxy + Jxxazxzx — Jxzaxvzx — Jyyazixzx — Jyzaxyxiz — Jx xqxvivx = 0. (279)

The coefficients of ZIXZX and XY XIZ (the fourth and fifth terms in Eq. (279)) are computed in
Lemma and that of XYIY X is computed in Lemma [T7]

To evaluate the remaining coefficients in Eq. , those of ZXZX and XXZX, we further
consider the commutators generating ZXZYI1Z and XXZY1Z as

ZXZX Z1YYIZ ZZYIZ YZYIZ
ZI1Z XX ZY Z Z (280)
ZXZYI1Z ZXZYIZ ZXZYI1IZ ZXZYI1Z
and
XXZX YZYIZ
ZI1Z X Z (281)

XXZY1Z XXZYI1lZ
which lead to
—JZazxzx — JxxUzivyiz — Jy zqzzviz + Jyzavzviz =0 (282)
and
—Jzaxxzx + Jxzavzyiz =0, (283)
respectively. Note that the coefficients of ZIYYIZ ZZYI1Z Y ZYIZ, and Y ZY IZ have already been
computed in Lemma 16| and Lemma
Combining Egs. , , (282)), and 7 and using Lemma Lemma and Lemma

we obtain

exXx—zz [3(7kx)* + (Jyy)? = (Jy2)*] (J2)* = 0. (284)
Here, if J{, = 0, then the sum inside the square bracket is strictly negative (since Jiy # 0 by
assumption), implying that it is not zero. Recalling J% # 0 by assumption, we arrive at the desired
result Cﬁég(_zz = 0. Thus, it suffices to treat the case with J{ # 0.

In the case with Jiy # 0, we can follow the same argument as above by exchanging X and Y. The
obtained relation is

N5 _zz [F3(03y)? + (Jkx)? — (Jx2)?] (J2)? =0. (285)
Summing Eqs. (284) and (285)), we finally have
xizz [F2003y)? — 200k x)? — (Jy2)* — (Jk2)?] (J2)2 = 0. (286)

Now the sum inside the square bracket is strictly negative, and thus is nonzero, which directly implies
the desired result C;’(;(_ 7z =0.

2T Here, we need not consider contributions from commutators with a 6-support operator and a 2-support
operator as
XYXZY Z
Z 7, (276)
XY XZX

since we know that XY XZY Z has a zero coefficient and therefore we need not consider this contribution. In
general, all 6-support operators which can generate XY X ZX 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

XYXZ2Z

. (277)
XY XZX

for a similar reason as above. In general, all 5-support operators which can generate XY XZX 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(IYY )™ 11Z zero.
We first consider commutators generating k-support operator Z(IYY)"™ 1XY as

ZIYY (IYY)" 2] Z
XX
ZIYY IYY)" 2XY

ZIYY (IYY)"2 Z

XY (IYY)" 2 XY
ZI17
ZIYY YY) 2XY

ZIYY (IVY)"2Y

YY zZY, (287)
Z1YY (IYY)’”‘2 XY Z1YY (IYY)’”_2 XY
which leads to
J)l(XQZ(IYY)'HIZ - J%‘]XY(IYY)W*QXY - J}lfYQZ(IYY)m*Z + JxleQZ(IYY)mfIY =0. (288)

Here, the coefficients of k — 1-support operators Z(IYY)™ 1Z and Z(IYY)™ 1Y have already been
computed in Lemma [T9]

To treat the remaining k — 2-support operator XY (IYY )™ 2XY in Eq. , we consider com-
mutators generating k — 1-support operator XY (IYY)"2XZX aﬁ

XY (IYY)" 2 XY
XX
XY QYY) 2X Z X
XY (IYY)"2X1Z
2%
XY IVY)" 2X Z X

Z(IYY)"2X Z X
XX
XY QYY) 2X ZX
XYYy 2 1Y Z
XX
XY IYY)" 2X Z X

; (291)

which leads to

—Jxxaxyayyyn-2xy + Jxxz0yyym-2x2x — J¥ 2AxY (1yy)m-2x12 — Jx X AXY (IYY)"—21Y X (: 0~)
292
Here, the coefficients of k — 1-support operators XY (IYY)" 2XIZ and XY (IYY)™ 2IY X have
already been computed in Lemma
To treat the remaining k — 2-support operator Z(IYY)™2XZX in Eq. (292), we consider a
more generalized setup that commutators generate k-support operator Z(IYY )" =""XZ(YIY)"YIZ
expressed as

ZIYY (IVY)"=3=" X Z (YIY)" X
7212

XY (IYY)" 3" X Z(YIY)"YIZ
7172

ZIYY QYY" 3 "X Z(YIY)"Y I Z
ZIYY (IYY)" 3" [ Y (YIY)"Y I Z

ZIYY (IYY)" 5" X Z(YIY)"Y I Z

XX , (293)
ZI1YY (IYY)m*S*” XZYIY)"YIZ
28 Here we need not consider the contribution of
X{IYY)"?2XZX
X Z (289)

XY (YY" 2 X ZX

for the following reason. This k — 2-support operator X (IYY)™ 2X ZX forms a pair with k-support operator

ZIYY)"2XZYI1Z as

X(IYY)"?2XZX
Z1Z

ZAYY)"2XZYIZ
% (290)

XYW ?*XZYIZ

XYW ?XzZYIZ

while the latter k-support operator Z(IYY)™ 2XZYIZ does not satisfy the form of Lernrna and thus has

zero coefficient.
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which leads to

_J%QZ(IYY)""*Q*"XZ(YIY)”X - J%QXY(IYY)"L*B*"XZ(YIY)"YIZ - J)l(XQZ(IYY)""*UZ =0. (294)

Recall that qz(ryy)m-17z is what we want to show to be zero.

In addition to this, to treat the coefficient of XY (IYY )™ 3" X Z(YIY)"Y1Z, we further consider
commutators generating k — l-support operator XY (IYY )" 3 "XZY(IYY)"IY X a@

XY (IYY)ym=3=n X ZY(IYY)'] Z Z (IYY)y"3=n X ZY(IYY)'IY X
XX XX
XY QYY" 3 "X ZYIYY)'IY X XY IYY)" 3 "X ZYIYY)'IY X
XY (YY) 3= [ Y YIYY)'IY X
XX 7 (296)
XY (YY" 3 "X ZYIYY)'IY X

which leads to

J)I(XQXY(IYY)W*3*"XZ(YIY)"YIZ + J)l(XQZ(IYY)W*3*"XZ(YIY)"+1X - J)l(X‘JX(YIY)mflx =0. (297)

Here, the coefficient of k — 1-operator X (Y IY)™ !X has already been computed in Lemma
Combining Egs. (294) and (297)), we find

Jl
QZ(IYY)"L*2*"XZ(YIY)"'X*QZ(IYY)W*‘*"XZ(YIY)"“XJF%QZ(IYY)T”*UZ+QX(YIY)W*1X =0. (298)
Z

This relation clearly shows the connection between the coefficients of
ZIYY)" 2 "X Z(YIY)"X < Z(IYY)" 3 "X Z(YTY)" " X, (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(IYY )™ 2XZX and Z(IYY)XZ(YIY)"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 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£ — l-support operator and a 2-support
operator or l-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[I§ or Lemma[I9]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 (IYY )" 3 "XZY(IYY)"IY X.

Moreover, we need not consider the contribution of commutators as

XY YY) 3" X ZYIYY)"I X
Z X
XYY" " X ZYIYY)"ITY X

X YY) "X ZYJIYY)"IY X
Z ; (295)
Y (IYY)" " X ZYIYY)"TY X

X
X

since these k — 2-support operators are shown to have zero coefficients in a similar manner to footnote
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XYXZ(YIY)"2X ard™|

XY XZY(IYY)" =3I Z ZXZYIYY)"3IY X
XX XX
XYXZYIYY)"3IY X XY XZYIYY)"3IY X

XYIYYIYY)"3IYX ZIXZYIYY)"3IY X
XX Y'Y
XYX ZYIYY)" P IY X XYXZYIYY)"31Y X

XX ZYUIYY)"3IY X
X 7 , (302)
XY XZYIYY)" 3TY X

which leads to

1 1 1
JXXQXYXZY(IYY)W*3IZ + JXXqZXZY(IYY)m*WYX - JXXQX(YIY)M'*X

—Jyyazixzvivyn-2x — Jx zaxxz(v1vym-2x = 0. (303)

The coefficients of k — 1-support operators X (YIY)™ 1 X and ZIXZ(YIY )™ 2X have already been
computed by Lemma and Lemma respectively. The remaining coefficients of k — 2-support
operators, ZXZY (IYY)™3IY X and XX Z(YIY)™ 2X, are computed by considering commutators
generating k-support operators ZX Z(YIY )" 2YI1Z and XX Z(YIY)"2Y1Z as

ZXZ{YIY)ym2X Z1ZYIY)"2YIZ
Z1Z X X

ZXZ(YIY)"2Y1Z
ZZ(YIV)"2Y IZ

77X Z(YIY)" 2Y1Z
Y Z(YIY)"2YIZ

ZY Z Z (304)
ZXZ{YIY)"2YIZ ZXZ{YIY)"2YIZ
and
XX Z(YIry)m2x Y Z(YIY)"2Y I Z
Z1Z X Z (305)

which lead to

XX ZYIY)" 2Y 1Z

XX ZYIY)" 2Y 1Z

*J%(IZXZ(YIY)Mf?X - J)l(X(IZ(IYY)mﬂIZ - J}l’ZQZZ(YIY)m*QYIZ + JéZqYZ(YIY)m*?'YIZ =0 (306)

and

and YZ(YIY)™ 2Y1Z have already been computed in Lemma

_J%CIXXZ(YIY)"I—QX + J)l(ZQYZ(YIY)m—QYIZ =0,

respectively. Here, the coefficients of k — 1-support operators ZZWY)""‘%”IZ, YZ(YIY)"2Y1Z,
19

operator Z(IYY )™ 117 is what we aim to evaluate through this analysis.

(307)

190 and the coefficient of k-support

30 Here we need not consider the contribution of

XYXZYIYY)"*I X

Z X,

XYXZY(IYY)"®TY X

(300)

since this k — 2-support operator XYXZY(IYY)m%IX is shown to have zero coefficient in a similar manner

to footnote

We also need not consider the contributions of

since these k — 1-support operators have already been shown to have zero coefficients in Lemma

YITIXZYIYY)"?*IY X
ZY

XY T ZYIYY)"*IY X

Z X

XYXZYIYY)"*IY X

)
XYXZYIYY)"*IY X

(301)
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Summing Eq. (298) from n = 0 to n = m — 4, and plugging Egs. (288)), (292), (303), (306), and
(307)), we finally obtain

Xx_zz [~@m =1 (Jxx)® + (Fy)? = (J2)°] (J3)™ (Jxx)" 2 = 0. (308)

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

cy} 27 = 0. If J&y # 0, we replace the role of X and Y in our whole argument, which yields

X% —22 [ @2m = 1)(Jyy ) + (Jxx)? = (Jx2)*] (JZ)" (Jxx)" 72 = 0. (309)
Since the sum of Egs. and (| - is
X% gz [—(2m - 2)(J;1<x)2 = (2m = 2)(Jyy)? = (Jy2)* = (Jy2)?] (U2 (Jxx)" 2 = 0. (310)

The sum in the square bracket is nonzero (strictly negative) and J%y and J% are assumed to be
. . 1,k .1k

nonzero, we arrive at the desired result cyy_,, = 0. In summary, we obtain cyy_,, = 0 regardless

of the value of Ji-y-, which completes the proof for case A.

Theorem 4 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J2 # 0 and J%y # 0. This Hamiltonian has no
k-local conserved quantity with 4 <k < L/2.

7 Rank 1: Case with J% 5 = Jyy = 0 and J%, # 0 (Case B1)

We next consider case B1, where our Hamiltonian in consideration is Eq. (129) with J} x = =Jyy =0
and at least one of J% , or J&, is nonzero. In this case, by applying a proper local spin rotation in
the XY subspace, without loss of generality we suppose J%, # 0 and Jy-, = 0. The Hamiltonian
considered in this section is expressed as

0 X 0 0JL,\ /X
H = Z 42 z+2 z+2) 0 Yz + Z i+1 z+1 H—l) 0 00 }/z
7 Zi Jxz0Jzz Zi
X
+ Z (hx hy hz) ? , (311)

where J% and J% , take nonzero values, and J}, 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 (), 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

ZX 77 . (312)
ZYIT- Y ZYI---Y

However, Lemma [7] shows that XT---Y has zero coefficient, which directly implies gzr...y = 0.
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In the case of W = X, this operator is generated by

ZI- %X XTI %X ZYI-- W
ZX A 7 X. (313)
ZYT - *X ZYIT - xX ZYI WX

However, Lemma [7] shows that both XI---* X and ZYI---W have zero coefficients, which directly
implies qz7..x = 0.

Lemma 21 Consider a Hamiltonian (311)) with nonzero J% and J% ,. 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 — l-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 ZYYYYY ---.

Caseof Z---XZ

We first show that a k-support operator in the form of Z - - X Z has a zero coefficient. This can be
easily shown to have a zero coefficient by considering commutators generating k 4+ 1-support operator
Y - XZ as

zZ - XZ Yw... X7 ZY - ---Y Yy ---WY
Z X zZ 17 zZ Z zZ 1 7, (314)
7Y - X2 ZY - XZ ZY X7 7Y ------ X Z

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

Lemma 22 Consider a Hamiltonian (311) with nonzero J% and J% ,. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity @QQ, a k-support operator in the form of Z--- XZ or ZX ---Z has zero coefficient.

Caseof Z---YZ
We next consider the case of Z---Y Z. In this case, by considering commutators generating k + 1-
support operator ZY ---YZ aﬂ

7 X X Z, (316)
7Y - YZ ZY--YZ

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 7 --- Z.

Caseof Z---ZZ

31 Here, we need not consider
Y- ---Y Z 7Y - X

Z1Z Z Z (315)
Y

ZY  ---YZ ZY Y Z

since k-support operators Y ---YZ and ZY --- X have already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemmam
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We next consider the case of Z - - - ZZ by considering commutators generating k4 1-support operator

2Y --- 27 a3
Z %27 ZY---W°Z

ZX Z 12, (318)
7Y - +x22 ZY - WZZ

This relation implies that * should be X or Y (x =W e {X,Y}),and Z---WZZ and ZY ---W°Z
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 --- X Z has zero coefficient, implying that Z---Y ZZ also has
zero coefficient.

Lemma 23 Consider a Hamiltonian (B11]) with nonzero J% and J%,. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k-support operator in the form of Z---YZZ or ZZY ---Z has zero coefficient.

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

Caseof Z---1Z
We finally consider the case of Z - - - IZ. Obviously, the third rightmost operator should be X or Y.
We first treat Z --- XI1Z. We consider commutators generating k 4 1-support operator ZY --- X1Z

as
zZ - X127 ZY . ---Y

ZX Z127, (319)
7Y - X12Z Z2Y---X1Z

which leads to
JX 24z x12 + J3qzy..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 ---YIZ. We consider commutators generating k 4 1-support operator ZY ---YIZ

as
Z---YIlZ ZY -+ X

Z X 712, (321)
7Y - YIZ ZY - Y1Z

which leads to
Jxz4z.viz — J5qzy..x = 0. (322)

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

7.1.83 Analysis of k — 1-support operator Z ---Y

Caseof 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 4+ 1-support operator ZIW®-.-Y as

W ... Y
Z 1 Z , (323)
ZIWe...Y
which implies gy ...y = 0.
32 Here we need not consider the contribution of
ZY - x Y
X Z (317)

7Yy W ZZ

since this k-support operator ZY --- * Y have already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma
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Lemma 24 Consider a Hamiltonian (311)) with nonzero J% and J% ,. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k — 1-support operator in the form of W---Y orY ---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 XY X XY Y- XY ZY---XZ
ZX A Z17 X. (324)
ZY - XY ZY XY ZY# XY ZY- XY

However, Lemma tells that two middle k — 1-support operators X --- XY Y x --- XY have zero
coefficients, and Lemma tells that the latter k-support operator ZY --- X Z 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 J% and J% ,. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k—1-support operator in the form of Z --- XY orY X --- Z has zero coefficient.

Caseof Z---YY
To analyze it, we consider commutators generating k-support operator ZY ---YY as

Z---YY zZY  ---Y Z

ZX X, (325)
ZY ---YY ZY - ---YY

which leads to
Jxy4z-vy +hxqzy..vz =0. (326)

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

Caseof Z---ZY
The case of Z---ZY is a slightly complicated case, since three commutators generate k-support
operator ZY --- ZY ad™]

Z.-2Y ZY--Z2Z ZY---IZ
ZX X ZX. (328)
7Y - ZY ZY - -ZY ZY - ZY

Owing to Lemma the k-support operator in the second commutator, ZY --- ZZ may have nonzero
coeflicient 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---YZY forms a unique pair with k-support operator ZY ---YIZ, 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.

Caseof Z---1Y

33 Here we need not consider the contributions of

X+ ZY Y% ZY
ZZ Z 17z , (327)
7Y+« - ZY ZYA - ZY

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

Z.-1Y ZY---12Z
ZX X, (329)
7Y 1Y ZY 1Y

which leads to
Jxyz1v +hxqzy..1z = 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

Caseof Z--- XX
We first consider Z - -- X X, which forms a unique pair with £ — 1-support operator ZY ---Y as

ZX ZX, (331)
7Y XX ZY XX

which leads to
Jx24z-xx + Jxz0zy.y = 0. (332)
The connected k—1-support operator is in the form of ZY - - - Y, and thus our analysis can be continued.
Caseof Z---YX

In this case, we again encounter a bifurcation. We consider commutators generating k-support
operator ZY ---Y X as

Z--YX ZY-X ZY- Y Z
Z X ZX Y. (333)
7Y - YX ZY - YX ZY- - YX

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.

Caseof Z---ZX
We notice that k& — 1-support operator Z---ZX forms a unique pair with k-support operator
ZYY - 22 o]

Z-ZX ZY 22
7 X Y, (336)
7Y - ZX ZY - ZX

which leads to
Jx20z..zx —hyQzy..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

YA (334)

with A = Z, because this k — 1-support operator X --- AX forms a pair with k-support operator X --- AYIZ

as
X - AX X---AYIZ
Z17Z X2Z , (335)
X ~AYIZ Xx*  AYITZ

while X - -+ AYIZ has already been shown to have zero coefficient by Lemma 21}
The same argument holds for A = 1.
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Caseof Z---IX
We notice that k — 1-support operator Z---IX forms a unique pair with k-support operator
ZYY ---17 as

Z.-IX ZY---12Z
zZX Y, (338)
ZY - IX ZY 1IX

which leads to
Jxz4z..1x —hyazy..1z = 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*~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

2Jx 24zy+-2z2 =0, (340)

implying that ZY*~2Z has zero coefficient.

Another case is k — 1-support operator ZY*~3X. The procedure for Z--- X provides the same
k — l-support operator ZY* 23X and k-support operator ZY*~2Z, whose coefficient is shown to be
zero in the above argument. We, however, notice that ZY*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*=3X or equivalently, k-support operator ZY*~3IZ, which is obtained by adding ZIZ to the right
end of ZY*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:

« zZ 17 -

mt
i

=7X,

Aligned symbols (operators) represent the product of these operators with proper shift, as doubling-
B e
product operators and extended-doubling-product operators. For example, Z=ZY (2= =7 represents the

following operator
zZ1Z
X Z
Y
ZEYNEEZ = zZ X . (342)

Z X
zZ X
Z1Z

Z1YXZXYYI1Z

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

PO
expressed by a sequence of {Z, =5, =, 2,12, X, Y} (see also Table. . In addition, a possible sequence
should satisfy several conditions.

Definition 3 Consider an operator expressed in the form of - - - Z--Z , where the second - - - does not
contain Z. Then, the sequence between two Z should satisfy the following consistent condition:
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support | operator || removed symbol | next form
k Z..YZ E 77 (k)
=
k Z...727 17, Z--- 7 (k)
k 717 7 Z X (k—1)orZ---Y (k—1)
k-1 | Z . YV X ARVAQ)
=
k—1 | Z---2v(1) Q Z- X (k—1)
=
0 ZY (k—1)
k=1 | 2.2V (2) % 727 (&)
F—1 7 1Y X AVAQ)
k-1 | 7...xX 5 7Y (k-1)
=
= Z: X (k1)
k-1 2--YX Y Z--YZ (k)
=1 | Z - ZX Y ARVAAL)
F—1 71X Y A VAL

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

— Between two Z s, a single X or Y appears, which we denote by w.

- Only = and (2 appear between left Z and w, and only = and Q appear between W and right Z.

— Between the left end and the leftmost Z only = and .Q appear. Between the right end and the
rightmost Z only = and Q appear.

This means that the sequence takes the form of

R PO = L > PV S
(2,2 Z{02,EVW{02, YV Z{Q, ZY'W - - W{Q,Z}Y Z{0, Z}*, (343)

D P e e e

where {A, B}* is a sequence of A and B with arbitrary length. For example, REQZY ZEEEQEX Q27
O e
satisfies the consistent condition. In contrast, =7 =27 = does not satisfy the consistent condition, since

~ A
there is no X or Y between two Z. Similarly, Z==02X (27 does not satisfy the consistent condition,

— ~
since there is = between left Z 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 =’s is not fixed. For example, the three sequences

B e e PR S U e P
of symbols, ZQYZ=7, ZQEYEZEZ, ZQ=ZY Z, represent the same operator:

717 717 717
X7z X7z X7z
717 717 717
Y X 7 X 7
7X Y Xz - (344)
7 X 7 X %
717 712 717

ZI1XZYYYI1Z ZI1XZYYYI1Z ZIXZYYYIZ

For W = X, the position of X in the sequence of 2’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
~l —Sm-—l

same. This fact can be confirmed by the fact that = Y = provides the same products of interaction
l —m— l

coeflicients and the same sign regardless of [, and a similar fact holds for (2 XN
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— —
Thus, by removing these symbols from right and adding = or {2 (we choose a proper on repeat-
edly, we find that a k- support operator which may have a nonzero coefficient is expressed in the form

.
of a sequence of {Z =, =, Q Q X,Y} with the consistent condltlon We also find that any k-support

—
operator which may have a nonzero coefficient is connected tl ZEE..Z=ZIYYY .. .YYZ and
E E e = Z ZYY ---YIZ. Summarizing these observations, we arrive at the following result:

Lemma 26 Consider a Hamiltonian with nonzero J% and Ji ,. In a candidate of a k-support
conserved quantity Q, a k- support opemtor A may have nonzero coefficient only if A is obtained by a
— —

product of a sequence of {Z,H,H, Q 2, XY} satisfying the consistent condition (i.e., satisfying the

form of Eq. -)
In addition, let M be the number of Z in this sequence, and W (1 < 1 < M -1) be the unique W
between i-th and i+1-th Z. We denote by N; the total number ofu and Z (resp. Q and Q) touching W;

e e

in the case of W; =Y (resp. W; = X ). We express A by a sequential product of ¥; € {Z, =,5,0,0}
and W; € {X, Y} (1 <i< M —1). Then, the coefficient of A is computed as

qa = ocyy H Ju; H hw,, (345)
7 [

where we defined J := J%, J= = Jx,, and Jo := J3J% ;. The sign o = £1 is properly chosen.

The value of ¢ is specified as follows: We first write the sequence of symbols in the column expression
as Eq. ( - 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. - for example,
X 7 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 o(above operator, present operator) on all overlaps, which
is the desired o. For example, the sign of Eq. is computed as

=0(2,X)0(Z,Y)o(|Z Y|, 2)0(Z, X)o(|Z - X|, Z)0 (X, Z)o (X, Z) = +1. (346)

In the derivation of Lemma |26, we have not shown that the coefficient cX ,, are the same for
all operators (i.e., the coefficient mlght 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

c;(kZ does not separate into sectors since we can add and remove Z and choose the position of A properly
with the help of a single X or Y. An example is

~—m <_l ~_>m7l <_l71 ~_>m7l <_172 ~_>’n’7.7l ~
(ZE )1(—)(—)(5 A=) )L—H—l(_)(E A=) X)L_H_Q(—)(E A= XZ)L_1+2<—>~~~
~_>m7l ~_)172 _>mfl ~_)l71 ~_>m71 ~—m

~(Z2 XZE he (2 XZE g o (XZE poigs & (Z2 )m—iys. (347)

=
3% Note that if we add only 5 to the left, then in some cases we cannot derive a contradiction although it
< o —

N
should have a zero coefficient. An example is == ---ZEYEZ ... 5 = ZYY ... YY Z, where removal of = and

— —
addition of = do not change the operator. To clarify the contradiction, we add {2 to the left end, which results
— = —

4 e — = 4 — =

in 25 -EYZEE.---E & oo 20V E. The last operator 22.--- QY= = ZZXZX --- ZXZXZ does
not form a pair since we cannot remove both X7 and Z1Z 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 Z for the
following reason. If there is no Z 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 ZYYY ---YY 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 Z and the position of Z cannot move by adding and removing
other operators (5 and £2). In this case, we need to construct a sequence connecting two operators
whose Z’s 51‘5 on different sites.

We take ( =7)1 = (ZYY1Z); with k = 5 as an example. We first consider commutators generating
k + 1-support operator (ZYYYIZ) as m

Z0YYIZ ZYYX
ZX Z12Z. (349)
ZYYYIZ ZYYYIZ

We next consider commutators generating k-support operator (ZYYY X)), as

ZLYY X Z1YY X
ZX ZX (350)
ZYYYX ZYYYX

Here we need not consider the contributions of

XYY X YXY X
77 Z1Z . (351)
ZYYYX ZYYYX

The former k — 1-support operator XYY X forms a pair with XYY I1Z as

XYY X XYYIZ
zZ17Z XZ
XYYYIlZ XYYYIZ

: (352)

while k-support operator XYY 1Z does not satisfy the form of Lemma implying zero coefficient.
The latter k — 1-support operator Y XY X is the unique operator generating k + 1-support operator

YXYYIZ as
YXY X

Z127, (353)
YXYYIZ

which implies a zero coefficient.
We finally consider commutators generating k + 1-support operator (ZYYYI1Z); as

Z,YYIZ ZYYX
Z X ZI1Z, (354)
ZYYYIZ ZYYYIZ

which is a one-site shift of Eq. (349).
Combining these relations, we have a sequence of pairs as

(ZYYIZ), < (ZYY X)L, 5 (ZYY X)1 < (ZYYIZ)s, (355)

which clearly shows the one-site shift of the operator ZY'YIZ. Applying this shift process repeatedly,

we can move the position of 7 to any place, which confirms the commonness of coefficient cﬁ(kz
Similar arguments as above work for general k, leading to the following lemma.

Lemma 27 Consider a Hamiltonian ([311)) with nonzero J% and J% ,. The coefficient ckkz in Lemma
is indeed position independent.

37 Here we do not consider the contribution of

XYYIZ
Z Z (348)
ZYYYTZ

since this k-support operator does not satisfy the form of Lemma
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7.3 Integrable case: J5,, = hx =hz =0

We notice that a Hamiltonian (311]) with nonzero is integrable if J., = hx = hz = 0 is satisfied (JZ,
J% ,, and hy can take a nonzero value). The Hamiltonian reads

H=Y [J3ZiZiss+ Jx7(XiZis1 + ZiXis1) + 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:

X@ — leg"'Zl'_lZi, (357)
Y, — XiXZ'+1, (358)
A WAV REE Zi—I}/iXi—i-l- (359)

Under this transformation, the Hamiltonian ([356)) is mapped onto

H' =Y " [J32:Zix1 + Tk z(YiXip1 + XiYin) + hy XiXia) - (360)

i
A proper global spin rotation diagonalizes this Hamiltonian, which reads the XYZ model.

Theorem 5 Consider a Hamiltonian (311)). This Hamiltonian is integrable if J,, = hx = hz =0 is
satisfied.

7.4 Demonstrating that the remaining k-support operators have zero coefficients
7.4.1 Case with J%, # 0

We here consider a Hamiltonian (311)) with nonzero J%, J% , and JJ ,, where all magnetic field terms,

hx, hy, and hyz can take nonzero values. Since all the remaining coefficients employ the common factor
— —

cﬁ(’kZ, it suffices to prove that k-support operator ZZ...Z = ZIY* 37 has zero coefficient.
We first consider commutators generating k-support operator ZZXY*~ 47 a
g g pp P

ZIYYFSYZ ZZXYF5Z ZY YFSY Z
A Xz ZIZ , (362)
ZZXYSYZ ZZXYFSYZ ZZXYRFPY Z

which leads to

Jy2z1vi-sz + Ix zAzzxyr—57 + J5azyr-sz = 0. (363)

38 Here we do not consider the contributions of

ZZXYSXY Y XYY Z
Z17Z ZX (361)
ZZXYFSYvyZ Z7Z XYY Z

since these k — 1-support operators have already been shown to have zero coefficients in Lemma
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We first treat the last k& — l-support operator ZY*3Z, by considering commutators generating
k-support operator ZY*~2Z as

ZYYFSYY Z ZYYYFSY Z XYYFSYY Z ZYYYFSY X
Z X X7 YAVA Z 7,
ZYYYFSYY Z ZYYYFSYY Z ZYYYFSYY Z ZYYYFSYY Z
(365)
which leads to
2Jx zAzvi-37 — Jgzaxyi-37 — g zazyr-sx = 0. (366)

Both XY*3Z and ZY*~3X form a pair with k-support operators ZIY*=3Z and ZY*~31Z respec-
tively as

XYh4yz ZIYYHiZ
Z17Z2 Xz (367)
ZIYYFTY Z ZIYYFiY Z

and

ZY Y4 X ZY4Y 17
7172 ZX , (368)
ZYY*IY1Z ZYYFiviz

which respectively lead to

—J5axyr-sz + Ixz0z1yr—37 =0 (369)
and

~J7a4zyr-sx + Ixzqzyr-s12 = 0. (370)
Since Lemmasuggests qzye-srz = (—1)* g yr-s4, we find

dgyhsy = J% dz1vyk-37 k 1S Odd ) (371)
0 k is even

We next treat the middle k— 1-support operator in Eq. ([362)), ZZXY*~>Z. To this end, we examine
a more general relation. We consider commutators generating k-support operator ZY "1 ZXY*k=5-"7

39 Here we need not consider the contributions of

YXYFPYY Z ZYYYF?PXY
zZIZ Z1IZ, (364)
ZYYYFPYY Z ZYYYFPYY Z

since these k — 1-support operators have already been shown to have zero coefficients in Lemma
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ad™]
ZY"ZXYk6nyz ZYYrZXyk-6ng
ZX Xz
ZYY"ZXYFO Y Z ZYY"ZXYFOnyZ
ZYY"IYYkSMYZ ZyyrzXYkbmy
ZZz 7 Z, (375)
ZYY"ZXYFOS Y Z ZYY"ZXYFO oy 7

which leads to

Jx20zvnzxvi-5-nz + Jx 20zynr1zxv5-0-n7 + JgzQzyniiryi—i-ng — JpzQzy i1 g xyr—6-nx ? 0. )

376

Here, the last k — 1-support operator ZY"t1ZXY*=6-"X forms a pair with k-support operator
ZY"ZXYF5"[7 as

ZY YnZXYh—6-n X ZYZXYk Sy [ 7
712 ZX , (377)
ZYY"ZXYF " Y7 ZYY'ZXYFO Y ]Z

which leads to

7J%QZY"+IZXY’C*6*"X - J)I(ZQZY"ZXY’C*E’*"IZ =0. (378)
This k-support operator ZY"ZXY*=5-"]7 satisfies the form in Lemma Plugging Eq. into
Eq. , we have

1 Jl
n zZ zZ _
(-1 <QZY"ZXY’~"5"Z +qzyn+tizxyrh—6-nz + gL dzyniirykoiong + T2 zyrzxyksoniz | = 0.
Xz z

(379)
This relation holds for 0 < n < k — 6.
For n = k — 5, the k — 1-support operator ZY*5ZXZ is connected to another k — l-support
operator aﬂ
ZYFS57Z X Z ZYYFDSZY ZYYkST1Y Z
zZ X YAV zZ Z (381)
ZYYF?PZXZ ZYYF 7 X Z ZYYF 72X Z

40 Here we need not consider the contribution of

YXY" 1 ZXYFO Yy Z
ZIZ , (372)
ZYYY" 1 ZXYFS "y Z

since this k — 1-support operator has already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma
We also do not consider the contribution of

XY"ZXYykomyZz
Z Z ) (373)
ZYY"ZXYF5 Yy Z

since this k — 1-support operator XY"ZXY* °""Z is shown to have zero coefficient as follows: This operator
forms a pair with k-support operator ZIY"T1ZXY*=6""7 a5

XY "ZXY+ Sy Z ZIYY"ZXYk 6" 7
Z1Z X Z. (374)
ZIYY"ZXYFS "y Z ZIYY"ZXYF5"y 7

However, this k-support operator ZIY" 1 ZXY*5-"Z does not satisfy the form in Lemma [26| and thus has
zero coefficient.

4l Here we need not consider the contribution of
XYt zXx2Zz

A (380)
ZYYF P ZXZ

since this k — 1-support operator has already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma
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which leads to
Ixz4zvi-sz2x2 + Jy20zvi-1z2y + Jpzqzvi-aryz = 0. (382)
The k — 1-support operator ZY*=4ZY is further connected a@
ZYkF41ZY ZYYFHAT Z

Z X 7 X, (385)
ZYYFTZY ZYYFTZyY

which leads to
X z0zyr-1zy + Jxzqzyi-s17 = 0. (386)

Now we combine the obtained relations. From Lemma we notice that

qQzyn+ijyk-a-ngz = (*1)n+1‘IZ1kaSZ (387)

and
dzynzxyk—5-n]z = U4zzXY*=5]1Z- (388)

Summing Eq. from n = 0 to n = k — 6, combining Eqs. and , with plugging these

relations, we have

Iz

J1_dzIvk=sz = 0 (389)
Xz

dzzXYk—57 — (k - 3)

for odd k, and

J: JLy,

qzzxvk—sz + %QZZXY’C*WZ —(k—=3) qzryr-3z =0 (390)
z

1
JXZ

for even k. In the case of even k, we further use the following relation suggested by Lemma

J2
qQzzXY+—517 = _JTZQZIY’V*?’Z- (391)
Xz
Finally, combining Eqs. (363)), (371]), with Eq. (389) (odd k) or Eq. (390) (even k), we arrive at
(k—=1)J32qz1v%-32 =0 (392)

regardless of the parity of k. This directly implies that the coefficient of ZIY*~3Z is zero, which is the
desired result.

Theorem 6 Consider a Hamiltonian (311) with nonzero J%, J% , and J%,. This Hamiltonian has no
k-local conserved quantity with 4 <k < L/2.

42 Here we need not consider the contributions of

XYktzy YXYFOZY
Z 7 zZIZ (383)
ZYYFTZY ZYYYF P ZY

since these k — 1-support operators have already shown to have zero coefficients in Lemma
We also need not consider the contribution of

ZYYF*tz 2z

X, (384)
ZYY" 'z

since this k-support operator has already been shown to have a zero coefficient in Lemma



59

7.4.2 Case with hx # 0 and J}, =0

We next consider the Hamiltonian in case B1 with hx # 0 and J}, = 0:

0 X; 0 0Jx,\ (X
H =Y (Xisz Yira Ziva) [ 0 Yi|+> (Xin Y1 Zin) [ 0 0 0 | | Y
2 1
i J Z; i Jxz0 0 Z;
X;
+ Z (hx hy hz) [ Yi |, (393)
i Z;

where hy and hz can take both zero and nonzero values. Thanks to Lemma all the remaining
coefficients employ the common factor cﬁ(’kZ, implying that it suffices to prove that k-support operator

= =
ZZ ... 5 = ZIY*3Z has zero coefficient.
First we consider commutators generating k-support operator ZIZY* 47 ad®|

ZIYYSYYZ ZIZY+FSYy Z
X X Z, (395)
ZIZY*SYY Z ZIZYFSYY Z

which leads to
—hxazrye-sz + Jxzz17v+-57 = 0. (396)

We next consider commutators generating k-support operator ZY "1 [ZYFk=5—nz a@

ZY'[ ZYkSny 7z  Zzyyr[Zykb6mg ZY Y'Y Y6y 7
ZX X Z X (398)

)

ZY Y I ZYFS Yy Z ZY Y ZYFS Yy 7z ZY Y ZYFS5 "y 7

which leads to

1 1 _
Ixzqzyn1zvi-5-nz + Ix z0zvn+11zvk-6-nz — Axqzyntipys-—a-ng = 0. (399)

This relation holds for 0 < n < k — 6.
For n = k — 5, we consider commutators generating k-support operator ZY*~*I1ZZ as

ZY"SI1Z27 ZYYESTY ZYY*SIY Z
7 X Xz X (400)
ZYYFS1Z22Z ZYYFS1Z2Z ZYYFS1ZZ

which leads to

X282y 5122 — Jx z9zve-11v — hxdzyr—1ryz = 0. (401)

43 Here we need not consider the contribution of

ZIYYFSXY
ZIZ, (394)
ZI1ZY*SvyvyZz

since this k — 1-support operator has already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma
44 Here we need not consider the contributions of

YXY I ZzYykFSo Ty 2 ZY" [ ZykHTr Xy
ZI1Z Z 17, (397)
ZYYY ' IZYFS5 "y Z ZYy"H1zy="—"vYvY_Z

since these k — 1-support_operators have already been shown to have zero coefficients in Lemma [25] Similar
arguments hold for Egs. (400) and (402).
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Finally, we consider commutators generating k-support operator ZY* =3IV as

ZYkATY ZYYkAIZ
7 X X, (402)
ZYYFTTY ZYYFTIYy

which leads to
Jxz4zyr-11y — hxdqzys-s1z = 0. (403)
Summing Eq. ([399) from n = 0 to n = k — 6 with multiplying (—1)"*!, and plugging Eqs. (396),

(401)), and (403)), we arrive at
—hx(k = 2)qzryr-s7 =0, (404)

where we used Eq. (387)). This relation directly implies the desired relation, qzryr-3s5 = 0.
Combining our finding with Theorem [6] we have the following theorem:

Theorem 7 Consider a Hamiltonian (311) with nonzero J%, J%,. We assume that one of J%, and
hx is nonzero. Then, this Hamiltonian has no k-local conserved quantity with 4 <k < L/2.

7.4.8 Case with hz #0 and J}, =hx =0

We finally consider the Hamiltonian in case B1 with hz # 0 and J, = hx = 0:

0 X; 0 0JL,\ /X
H :Z (Xi+2 Yiio Zi+2) 0 Y | + Z (Xi+1 Yita Z¢+1) 0 0 0 Y;
i 2l \z] 45 g0 0 ) \z
X;
+>_ (0hy hz) [ Yi ], (405)
§ Z;

where hy can take both zero and nonzero values. Thanks to Lemma all the remaining coefficients
~ —

employ the common factor cﬁg’kZ, implying that it suffices to prove that k-support operator Z='- - -
ZIY*=37 has zero coefficient.
First we consider commutators generating k-support operator ZIXY* 47 a@

ZIYYkSY Z YYSYZ ZIXYFDZ
Z Z17 X Z, (407)
ZIXYFSY Z ZIXYF5YZ ZIXYFOY Z

[1]

which leads to
hzqzryi—az + J3qyi—az + Jx z4z1xy5-37 = 0. (408)
We first examine the k — 2-support operator Y*=3Z, by considering commutators generating k — 1-
support operator Y*~27 ad™|

YYkSY Z XYF5YYZ
Xz z , (413)
YYFSYY Z YYFOYYZ

45 Here we need not consider the contribution of
ZIXY" XY
zZ I Z, (406)
ZIXY"®YvYyZ

since this k — 1-support operator has already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma@
46 Here we need not consider the contribution of
Ym X Yk—3—m VA
7 (409)

Y"y vz

with 1 < m < k — 3, since k — l-support operator Y™ XY* 3~™Z forms a pair with k-support operator
ZIXY™ 1XY* 3 "7 which does not satisfy Lemma [26| and thus has zero coefficient.
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which leads to

Ixzqy+-sz = hzqxyr-sz = 0. (414)
The k — 1-support operator XY*~3Z forms a pair with k-support operator ZIY*3Z as

XYty Z ZIYYF*tZ

Z17 X 7z, (415)
ZIYYFTY Z ZIYYFiY Z

which leads to
—JZaxyr-sz + Ixzqz1ve-sz = 0. (416)
Plugging Eq. (416) into Eq. (414)), we find
hz
Qyk-3z = JTQZIY’“*3Z- (417)
Z

We next treat the k — l-support operator in Eq. (408), ZIXY*=5Z. To this end, we consider
commutators generating k-support operator ZY "t IXYF > "7 a

ZY'"IXYFOS Y 7z ZYYyrIXYk6mz JV YN[y Yhb-ny »
ZX X Z Z . (419)
ZYY'IXYFO Y7 ZYY'IXYFOnYZ ZYY'IXYFOnYZ

which leads to

Jx24zynixyr—s-nz + Jx zdzyniirxyr—o-nz + hzqzyntiryr-s-—ny = 0. (420)

This relation holds for 0 < n < k — 6.
For n = k — 5, we consider commutators generating k-support operator ZY* 41X 7 as

ZYFSIXZ ZYYFSIY Z
7 X z (421)
ZYYFSIXZ ZYYFPIXZ

We also need not consider the contribution of

Y2 x
Y, (410)
Y2 Z

since k — 1-support operator Y*~2X has already shown to be zero in Lemma
Moreover, we need not consider the contribution of

YY" XY
Z 127, (411)
YYFSYY Z

since this k-support operator ZIXY* ®XY is generated only by

Y YFOIXY
ZI1Z , (412)
ZIXYFSXYy

implying gy xyr-sxy = 0. Note that no commutator of k-support operator satisfying the form in Lemma [26]
and 1-support operator Y or Z generates ZIXYF XY,
47 Here we need not consider the contributions of

YXY" ' IXYFSTYZ ZYY'IXYFTT"XY
zZIZ Z 17, (418)
ZYY Y"1 IXYFS Yy Z ZYY'IXYF™YY Z

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
X 20zy+-s51xz + hzazyr-1ryz = 0. (422)

Summing Eq. (420) with multiplying (—1)" from n = 0 to n = k — 6, and plugging the sum and

Eqgs. (417) and (422) into Eq. (408)), we arrive at
(k= 2)hzqzryr-sz =0, (423)

where we used Eq. (387)). This relation directly implies the desired relation, ¢z ryr-35 = 0.
Combining our finding with Theorem [7} we have the following theorem:

Theorem 8 Consider a Hamiltonian (311)) with nonzero J%, J%,. We assume that one of J5,, hx,
and hz is nonzero. Then, this Hamiltonian has no k-local conserved quantity with 4 < k < L/2.

Since a Hamiltonian (311)) with JL, = 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 Jx = Jyy = J%x, = J3, = 0 and J, # 0 (Case B2)

We finally consider case B2, where all the matrix elements of J! except for JL, are zero, and J},
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=Y J3Z112Zi+ J};Zi1 Zi + hx Xi + hz Zi, (424)

where JZ, JL,, 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 =), JZ;1Z; + hx X; + hzZ;) [30], though some additional cares are
required in our setup.

We consider a candidate of k-local conserved quantity ) and show that all the coefficients of
k-support operators are zero.

Lemmatells 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<® .- W' is generated only by

W o W
Z1 Z . (425)
ZIWe - W’

Lemma 28 Consider a Hamiltonian (424]) with nonzero J%, Jéz, 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 Lemmal7 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.
and then treat operators in the form of Z--- Z in Sec.
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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 operator W - - - Z with a nonzero coefficient should take the form of W --- W'IZ
(W e {X,Y}). In other words, W --- ZIZ and W - - - I Z have zero coefficients. This fact can be seen
by considering commutators generating ZIW<® .- AIZ as

W . AIZ  ZIWC®- «
Z1 Z ZIZ. (426)
ZIWS-AIZ ZIWe---AIZ

For the existence of the latter commutator, operator A should be X or Y.
We next consider commutators generating k-support operator Y IW¢... W'¢ a@

ZIWe-- W° YIWS- Z
X X . (428)
YIWe - W° YIWe . W-"

For the existence of the latter commutator, W’ should be X. Notice that the latter k-support operator
YIWE®...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 with nonzero J%, Ji,, 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)™IZ or ZI(XI)™Y with k = 2m + 3.

In addition, these two coefficients are related as qy (1xym1z = —qQzr(xnmy -

Note in passing that the remaining operators in Lemma [29| can be expressed as

X Z 17
Z1Z X
X zZ 17
zZ1Z X
X Z1 Z
Z1 Z , (429)
- Z 17
A A X
X zZ1Zz
zZ 17z X
YIXIXT oo oo I1X1Z ZIXIXT- oo on IXIY

which is helpful in understanding procedures in this and the next subsection.
We remark that we do not discuss the commonnness of coefficients of ¢, since our proof presented
below works as the proof that (Y (IX)™1Z); and (ZI(XI)™Y); have zero coefficients for all 1.

48 Here we need not consider the contribution of

YIiwe... w
Z (427)
YTWS - W

since the k-support operator YIW¢ ... W’ has already been shown to have zero coefficient in Lemma ?7?.
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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 (I X)™IZ has zero coefficient. To
this end, we first consider commutators generating k + 1-support operator ZX (IX)™IZ as

Y (IX)"'IXI1Z ZXIX)"'IY
77 712, (430)
ZXUX)" TIX12Z ZX{UX)"'IXIZ

which leads to
JéZQY(IX)""IZ + J%QZX(IX)’"-UY = 0. (431)

The k—1-support operator ZX (I X)™~1IY is connected to other operators by considering commutators
generating k-support operator ZZY (IX)™ 1Y aﬁ

ZXUAX)y" 1Yy ZzZYy(IX)"'1Zz ZIXIX)"'IY
Z17Z X A (433)

9

ZZY (IX)" Y1y ZZYIX)"'IY ZZY (IX)" 1Y

which leads to
*J%QZX(IX)MAIY + hXQZZY(IX)m”IZ + JézQZ(IX)mIY =0. (434)

Note that at present we have no information on qzzy(rx)ym-17z since both ends of this k-support
operator ZZY (IX)™ 17 are Z and therefore this operator is out of the scope of Lemma

To treat k-support operator ZZY (IX)™ 117 and similar operators, we further consider commu-
tators generating k-support operator Y (IX)"ZY (IX)™ 1="[Z as

ZIX)mZY (IX)" 2" IXI1Z YUIX)"ZY (IX)"2"]Y
X ZI17Z
YUX) ZY(UX)" 2 "IX12Z Y (IX)"ZY(UX)"*"1X1Z
Y (IX)" I X (IX)" 2 "IXIZ
A4 , (435)
YUX)ZY UX)" 2 "IX17Z

which leads to
hxaz(ix)y zv(r1xym-1-n17 + J30y (1x) 2y (1x)m-2-n1v — Sy 70y (1xym 12 = 0. (436)
In addition, we consider commutators generating k-support operator Z(IX)" " 1ZY (IX)™ 27"1Z7 as

Y (IX)"ZY (IX)™=2n]Y ZIX(IX)"ZY (IX)"2"]Z
ZI17 X
ZIXUX) ZY IX)™ 2 "]Y ZIXUX)"ZY IX)"F"]Y
ZIX(IX)" I X (IX)"2"]Y
A 7 (437)
ZIXUX)"ZY UX)" 2 "]Y

which leads to

J%‘]Y(IX)”ZY(IX)W*Q*”IY + hXQZ(IX)"“ZY(IX)W*Q*"IZ - JéZQZ(IX)mIY =0. (438)

4% Note that k-support operators one of whose end is not Z should take the form shown in Lemma and
thus we need not consider, for example, the contributions of

ZZY(IX)"'I1X ZZZ(IX)"'1Y
Z X (432)
ZZY (IX)"T'1IY ZZYy (IX)"'1Y

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 gy (;xymrz = —qzr(xnmy, we find

hXQZ(IX)”ZY(IX)m*P"IZ - hXQZ(IX)”+1ZY(IX)m*Q*"IZ - QJéZQY(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)™ 1ZYIZ as

Z(IX)y"'zYI1Z Y (IX)"'ZX Y (IX)"' I X1Z
X Z127 Z 7 (440)

9

Y (IX)" T ZYTZ Y(IX)"1ZYTZ Y(UX)" 1 ZY TZ
which leads to

thZ(IX)mfIZYIZ - J%QY(IX)'”*1ZX - JézQY(IX)mIZ =0. (441)
Finally, we consider commutators generating k-support operator Z(IX)™ZX as
Y (IX)" ' ZX ZIXIX)"'1Y
Z17 Z 7z, (442)
ZIXUX)"1ZX ZIXUX)"'ZX

which leads to

J%‘]Y(IX)”*ZX + JéZ‘]Z(IX)mIY =0. (443)

Summing Eq. (439) from n = 0 to n = m — 2, and plugging Eqgs. (431)), (434)), (441)), and (443)), we
arrive at

2mJy zqz(1xym 1y = 0. (444)

ince , this relation directly implies gz ;xymry = 0, which is the desired relation.
Si JéZ 0, this relation directly impli (IX) 0, which is the desired relati

Lemma 30 Consider a Hamiltonian (424]) with nonzero J%, JéZ, 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 a

7. xxZ Y. W
X zZ 17Z. (446)
Y .- xx Z Y o x xZ

The latter & — 2-support operator Y --- W forms a pair with k-support operator ZIX ---Z as

7172 X . (447)
ZIX W ZIX W

For the existence of the latter commutator, W = Y is imposed. The k-support operator ZI1X ---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 oo« W
. ZZ, (445)
Y - % x Z

since k — l-support operator Y --- x W with W € {X,Y} have already shown to have zero coefficient in

Lemma @
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Lemma 31 Consider a Hamiltonian ([424)) with nonzero J%, J5,, 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)™IZ with k = 2m + 3.

Note in passing that the remaining operators in Lemma [31] can be expressed as

ZIZ
X
Z1Z
X
ZI Z
(448)
Z 12
X
ZI1Z
ZIXTXT - IX1Z

We remark that we do not discuss the commonness of coefficients of ¢, since our proof presented
below works as the proof that (Z(IX)™IZ); has zero coeflicient 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 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€ ... 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 1Z ZIWS.-.. W°
Z1 Z Z 12Z2. (449)
ZIWS W12 ZIWe--- W 12

The latter k — 1-support operator ZIW<®---W’S forms a pair with another k — 1-support operator aﬂ
ZIWe... W'* YTWS®. .. x

X . (451)
YIWS - W*° YIWe .- W"

For the existence of the latter commutator, * should be Z due to Lemma which implies ' = X
and W' =Y (i.e., W = X). Now the latter commutator YIW®- .- 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 .- APZ ZIW®... APe ZIWC--- % P
zZI Z Z Z Z1Z. (452)
ZIWe - APZ ZIWe -APZ ZIW<---APZ

However, we notice that both k-support operators in the latter two commutators cannot be the form
of Z(IX)™IZ from the following observations. In the former one, P°¢ cannot be Z. In the latter one,
x 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

YIWS - Z W  YIW - I W
Z Z zZ 7, (450)
YIWS - IW*° YIW - ZWF

since these k — 1-support operators have already been shown to have zero coefficients in Lemma
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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 XIXTI---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)™IZ, 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 J%, JéZ, and hx. In a candidate of a k-
support conserved quantity @, 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)™IZ 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)™~!IY. To see this fact, we consider
commutators generating k-support operator ZIW<®--- W' as

ZI Z X . (453)
ZIWS-«- W' ZIWS--- W’

Here, to restrict possible commutators, we used the fact that a k-support operator which may have
a nonzero coefficient is only Z(IX)™IZ. For the existence of the latter commutator, W’ = Y and
We...=(XI)™ are imposed.

Lemma 33 Consider a Hamiltonian (424]) with nonzero J%, J%Z, 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)™ 1Y with k = 2m + 3.

We start with the fact that k-support operator Z(IX)™IZ forms a pair with k— 2-support operator
Y(IX)™ Y as
Z{IX)'1rxrz y(dxX)t1y
X Z 17, (454)
Y(IX)" ' IXTZ Y(AX)"1IXIZ

which leads to
hxqzxym1z + J50y (1xym—11y = 0. (455)

We next consider commutators generating k — 2-support operator X Z(X1)™~1Y as
Y I (X)) 'Y XZ(XI)™t'2Z

77 X, (456)
XZ(XD" 'Y XZX)"'y

which leads to
JéZQY(IX)"”*UY +hxqxzxnm-1z = 0. (457)

Here we need not consider contributions from operators with longer supports (k — 1-support operators
or k-support operators) as

XZ(XHm1'X7Z XZ((XD)™'XI1Z
A Z17, (458)
X Z (X" 1Y X Z (X" 1Y

since these k — 1-support operator and k-support operator have already been shown to have zero
coefficients in Lemma [32] and Lemma 30l
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We then consider commutators generating k-support operators ZIY Z(XI1)™ 17 as

XZ( XN 2XI12Z ZI1Y Z (XI)m2Y ZIX I (X" 2X1Z
ZIY Z (X" 2X1Z ZIY Z( X" 2?X1Z ZI1Y Z(X)"?X1Z

which leads to
—JZaxz(xnym-17 + J3az1v z2(xnym-2y — Jgzaz1(x1ym 7 = 0. (460)

We further consider commutators generating k—2-support operator Y (IX)"IY Z(XI)™~2~"Y a
ZUAX)IY Z (X" 2"y Y (IX)'IY Z(X)"2"Z YUIX)"IXI(X[)" 2"y

X X 72z 7
YUX)IYZ(XD"2"Y Y(IX)VIYZ(XD" 27"y Y(UIX)PIY Z(XI)"2"Y
(461)

which leads to
hxqz(rx)ory z(xnm-2-ny + hx @y (1x)yn1v z(xnym-2-nz + J 5 zav (1xym-11y = 0. (462)

In addition, we consider commutators generating k-support operator Z(IX)" ™1 IY Z(XI)™ 277 as

Y (IX)"IY Z (XD 3" XTZ ZIX{IX"IY Z(XI)m 3"y
A A ZI1Z
ZIXUX)'IYZXD)" 3 "X1Z ZIXUX)"IY Z(X)"3"X1Z
ZIXIX)"IX I (X" 3"XIZ
A4 , (463)
ZIXUX)" 1Y Z( X" 3" X172

which leads to

J%QY(IX)MYZ(XI)W%”Z + J%QZ(IX)”“IYZ(XI)””*3*”Y - JéZQZ(IX)mIZ =0. (464)

Combining Egs. (462)) and (464]) with the help of Eq. (455)), we find

Jl
dz(IX)nI1Y Z(XI)ym—2-nY — qZ(IX)n+1]y Z(X[)m—3—ny T 2%;QY(IX)"L*11Y =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)™ Y ZZ as

Y (IX)"21YZ7Z ZIX({IX)"2IXZ ZIX(IX)" 21X 1Z
ZIZ Z1Z Z7Z ., (466)
ZIXUX)"2IYZZ ZIXUX)"21YZ2Z ZIXUX)"2IY ZZ

which leads to
J%QY(IX)W*Z’IYZZ - J%QZ(IX)MZ - JéZ‘]Z(IX)mIZ =0. (467)

T% obtained k — 1-support operator Z(IX)™Z forms a pair with k — 2-support operator Y (I1X)™ 1Y
a
ZIX(IX)"2IXZ YIX{IX)™?IY
X A (468)
YIX(UX)"?2IXZ YIXUX)"?IXZ

which leads to
hxqzaxymz + JéZQY(IX)’”—llY =0. (469)

52 Here we need not consider contributions from commutators with shrinking the size of support, for the same
reason as Eq. .

Here we need not consider the shrinking case (i.e., a commutator of k-support operator and 2-support
operator generates k — l-support operator Z(I1X)™Z).
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Summing Eq. (465) from n = 0 to n = m — 3 and plugging Eqgs. (455)), (457), (460), Eq. (462) with
n =m — 2, and Eqs. (467) and (469)), we arrive at

277%7%2@2(1)()%@12 = 0. (470)
Since JéZ # 0, we conclude qz(;x)mrz = 0, which completes the proof.

Theorem 9 Consider a Hamiltonian (129) with J2 # 0, Jxx = Jiy = Jxz = Jy, = 0, and
JL, #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. ) 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 in
Sec. 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. , 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. , although the minimum nontrivial candidate is

~
k=4 (eg., ZZ = 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 {2 is 3-support and thus the minimum nontrivial candidate with {2 is a 5-support operator

~
ZQ=7IXZ7Z.

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 hy # 0 and Jx # Jy (i.e., 1 — Jx/Jy # 0), and hence ¢ = 0 is concluded. On the other hand,
in the analysis of Z---Z in case A of rank 1, the obtained relations (308) and do not take this
form in that we do not assume —(2m — 1)(J% y)? + (J3y)? — (Jy4)? # 0. In fact, this quantity can be
zero under the assumption of case A of rank 1. To obtain the desired relation ci&l;_ 27 = 0, we need
to add two obtained relations and 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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