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We study operator growth in many-body systems with on-site spins larger than 1/2, considering
both non-integrable and integrable regimes. Specifically, we compute Lanczos coefficients in the one-
and two-dimensional Ising models for spin values S = 1/2, 1, and 3/2, and observe asymptotically
linear growth bn ∼ n. On the integrable side, we investigate the Potts model and find square-root
growth bn ∼

√
n. Both results are consistent with the predictions of the Universal Operator Growth

Hypothesis. To analyze operator dynamics in this setting, we employ a generalized operator basis
constructed from tensor products of shift and clock operators, extending the concept of Pauli strings
to higher local dimensions. We further report that the recently introduced formalism of equivalence
classes of Pauli strings can be naturally extended to this setting. This formalism enables the
study of simulable Heisenberg dynamics by identifying dynamically isolated operator subspaces of
moderate dimensionality. As an example, we introduce the Kitaev-Potts model with spin-1, where
the identification of such a subspace allows for exact time evolution at a computational cost lower
than that of exact diagonalization.

Introduction The question of how an initially local
quantum operator evolves within the many-body op-
erator space has long attracted attention, both due
to its fundamental significance [1–10] and, more re-
cently, because of its emerging role in practical computa-
tional methods [11–19]. Heisenberg-picture approaches
based on operator dynamics are increasingly viewed as
a promising addition to the toolbox of computational
many-body physics, particularly in settings where ten-
sor network techniques [20–22] may face limitations due
to volume-law operator entanglement. Recent progress
has demonstrated that techniques such as the recursion
method and Pauli truncation methods [11, 12, 14, 23]
have been successfully applied to two-dimensional [13, 17]
and even three-dimensional [18, 19] systems.

Most studies of operator growth have focused on many-
body systems of interacting spin-1/2 particles, where the
operator space has a convenient basis of Pauli strings.
This naturally raises the question of how operator growth
behaves in systems with higher on-site spin. Such sys-
tems are relevant in the context of qudit-based quan-
tum technologies, certain NMR experiments, and are also
of fundamental interest, as increasing the local Hilbert
space dimension brings the system closer to the classical
limit. Progress has been made on this topic in the single-
particle case [24] and in the state version of the Lanczos
algorithm [25].

Another important motivation is to directly test the
Universal Operator Growth Hypothesis (UOGH) [6] in
such systems. While UOGH is expected to hold in generic
many-body systems, direct confirmation in systems with
spins larger than 1/2 remains limited.

In this work, we present a systematic study of opera-
tor growth in systems with local spin greater than 1/2,
exploring both non-integrable and integrable regimes. In

the non-integrable case, we observe that the Lanczos co-
efficients bn grow linearly with the iteration step, bn ∼ n,
while in the integrable case, they exhibit slower, square-
root growth, bn ∼

√
n. These results are consistent with

the predictions of the UOGH.

We perform our calculations using a basis of general-
ized Pauli strings, which extends the concept of Pauli
strings to systems with local spin greater than 1/2. Es-
sentially, this basis is a tensor product of shift and clock
operators acting on different sites. We argue that this
basis is particularly well-suited for studying operator
growth in such systems. Its key property—analogous to
the spin-1/2 case—is that the product of two generalized
Pauli strings yields another string from the same basis.
This closure under multiplication enables an efficient im-
plementation of the numerical Lanczos procedure, fol-
lowing the same conceptual framework used in spin-1/2
models.

Interestingly, in our recent work [9], we introduced a
formalism based on equivalence classes of Pauli strings.
This approach reveals that, for certain types of quantum
evolution, the operator space decomposes into dynami-
cally isolated subspaces, some of which have polynomial
dimension. As a result, the Heisenberg evolution of any
operator within such a subspace can be simulated ef-
ficiently in polynomial time. This framework helps to
unify various instances of simulable Heisenberg dynam-
ics, including matchgate circuits and the Kitaev models.
A similar approach for exact dimensionality reduction in
quantum dynamics has recently appeared from the oper-
ator ∗-algebra perspective [26].

In the present work, we show that this formalism nat-
urally extends to the operator space built from gener-
alized Pauli strings. For higher-spin systems, where the
complexity of operator dynamics grows more rapidly, the
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identification of such isolated subspaces becomes even
more valuable. Using this approach, we demonstrate ex-
act dimensionality reduction in the Kitaev-Potts chain.

The paper is organized as follows: we first introduce
the basic concepts, followed by our results on the appli-
cation of the Lanczos algorithm to the 1D and 2D Ising
models with spins S = 1/2, S = 1, and S = 3/2. We
then discuss the d-state Potts model for d = 2, 3, 4. Fi-
nally, we address the separation of the operator space
into equivalence classes for higher spins, followed by a
discussion of our results.

Operator growth We are interested in the Heisenberg
evolution of an operator A. In the Heisenberg picture,
the time evolution of A is given by A(t) = eitHAe−itH .
Introducing the Liouvillian superoperator L ≡ [H, ·], the
Heisenberg equation of motion becomes ∂tA(t) = iLA(t),
with the formal solution A(t) = eitLA, which can also be
expressed as:

A(t) =

∞∑
k=0

(it)k

k!
[H, . . . , [H, [H,A]] . . . ], (1)

This expansion plays a central role in methods based on
operator growth. It also highlights the main computa-
tional challenge: evaluating nested commutators between
many-body operators within an exponentially large op-
erator space.

In this space, we define a scalar product between op-
erators as:

(A|B) ≡ tr(A†B)/dim(H), (2)

where dim(H) is the Hilbert space dimension (assumed
finite). This scalar product induces the norm ∥A∥ =√
(A|A).
A standard basis for analyzing operator growth is the

orthogonal Lanczos basis {An}, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , defined
iteratively: |A0) = ∥A∥−1|A), |A1) = L|A0), and

bn = ∥An∥, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , (3)

|An) = b−1
n−1L|An−1)− bn−1b

−1
n−2|An−2) n = 1, 2, . . .

The coefficients bn known as Lanczos coefficients, encode
rich information about operator dynamics. For example,
they can be used to compute the infinite-temperature au-
tocorrelation function C(t) ≡ tr(A(t)A)/trA2, or applied
to quench dynamics.

Let us now consider a system described by the Hamil-
tonian:

H =
J

d

∑
⟨i,j⟩

Sx
i S

x
j + hx

∑
i

Sx
i + hz

∑
i

Sz
i , (4)

here i and j label lattice sites, and Sα
i are spin operators

with α = x, y, z satisfying the standard commutation re-
lations [Sα

i , S
β
j ] = iδijϵαβγ , we set ℏ = 1. The constants

J and h denote interaction strengths, and d = 2S + 1

is the number of local degrees of freedom. We assume
nearest-neighbor interactions and periodic boundary con-
ditions.
Unless stated otherwise, we take the observable of in-

terest to be the total magnetization A ≡ M

M =
∑
i

Sz
i . (5)

In the case S = 1/2 the model (4) reduces to the paradig-
matic spin-1/2 Ising model, extensively studied in various
contexts. From the operator growth perspective, one can
compute up to nmax = 45 Lanczos coefficients symbol-
ically in 1D, nmax = 22 in 2D on a square lattice with
hz = 0 [27].
For S = 1/2, an already exponentially hard problem

becomes drastically more difficult: the operator space,
whose dimension is d2L, grows rapidly with both the
system size L and local Hilbert space dimension d. In
such problems, the choice of an appropriate operator ba-
sis plays a crucial role and cannot be underestimated.
We argue that the most suitable basis for addressing this
complexity is the one constructed from generalized Pauli
strings, defined as:

P (v, w) = Xv1Zw1 ⊗Xv2Zw2 ⊗ · · · ⊗XvLZwL , (6)

where v = (v1, . . . , vL), w = (w1, . . . , wL) are vectors
with entries from 0 to d− 1, and X, Z are the shift and
clock operators:

X =

d−1∑
j=0

|j + 1⟩⟨j|, Z =

d−1∑
j=0

ωj |j⟩⟨j|, (7)

with ω = e2πi/d. These operators have a long history
[28–33] and numerous applications [34–38]. For a system
of L with local dimension d, there are d2L operators of
the form (6) that form an orthogonal basis.

A key practical property of this basis, analogous to
the case of standard Pauli strings for qubits, is that the
product of any two generalized Pauli strings yields an-
other string of the same form, up to a phase:

P (v, w)P (v′, w′) = ωξ(w,v′)P (v′′, w′′), (8)

where ξ(w, v′) =
∑L

i=1 wiv
′
i mod d, and v′′i = vi + v′i

mod d, likewise for w′′. The phase factor arises from the
fact that XZ = ω−1ZX. The utilization of this property
allows us to conveniently study the operator growth in
the systems of qudits generalizing quite straightforwardly
the techniques that were developed earlier.

To implement the Lanczos algorithm for the Hamilto-
nian (4), we first decompose both the Hamiltonian and
the operator A as into sums of generalized Pauli strings
(hereafter referred to simply as Pauli strings). While the
number of terms in this representation grows quadrati-
cally with system size, the locality structure of the model



3

0 2 4 6 8 10 12

n

1

2

3

4

5
b n

S=1/2

S=1

S=3/2

FIG. 1. Lanczos coefficients bn for the 1D Ising model (4)
and (5) as the observable of interest, for different values of
quantum spin. Parameters are fixed at J = hx = hz = 1.
The S = 1/2 case is reproduced from Ref. [13].

remains intact. The nested commutators are then eval-
uated within this operator basis to obtain the Lanczos
coefficients bn. The resulting values of bn are exact in
the thermodynamic limit.

Figure 1 shows the Lanczos coefficients bn(S) com-
puted for various spin values S using the Hamiltonian
(4). For S = 1, we were able to compute up to nmax = 15
nested commutators in the thermodynamic limit. For
S = 3/2, the computation was limited to nmax = 10, al-
ready surpassing what is typically feasible with exact di-
agonalization methods. All calculations were performed
using modest computational resources.

The results clearly demonstrate that bn(S) exhibits
approximately linear growth with n, in agreement with
the predictions of the Universal Operator Growth Hy-
pothesis (UOGH). While the non-universal behavior at
small n makes it difficult to resolve the subleading loga-
rithmic correction expected in one-dimensional systems,
such corrections are nonetheless anticipated to emerge at
larger n.

We further observe that the initial values of bn(S) tend
to coincide for different S, and only begin to diverge as
n increases. Notably, while both bn(1) and bn(3/2) de-
viate significantly from the spin-1/2 case, the difference
between them grows rather slowly with n. This behavior
motivates the following conjecture: for fixed n, the Lanc-
zos coefficients bn(S) converge to a finite limit bn(∞) as
S → ∞.

The coefficients shown in Fig.1 are obtained directly
in the thermodynamic limit, which is a key feature of
our nested commutator-based computational procedure.
Nonetheless, it is instructive to examine finite-size sim-
ulations, as presented in Fig.2. We observe that even
for moderate system sizes, the linear growth of Lanczos
coefficients is clearly reproduced. Moreover, finite-size
effects—manifested as deviations between bn values com-
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FIG. 2. Lanczos coefficients bn obtained from finite-size sim-
ulations of the 1D Ising model (4) and (5) as the observable
of interest. Parameters are fixed at J = hx = hz = 1. Left
panel shows the results for S = 1 and right for S = 3/2.
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FIG. 3. (a) Lanczos coefficients bn for the 2D Ising model
(4) with spin S = 1 using the local spin operator A = Sz

i

as the initial observable. Parameters are fixed at J = d and
hx = hz = 1. A linear (9) fit is shown as a solid yellow
line, α = 0.6, γ = 1.44, c = 3.05. (b) Infinite-temperature
autocorrelation function calculated via the recursion method
using extrapolated Lanczos coefficients.

puted for different L—tend to appear only at relatively
large n. This suggests that in one-dimensional systems,
operator growth can be efficiently captured using MPO-
based methods, owing to the typically low local operator
entanglement. Still, direct computation within the space
of generalized Pauli strings offers a valuable and control-
lable benchmarking approach.
Next, we consider the Hamiltonian (4) on a two-

dimensional square lattice. For spin S = 1 and local
observable A = Sz

i , we compute up to nmax = 6 Lanczos
coefficients in the thermodynamic limit. In two dimen-
sions, the support of the operator grows rapidly with each
successive commutator, making the problem intractable
for exact diagonalization already at relatively small n.

As shown in Fig. 3 (a), the computed Lanczos co-
efficients bn display a clear linear growth with n. This
behavior is well captured by using the fit function:

bn ≃ αn+ γ +
(−1)nα

log n+ c
. (9)

Using this fit, we apply the recursion method to compute
the infinite-temperature autocorrelation function C(t) of
the observable Sz

i , see Fig. 3 (b). As expected, C(t)
quickly relaxes to its equilibrium value.
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FIG. 4. Lanczos coefficients bn for the d-state Potts model
(10) and (5) as the observable of interest, for different values
of d. Parameters are fixed at J = d, h = 1. The case d = 2
corresponds to the spin-1/2 Ising model, where the Lanczos
coefficients do not exhibit any growth. For d = 3 and d = 4,
the growth of bn is well-approximated by the fit bn ≃ α+γ

√
n,

with the following parameters: α = −0.34, γ = 2.86 for d = 3,
and α = −2.15, γ = 4.45 for d = 4.

Integrable case We confirmed the linear growth of
Lanczos coefficients in the case of non-integrable models
with higher spins. However, as noted in [6], in integrable
systems, Lanczos coefficients tend to grow as bn ∼

√
n.

It is of interest to test whether this behavior holds in the
case of integrable models with higher spins. As an exam-
ple of such a model, we consider the d-state Potts model,
which Hamiltonian reads:

HPotts =
J

d

L∑
i=1

d−1∑
k=0

(ZiZ
†
i+1)

k + h

L∑
i=1

(Xi +X†
i ), (10)

where the operators X and Z are the shift and clock
operators defined earlier (7), Z† = Zd−1, X† = Xd−1.
The Hamiltonian (10) is already expressed in terms of
generalized Pauli strings.

In Fig. 4, we plot the first 15 Lanczos coefficients bn
computed for the Hamiltonian (10) and observable (5).
For d = 2, the Hamiltonian (10) reduces to the spin-1/2
Ising model, which is known to be equivalent to a free-
fermion model in this case. For d = 3 and d = 4, we
observe the characteristic growth of Lanczos coefficients
bn ∼

√
n, typical of integrable models.

Equivalence classes of generalized Pauli strings
Lastly, we consider operator dynamics not in the Krylov
space, but directly in the space of generalized Pauli
strings ()6). In [9], we introduced a formalism of equiv-
alence classes of Pauli strings that applies to spin-1/2
systems. Here, we report that this formalism extends
naturally to generalized Pauli strings, thus covering sys-
tems with arbitrary on-site dimension d.
We define two strings P1 and P2 to be equivalent if one

can be transformed into the other up to a complex factor
via a finite sequence of commutations with the Hamilto-
nian. In this way, the Hamiltonian H induces an equiv-

alence relation on the operator space, determining how
far a local observable A can spread under repeated com-
mutation with H. Consequently, the number of distinct
strings that can appear in the expansion (1) is bounded
by a finite number D, which we refer to as the Operator
Evolution Dimension (OED). The Heisenberg evolution
of A can then be written as:

A(t) =

D∑
m=1

fm(t)Pm, (11)

where Pm are generalized Pauli strings and fm(t) are
time-dependent coefficients obtained from the Heisenberg
equations.
In generic non-integrable models, one expects D ∼ dL.

However, for particular operator–Hamiltonian pairs, this
scaling can be significantly reduced - sometimes even to
polynomial in L, as occurs for matchgates and Kitaev
chains in spin-1/2 systems [9].
We emphasize that this extension of the equivalence

class formalism to generalized Pauli strings is particularly
valuable in higher-spin systems, where the full operator
space grows rapidly as d2L, and the identification of dy-
namically closed subspaces becomes even more valuable.
As an illustration of the case where OED is signifi-

cantly smaller than the entire operator space, consider
the following Hamiltonian:

HKP =

L∑
i=1

Jx
2i−1X

†
2i−1X2i + Jy

2iZ
†
2iZ2i+1, (12)

with Jx
i and Jy

i are arbitrary (possibly time-dependent)
parameters. We refer to this model as the Kitaev–Potts
Hamiltonian, due to its resemblance to the Kitaev chain
with generalized clock and shift operators replacing spin-
1/2 operators.
For d = 3, we apply the equivalence class algorithm

from [9] to compute the OED for the observable Sz
i .

Based on numerical results for finite system sizes up to
L = 12, we observe that the data is well described by the
following expression:

D[Sz
i , HKP] = 2 · 3L−1 − 2(1 + (−1)L). (13)

While still exponential in L, this OED is significantly
smaller than the full operator space dimension 32L, and
even slightly below the cost of exact diagonalization in
the Hilbert space. This highlights the practical power of
the equivalence-class formalism when extended to gener-
alized Pauli operators.
Discussion In this paper, we investigated operator

growth in many-body systems with higher spins, explor-
ing both non-integrable and integrable regimes. Our re-
sults provide further support for the UOGH and reveal
new insights into the structure of operator dynamics in
such systems. Based on our data, we conjecture that the
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Lanczos coefficients converge to a finte limit bn(∞) as
S → ∞. Moreover, we propose that this limiting value
coincides with the Lanczos coefficient computed in the
corresponding classical system. A direct verification of
this conjecture is beyond the scope of the present work,
which primarily focuses on computing bn(S) for large spin
values for the first time. Nevertheless, if confirmed, this
connection may provide a novel and intriguing bridge be-
tween quantum and classical dynamics through the struc-
ture of Lanczos coefficients.

On the integrable side, we have shown that the re-
cently developed formalism of equivalence classes of Pauli
strings can be naturally extended to systems with arbi-
trary spin S, by employing the generalized Pauli string
basis. This opens the door to identifying new instances
of efficiently simulable dynamics in higher-spin systems.

Finally, the results developed here may enable future
applications of techniques such as the recursion method
or the Pauli truncation method to many-body systems
with higher local dimension.
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